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Toward a Program of Resistance

INTRODUCTION

The authors of this document—the Program Demand
Group—areindividual |eft organizerswho havebuilt a
substantial degree of political unity through strugglesin
shared practice over along period of time. Wemet each
other through our work in mass campaignsinitiated by
the Labor/Community Strategy Center in LosAngeles.
Our unity as a group is based on a common
commitment to antiracist organizing in the United
Sates set within an internationalist framework. As
organizers, we have chosen to spend themajority of our
energieson the exceedingly difficult tasksinvolvedin
building multiracial, multi-class, independent social
movements that confront corporate and governmental
elitesinthe arenas of civil rights, masstransportation,
reformsin labor union organizing, and environmental
justice. Aswefaced the 2000 Presidential Election, we
determined that our ability to contributeto coaescing an
effective antiracist tendency on the Left and among
progressive organizersinthe U.S. rested on clarifying
our political line: What doesit meanto situate antiracist
struggles within the larger strategy of building an
international united front against imperialism? A draft
document was circul ated nationally at thetime and has
beenthebas sof thelast year’ swork and many productive
discussionswith other antiracist organizers. Thestruggle
for clarity of politica linedrivesour continuing effortsto
consolidate our unity and communicateit to othersinthis
version of the document.

STATE OF THE STATE

Situated aswe are within the United States, we begin
with acritique of the U.S. government. Based on such
acritique, we seek to articulate a program capable
of countering both pro-imperialist political parties, the
Clinton/Gore/Democratic L eadership Council and the
Bush/Cheney/Scalia/Thomas right-wing that
proceeded to steal an election and successfully
execute apolitical coup.

Under Bill Clinton’sinternationalist globalization

strategy, the U.S. was confronted with its inability to
manageitsworld affairs. The U.S. more and more took
over NATO (North-Atlantic Treaty Organization), the
IMF (International Monetary Fund), and the World Bank
as instruments for U.S. ruling class hegemony. With
Operation Desert Fox, Clinton continued the bombing of
Irag begun by George Bush Sr.’swar inthe Persian Gullf,
Operation Desert Storm.

With a deceptive feint to “compassionate
conservatism” during the Presidential campaign, followed
by Democratic Party claims that Bush was weak and
would have no power, the Bush administration in
Washington has in fact moved with the rapidity of a
revol ution—or counterrevol ution—to break the back of
what remained of liberal/center agreementswithin the
U.S.rulingdass. Overnight Bushbegantocourt ail drilling
in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge, eliminate the
inheritancetax, withdraw fundsfor worldwide programs
offering access to abortion, place the U.S. openly in
defiance of all international treaties, and “ reinvigorate”
sanctionsagainst Irag. Bushwent after the unilaterd right
for theU.S. toruletheworld without even nomind checks
toitspower: “reject Kyoto, reject anti-ballistic missile
(ABM) tredties, reject regul ation of arsenic, reject human
rightschallengesto the death penalty, reject international
courts, reject United Nations (UN) declarations, reject
the GenevaAccords.”

The Bush administration made clear itsdisregard
for international decision-making processesby walking
out of the United Nations World Conference Against
Racism, Xenophobia, Racial Discrimination and Related
Intolerance, held in Durban, South Africa, that many
oppressed nations and peoples embraced asan arenato
advancetheir demands. Peopledll over theworld watched
asthe United States used defense of Isragl in an attempt
to hideitsown history asagenocidal settler statebuilt on
golenlands, the Trans-Atlantic Save Trade, and the profits
of endaved labor withinthe U.S.

U.S. imperialism wasaready under the spotlight
ontheworld political stagewhen on September 11, 2001,
the U.S. popul ation suffered the devastating consequences
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of the* new world order,” over which the United States
exercisesdominion. How didtheillegitimate, unpopular,
but enthroned and aggressive Bush presidency respond?
In the face of tragedy, the Bush Sr./Cheney/Bush Jr.
apparatusexploited thefear felt by the U.S. populationin
order tolegitimateand expand their control over thelong-
standing U.S. military incursion into the oil-richMiddle
East. Bushimmediately declared astate of war against
an amorphous enemy and moved for congressional
approval of expanded powers. GeorgeW., now catapulted
ontothe stage of history—ashisfather dreamed hewould
be—roseto hisposition as Commander-in-Chief, called
al military forcesinto action, restricted civil liberties, and
unleashed awave of U.S. patriotism that has revealed
thetruenature of theU.S. empire. Even asprotestersin
New York shouted “ Our grief isnot acry for war!” the
Bush administration began to bomb Afghanistan.

For years, U.S. dominationintheMiddle East has
produced anti-western/anti-U.S. sentiment. On
September 11, someforce, asyet unproven, achieved what
was planned on February 26, 1993 whenthe World Trade
Center was bombed but not destroyed. The fear the
drategic multi-target strikeingtilledinthe U.S. publicgave
apresident who lacked amandate to govern the charge
to “ protect thefreeworld.”

For theeight years sincethe 1993 bombing, if not
more, U.S. administrations have understood the dangerous
effects on the U.S.— strikes on the so-called
“homeland”—of their bipartisan plan for imperialist
economic expansion, military aggression, political control
and cultural hegemony. If war is necessary to rescue
stagnating imperialist economies, the Bush dynasty
certainly knowsit and haslong considered war an option
for fueling themilitary-industrial complex in theface of
domestic economic crisis, even without being attacked.
When congress inevitably approves an “economic
stimulus package”’ (which Bush hoped would yield $89
billionin 2002 and $73 billionin 2003), big dollarswill be
spent to extend corporate tax breaks and tax cutsfor the
wesl thy, thereby enabling implementation of hisalready-
existing economic reorganization plan.

GeorgeW. Bush, usheringinthenew phaseof his
right-wing faith-based crusade, will find and destroy “ evil”
inthenameof securing U.S. interestsabroad. Hispolicies
will dismantledomestic civil rightsand democraticliberties
in order to achieve “homeland defense.” Asthe U.S.
closesitsbordersand goestowar against theentireMiddle
East and Mudimworld behind thedogan* Infinite Justice-
Enduring Freedom”—in order to defend the entire

“civilized world”—the world crisis of bourgeois
democracy became apparent. Whilewe count the Bush
response to the September tragedy asan accelerationin
alonghigtory of civilian desthinthenameof “onenation,”
the “united states,” we also recognize that the U.S.
response marks a qualitative leap into anew period of
increasingly reactionary U.S. foreign and domestic policy.
Bush, Jr. says the enemy is so-called “terrorists’; in
actudity itispeopleof color, Arabs Mudims, oil-producing
states, nationsin the“axisof evil,” nationsthat harbor
“terrorism” or produce weapons of massdestruction, and
anyonewho defiesor attacks U.S. dominance. Wefear
for the people of theworld.

WHY WRITE THIS DOCUMENT?

Wergect theBushadminigration’sprogramfor imperidism
anditsdistasteful opportunisminturning painandfear into
hatred and aggression. Weredlizethat any aternativeto
the Bush/Cheney regimewill involveapoliticsthatisnot a
liberal extension of the Democratic L eadership Council
strategy but rather itsopposite. In order to advance such
an opposition, we are attempting to go beyond alist of
righteous demands and present an approach to aprogram
of resistancethat challengesthe policies of thetwo-party
capitalist democracy of the United States.

The current situation raises the stakes for all
oppressed peoplewho suffer at the hands of thiscountry.
All around the world, the Left is struggling to find a
common path forward to opposethelatest U.S.-initiated
war. Asmany progressiveforcesseek solidarity infighting
for their demands, our approach asthe Program Demand
Group isto offer coherence, then focus, to a series of
interrelated structural demands against theingtitutions of
U.S. imperialism. Together, these demands constitutea
program of resistance.

The demands we present require militant,
multiracial, mass-based left social movements and
developed national and international coalitions of
organizations, movements, and political forces—thevery
forcesthat have been dismantled in recent decades or
are not yet in existence. As history has shown us, the
forceswebdievearerequired cannot bewilledinto being,
they must and will evolveout of existing formsof struggle.
Yet, the burden on social movementsto make history has
never been greater. We believe that a key link in the
evolution of aunified antiracist, antiimperialist tendency
intheU.S. Left—especidly at thishistoric juncture—is



www.ahoranow.org

Introduction 5

thearticulation of oppositional proposals, which can be
exchanged, explored, debated, and tested in practice.
We believe that the different ways progressive
people respond to such proposals, especialy to the
interconnections between them, establish commitment to
one or another strategy, whether we are aware of it or
not. Wethink that all of uswho are situated on thefront
linesof strugglesof resistancewill benefit greatly from
theorizing our practice, and thus proposewriting positions
that we can exchange, sharing discussion of our aims
and experiments, debating the lessonswethink welearn
fromthedifferent political linesof march wetake.

PROBLEMS OF IMPERIALISM

We are aiming demands at the institutions of U.S.
imperidist power globally and domestically—U.S.-based
transnational corporations, theU.S. government, thepro-
imperidist political parties, andinternationa bodieswhich
the U.S. dominates such asthe Group of 8 (G8), World
Bank, and IMF. We consider the current international
political economy to be imperialist; ever-new
devel opmentstransform capitalism ashistory unfoldsbut
thekind of revolutionary transformation that would end
imperialism aswe know it has not yet devel oped.

Why target the U.S. when many intheworld and
certainly withintheU.S., even many progressives, seeits
domination of world order as just that—a capacity to
dominate, with aresponsibility to maintain order inan
increasingly chaotic world in which U.S. bourgeois
democracy looks pretty good compared to the violence
and repression occurring in other nations? Our starting
point isalwaysthat weare herein the*homeland” whose
privileges are made possi ble by the superprofits of our
government’seconomic, political, and military aggression
indefenseof U.S. interests.

For the purposes of devel oping demands, we assert
the Program Demand Group’s fundamental unifying
premisethat the mechanismsthat establishtheclass, race,
and gender relationshipswe struggle over onadaily basis
areintegral to the operation of atransnational imperialist
world system dominated by the United States. U.S.
imperiaism dependsupon the subjugation of wholenations
and peoplesmanifested inaglobal program of systematic
economic explaitation, nationa oppression, thesubjugation
of women, the degradation of nature, racism, xenophobia,
misogyny, and increasing imposition of human suffering
and destruction of human dignity.

Weunderstand imperiaismto bean advanced form
of capitalism in which all corners of the globe are
integrated in an economy driven by finance capital to
scavenge the globe and exploit every opportunity for
maximization of profit and domination. Whilethisglobal
system appearsall-powerful and itspressures seemingly
cannot beresisted, itisin crisis. Thereisno doubt that
capitalismasasystem hasavast potentia to recuperate
and gasp for one, then another breath. But capitalismis
not a sustainable economic system; it must constantly
expand its markets by one nation defeating another
through competition, colonization, military aggression, or
war. Atitsimperiaist stage, itsrate of profit isdeclining.
It hasno new landsto “ discover,” and it cannot possibly
accommodate all nationsin an egalitarian world system.
Equality aside, capitalism is no longer a stable, self-
reinforcing global system of inequdlity; itis“moribund,”
inthe process of dying.

Theincreasngintegration of dl nationsintoasingle
world economic system ischaracteristic of capitalism’'s
drivetoexpand. Ascapitalismreachesitsmonopoly stage,
global integration is forced through the systematic
subjugation of nationsand peoplesin order to maximize
theadvantage (profit) of financiersand the countriesthat
harbor them, peoples who produce are subjugated to
satisfy thewhims of those who expl oit.

Wereservetheterm“imperialism” torefer tothis
late monopoly stage of capitalism asaglobal economic
system when it is most far-reaching but also in crisis.
Under imperiaism, transnationd financid oligarchiesjoin
together to monopolizenot just nationa markets, but globa
marketsaswell. Inthisintegrated economy, imperidists
seek superprofits.

Under monopoly capitalism, the exploitation of
the working class at home intensifies and the
subordination of women into an invisible economy
maximizestheir superexploitation. Asthissystemis
driven to conquer foreign markets, exploitation takes
the form of oppression of whole countries and the
superexploitation of colonial and femalelabor in an
internationalization of ashadow economy comprised
of cheap labor, slavelabor, and “free” labor. Certainly,
theworking classand poor peasants, principally women,
in every country are exploited by domestic or regional
capitalists. But the decadent nature of imperialism’s
concentration and centralization of power invery few
transnational finance capitalist enterprises, backed by
very few nation-states, gives birth to a new form of
class struggle on a world scale. In this



6 Introduction

Program Demand Group

inter nationalization of antagonism between exploiters
and producers, class struggle often takes the form of
national liberation struggle. Indeed in some countries
an identity is reached between these struggles.

Inthislight, strugglesfor national liberation from
the superexpl oitive domination of imperialism and for the
protection of theright to self-determination are essential
to any possiblefuture achievement of avoluntary union of
nations. Webelievethat our opportunity to transformthe
contradiction between the productive nations and peoples
of theworld and theexploiting ruling classes of imperiaism
lies in an international strategic alliance of the
multinational working class movements (industrial and
agrarian) with the national liberation struggles against
the apparatuses of imperialism. This alliance can find
strength inthe very instability of theimperialist nation-
states. Thisisthe basis for our insistence on analyzing
imperialism today—particularly U.S. imperialism—and
devising an antiimperialist strategic plan.

We usetheterm “imperiaist patriarchy” torefer to
the system of relations of domination under capitalismand
imperialismwhich could not exist without the subjugation
of women and colonies. In other words, capitalisminal its
stages (and the ownership of property before capitalism)
hasonly ever been patriarchal. Thus, nationa oppression
and women’s oppression function together to achievethe
extraprofits needed by the system.

We target imperialism at a time when global
integrationisposited by theruling elite asthe policy for
development of “undeveloped” nationsand, dternately, by
progressive scholars asthe cause of “ underdevel opment”
itself. To us, the phenomenaof global integration are not
policiesbut rather economic and political necessitiesinthe
development of imperidism.

As a generalization, we don’t use the term
“globalization” becausethe anti-globalization movements
in their use of the term tend to refer to the policies of
neoliberalism. Consciously or not, this use erases the
specific manifestations of imperialism, such asracism,
patriarchy, environmenta devagtation, aswell asthe specific
impacts on oppressed nationalitiesinside and outside the
U.S. Theterm*“anti-globalization” ispaliticaly amorphous
and vaguein away that letsU.S.-led imperialism off the
hook becauseit doesnot identify aparticular enemy. This,
inturn, impactswhat demands are made against who: for
example, there’sabig difference between thetrade union
demand “keep U.S. jobs here” and, alternately,
“reparations.” From our point of view, globalizationitself
isnot abad word under anon-capitalist social, political,

economic system. “Workersof theworld unite...” is, in
fact, acall for socialized globalization.

Furthermore, theterm “globalization” ischosen
very consciously by someto replace“imperialism,” in
the belief that imperialismistheterm used to describea
prior period, however much empire-building isoperative
now or however much the economic imperatives
characteristic to imperialism continue to drive world
history. We imagine that they don’t want to be saddled
with the obvious but daunting problem that, in order to
end oppression and achieveliberation, imperialism must
be overthrown. In thislight, it is much simpler to see
globalization asaset of policiesthat should be changed.
The Program Demand Group emphatically rejectsthis
maneuver, which we believe serves only to strengthen
imperialism by the presumption that it can stop its
globalizing“policies.” For us, theanaysisof imperialism
is more powerful in explaining the contradictory
phenomenawe are describing and in understanding that
these contradi ctions describe an economic system driven
by crisisthrough competition in astrugglefor itsown
survival—an unstabl e, collapsing system whoseferocity
isamanifestation of eating itself alive.

The subjugation we describe as inherent in
imperialismissupported by the systematic cultivation of
racist ideology, reactionary nationaism, xenophobia, male
supremacy and misogyny. We know that successful world
domination by the United Statestoday dependsnot only
onitsopenly repressive practicesbut, increasingly, onall
the manipulativeideol ogicd practicesinvolvedin building
world-wide consent to itsempire. Ideol ogical agreement
isfundamental to the functioning of U.S. hegemony, that
is, domination by meansof consent—consent tointegration
into aninternational economy pegged tothedollar. While
imperialismisdefined by its devel opment asacapitalist
mode of productioninastage of decay, thereisa“relative
autonomy” between economicand politica sphereswithin
thiscomplex social totality. Thus, thesocia constructs of
racism, xenophobia, supremacy, and misogyny, while
definitely serving to subordinate and superexploit groups
of people for economic purposes, also work somewhat
independently to suppresspalitical resstancetoimperiaism.
Difference, discrimination and hatetake on alifeof their
own; racism spreadsindependent of the material basisfor
it. When such supremacy appearsto be based on “natural
digtinctions’, thedecay of imperidismisput ondisplay in
everyday life.

As oppressed nations and peoples refuse to
consent and fight back by trying to limit the scope of this
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subjugated form of integration, theimperialist imperative
for integration intensifies—and conditionsfor war are
present everywhere. We aim to challenge the program
of U.S. imperialism, its policies and practices with a
strategy of resistance.

COMPONENTS OF OUR APPROACH TO
DEMAND DEVELOPMENT

Theindividuasinthe Program Demand Group work within
projectsof the Labor/Community Strategy Center.

The Strategy Center wasformed from day oneas
multi-issue, withamultinationa, multiracia, multilingual
grouping of women and men with rootsin the working
class—with black autoworkers, Chicano academics, Latino
and Koreanimmigrant activigts, whiteantiracist organizers,
feminist [abor historians, welfarereformresisters, students
and workers, radicals, revolutionary nationalists, and
communistswithin our common internationalist political
orientation. Theart of achieving our organizational culture
iscrafted through a constant balancing between respect
for our differencesand pursuit of our common goals. In
order to achieve a culture capable of sustaining this
“unstable balance,” the Strategy Center has consistently
sought to achieveacertain political clarity—not necessarily
agreement—to create an environment that supports
experimentation, searching, learning.

Fromitsbeginning, thesevery different peoplehave
shared afundamental approachtotacticsaimedinaclear
direction: fight to win. Through much experimentation we
have built a “think tank/act tank” that is consistently
integrating theory and practicein the course of everyday
struggle: social practiceisthearenainwhichthesocial
totality can be seen, the current conditions analyzed,
the burning questions of our time theorized, and
strategy and tactics conceived, tested, and imagined
again. The Strategy Center’shistory restson apractice
of building amass base of oppressed people; fundamental
to thispracticeisthe process of developing demandsthat
link specific massstrugglesto the need for broad structural
changes. In this way, we strive to situate tactical
campaignswithin an overarching strategy.

At the Strategy Center, organi zers have chosen—
within the strategy to struggle against imperialism from
inside the U.S. empire—to build social movements of
the multinational working classasour primary activity.
A central objective of our work hasbeento organize mass
socia movements, new organizations, and coditionsthat—

in the course of waging resistance struggles against the
fundamental ideals of capitalism—nbuild leadership,
consciousness and organization among oppressed
nationalities, women, immigrants and the multiracial/
multinationa working class.

We believein therole of the conscious organi zer.
That is to say, the organizer at the Strategy Center
cultivates her base by contextualizing the experiences of
oppressed peoplein an analysisthat recognizesthat the
vast majority of peoples’ sufferings are systemic
manifestations of U.S.-led imperialism. Therefore,
paramount to our basebuildingisthe political education of
oppressed people. Through political education we make
every effort to move peoplefrom anindividual outrage
toward an antiimperialist politicsthat explains specific
atrocitiesthrough thelens of aglobal analysisof U.S.-
led transnational capitalism and institutional racism.

Our organizing model hasgiven usthe opportunity
to build multiracial/multinational organi zationsthat achieve
avoluntary unity which can only be gained through the
daily practice of struggle. The struggle we are talking
about entailscommon practicein aconscioudy-constructed
plan to join together very different people with a
commitment to engage contradictionsamong usthat have
historicaly obstructed L eft unity intheUnited States. Latino
immigrant Spanish speakers, black revolutionary
nationalistsand antiracist whites, for example, deal together
with questionsof organizationd compositiononadaily basis
and together formulate tactical plansthat can combat the
specific oppressions of different peoples aswell asthe
attacks they suffer in common. We see our role as
developing successful experiences in multinational
organizing.

To beclear, wework with and support “ national-in-
form” organizationsintheir vital role of speaking directly
tothespecific needsof Asan/Pecificldander, black, Latino
and indigenous peoplesamong othersand advancing their
peoples strugglefor liberation. Our strengthisorganizing
al peopleswho standin contradictionto U.S. imperidism—
building the alliance between movements of the
multinational working class and national liberation
movements.

Our approach to developing multinational
organizationsand labor/community coditionshasgenerated
some of the most powerful socia movements in Los
Angelesfor two decades. In the Reagan/Bush-Clinton/
Goreeraof lowered expectations, the Campaignto Keep
GM Van Nuys Open stopped General Motorsfromclosing
down the last and largest auto plant in Californiafor a
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period of ten years; the Labor/Community Watchdog
environmental justice campaign exposed Texaco and the
oil giantswho are poi soning thelow-income, predominantly
Latino community of Wilmington; and the“Billionsfor
Buses’ campaign of the BusRidersUnion/Sindicato de
Pasgjerosis aggressively obstructing the Los Angeles
MTA'sracist destruction of theregional bussystem.

Therearemany contradictions, crises, and arocities
thet concernusaswebuild multiracial, multinational, multi-
issue organizations of women and men who al so speak
different languages (in the Bus Riders Union,
predominantly Spanish, Korean and English), anditis
often difficult to select priorities. Over time we have
evolved an approach that guidesthe process of demand
development so that contradictions are analyzed,
dilemmas addressed and priorities chosen with greater
clarity. Our radical approachto reformsisreflectedin
campaigns, demands, mass movements of oppressed
nationalitiesand the multinational working class, and an
ideology of resistance.

The Program Demand Group, born out of this
history of commonwork, isapplying thisapproachinan
effort to deviseideological and structural challengesto
the foundations of empire. Aswe present the strategic
demandsthat follow, wewant to explain the framework
weare using in demand devel opment.

A. Antiimperialism. We select demands that
Situate a specific campaign within an international
framework of oppositionto U.S. imperialismin order
to confront structural racism, national oppression,
xenophobia, patriarchy and suffering fromindignity that
is perpetrated throughout the world by the country in
whichweliveand work.

B. New constituencies for a strategic alliance.
We select demands that coalesce new constituencies
to expand the base of working class people of color who
arecgpableof leading adtrategicdlianceof themultiracid,
multinational working class and the oppressed peoples
movementsfor liberation.

C. Unityindiversity. We select demandsthat have
the potential to build unity within the multiracial
working classintheU.S. while addressing the specificity
of needs of different peoples. We select demands that
create opportunities for oppressed nationalities,
women, and immigrants to expand consciousness and
lead struggles.

D. Learning through new forms of

counterhegemonic struggle. We select demands that
create new forms of strugglethat break out of aculture
of accommodation to expand space for antagonistic,
adversarial negotiation with corporations and the
government. We select demands with
counterhegemonic content that can challenge the
domination of capitalist ideology. We select demands
that create collective learning experiencesthat expose
the complex interrelationships of the U.S. political
system we are challenging and create the basis for
ideological transformation.

E. Institution building. We select demands that
create new forms of organization as platforms for
expanding power from which to demand greater rights,
power and influence.

F. Redistribution of resources/Redress and
reparations. We select demands that, if won, would
radically redistribute power and resources to the
oppressed. We select demands that, if won, would
redress the wrongs of historic oppression and
superexploitation specific to peopleswho have suffered
fromthebrutality of U.S. imperialist expansion.

Thisdocument isawork-in-progressthat we hope
will provide abasisfor discussion. We proceed with
the understanding that the demands are incompl ete,
their scopes are different, and the distinction of
categories, whileuseful, isfluid and ultimately artificial.
There are many important single-issue demands being
presented by peoplearound theworldin struggle against
U.S. imperialism. Where possible, we are trying to
incorporate the demands of existing social movements,
while struggling to sharpen the politics that hasbecome
our basisof unity. In every category there are political
differences among progressives, and at times the
demandsthat weinitially thought we embraced actually
contradicted each other or we simply did not yet agree.
By looking at them together we have made some sharp
political choices that are reflected not only in our
strategic demands but in the demands for the focus
campaignswe prioritize. We have selected demands
that aretransitional; they do not constitute aprogram
for afuturein which the people of theworld control
their economic and political relationships, athough our
vision of thefutureisimbedded in our present demands.
We hope to pose an alternative set of possible
political choicesthat, taken together, create avision
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of amore just and humane world society. We aim to
plant seeds of changein acounterhegemonic program
that captures our imaginations and can motivate masses
of peopleto envision “the possible.”

Thus, while at the present time we present the
demandsin outlineform without extensive explanation,
our immediate purposeistoillustrate our approach
and cohere a political unity that will be distinct and
establish abasisfor debate and for the devel opment
of more elaborated writings and engagements.

The specific procedure we have undertaken in
building our unity in thisdocument invol ved thefollowing
steps, which correspond to the categoriesthat organize
thetext that follows.

u Conditions. We have attempted to
analyze the current conditions defined by the center-
right political consensusthat governsU.S. imperialism.

[ ] Dilemmas. We have grappled with some
of thedilemmasfor the Left posed by the contradictions
inherent in our work, dilemmasthat cause disorientation
and ultimately require decisionsthat becomedecisivein
shaping different political trends.

u Strategic challenges. We have
categorized demandsinto strategic challenges, that is,
structural demandsthat challenge the premisesof U.S.
imperiaism sothat, if won, they would advanceradical,
systemic change.

u Tactical campaigns. We have selected
and emphasi zed the radical demands of campaignswe
prioritize. These demands are, at least in theory,
winnable under imperialism. Yet, taken together, they
create a picture of what we would propose for an
alternate form of governance.

NoTE

1 The Group of 8includesthe U.S., Japan, Italy, France,
Britain, Germany, Canada, Russia-the major industrial
“democracies” whose heads of state or government
have been meeting annually since 1975 to address the
major economic and political issues facing the
international community asawhole.
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l. U.S. Intervention Around the Globe:
Government and Corporations

What can the organized Left and the social movements demand of the institutions of
U.S. imperialism to counter its world domination of global military, economic, and

political affairs?

CURRENT CONDITIONS

Theimperialist countries of the Group of 8, currently
under the hegemony of the United States, dominatethe
globe. They struggle constantly to redivide their
controlling power over other nations in a continual
shifting of spheresof influencewithinthe modernworld
system. The United States claims hegemony over this
political/economic system of transnational capitalism
and, for the time being, has no contending
counterforce— beit arevolutionary socialist nation or
another imperialist state.

Inthis context, of the many contradictionsthat
cause motion inworld affairs, we analyze the principal
contradiction to be between U.S. imperialism, with
its international operations and apparatuses on the
one hand, and the exploited and oppressed nations
and peoples of the world, on the other. Opposing
theU.S imperialist programisour strategicaim. We
look to the global oppressed nationality,
predominantly female, working class as the main
forcein a strategic alliance between the multinational
wor king class movements and the national liberation
movements around the world. The creation of an
antiimperialist united front as a center of resistance
is our strategic plan, and therefore the overarching
focus of our organizational and ideological practice.

Therefore, astheinternationalist perspectiveof our
work hasgrown through twelveyears of shared practice,
we find ourselves placing a frontal challenge to the
country inwhich welive. Thisrequiresaprogram for
ressanceto U.S. imperidisminitsmany manifestations—
fromitsdetermination to bethe policing power of anew
world order (through the world market and the world
military) toitsfierce control over formal and informal
colonies(for example, itsviolation of Hawaii’ ssovereignty
and rejection of independence for Puerto Rico) to its
intensification of structural racism and aggression against
themany nationdlitiesnow being exploited and oppressed
within the bordersof the United States.

Inthemost recent manifestation of U.S. imperidist
expansionism, after September 11, 2001 the Bush
Administration unleashed A War ontheWorld. TheU.S.
“War on Terrorism” is already being waged on at |east
four different fronts: Afghanistan wherethe U.S. bombing
campaign killed at |east 4,000 Afghanis, the Philippines
where the U.S. has deployed 3350 ground troops—
including 160 Specia Forcessoldiers, Columbiawhich
hasreceived a$1.3 billion aid package for itsongoing
war against the popular revol utionary movements under
the pretext of fighting the “war on drugs” and now on
“terrorism”, and Irag whichthe U.S. hasopenly declared
itsintention to bomb. TheU.S. led war hasalso given
regimestheworld over the pretext for launching attacks
on opposition forcesby labeling them as“terrorist.” In
particular, it hasgiven Israel thediplomatic and military
green light to further expand its genocidal war against
the Palestinian people.

Inthelast 18 monthsof the Palestinian uprising—
and with even greater frenzy since September 11—Israel
has carried out a campaign of massive demolition of
civilianinfrastructure, including homesand refugee camps,
the assassination and mass arrest of Palestinian political
leadersand activistsand deliberate targeting of civilians
and resisters—morethan 1,500 dead and 33,000 injured
at the time of thiswriting. Most notably, in the April
reoccupation of Jenin refugee camp inthe northern West
Bank, some 13,000 of the camp’s 15,000 residentshave
been displaced and their entire community reduced to
rubble; hundreds of people are missing—either dead,
buried beneath therubble, or arebeing held by the | sradli
military. WhenIsragli PrimeMinister Ariel Sharon called
Palestinian President Yasser Arafat “our bin Laden”,
|srael seized on the propagandatool provided by theU.S.
to accelerateits assault on Palestinian self determination
under the guise of furthering the*War on Terrorism”.

Currently, thereisno organized antiimperialist or
socialist movement in theworld capable of challenging
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U.S. hegemony—either based on classstruggleor nationa
liberation. In aperiod of accelerated aggression, theU.S.
ruling classisforcing every nation to pledge allegianceto
itspower—"“either you arewith usor against us.” Yet,
we see critical resistance. The world over peoples are
struggling to quell theappetiteof U.S. imperidism—such
as the people of Palestine, who, in their resistance to
Israeli aggression, know that every tank, bullet, helicopter
gun ship and machine gun used against themisMadein
the USA. Thus, wegive priority to supporting al such
strugglesoutsidethe U.S. andto al progressiveformsof
organized resistancewithintheU.S.

DILEMMAS FOR THE LEFT

A central obstacle for the Left—within the U.S. and
internationally— is that it is not unified around a
common analysisof U.S imperialism. Thedilemmahere
isthat all progressives want to “unite all who can be
united,” but theremust beaclear, principled basisof unity
in order to even begin to work towards a common
program. How can we build aunited front if we can’t
agree on common aims? For the most part, demands
against imperialist aggression seemstraightforward. But
actualy agreeing tofocusonacommon strategic objective
of oppositionto U.S. imperialismismoredifficult. Even
forces who agreein theory can disagree in practice or
losefocus and easily become disoriented in the current
morass of human suffering. Increasingly, we see
progressivesframing demandsin waysthat actually call
for U.S. intervention.

Someprogressiveforcescal for interventionsinto
stateswhose present troublesare significantly theresult
of U.S. intervention. For example, when the elected
Arigtidegovernment in Haiti wasoverthrown by amilitary
coup (with strong U.S. support), the Congressional Black
Caucus and other black progressives demanded U.S.
interventiontore-install Aristideand to get themilitary
juntato step down. Clinton sent Jmmy Carter to negotiate
awithdrawal of the same military government the U.S.
had hel ped cometo power while pressuring Aristide to
institute policiesaffirming tiesto the U.S. and to reject
running for re-election. Thiscreated anew formof U.S.
exerciseof control intheinterna affairsof Haiti.

Another recent example concerns China. Weare
all motivated to act in defense of the students struggling
for democracy, the old revol utionary cadrewho are now
being imprisoned for their activism, theright of Chinese

minority nationalities to exercise some form of self-
determination. Yet when western human rights groups
ask the U.S. government to impose sanctions against
China, when Chinese in the West ask the U.S.
government to prepareto useforcein order to obstruct
the negotiated reunification of Taiwanwiththemainland,
or when the AFL-CIO demands that the U.S.
government keep China out of international trade
organizationsin order to protect jobsfor U.S. workers,
they give complete authority to U.S. imperialism to
intervenein asovereign nation. From the point of view
of the U.S., the sovereign nation of China poses the
greatest obstacleto U.S. world domination, afactor that
helpstheinternational antiimperialist forces. Thismakes
the demand for U.S. sanctions even more problematic
for the Left. From the point of view of the Program
Demand Group, it isthe human rightsviolations of our
country that we must first address.

At the present time we face similar unclarities
among progressivesabout U.S. aggressonintheMiddle
East. Historically, left analysisof thiscomplex region
has|ed to widespread support for the Pal estinian national
liberation struggle against the Zionist strategy of
occupation, gpartheid and genocide. Many young activists
today cameinto socia movementsthroughtheir opposition
to Bush Sr.’sinvasion of Irag in the Persian Gulf war.
Yet aU.S. Left that has never had consensus about the
USSR has suffered tremendous disorientation sincethe
collgpseof thissocidist experiment and thedis-unification
of thesoviet republicsthat had long struggled to maintain
avoluntary unity. Theresulting widespread repudiation
of left politicscombined with politica upheava ineastern
Europeand theMiddle East has caused some progressives
to, again, look tothe U.S. for protection of the starving
people of Kosovo or ask the U.S. to broker an Israeli/
Pal estinian peace process.

The cdl for further U.S. involvementintheMiddle
East masksthe centrality of the U.S. support for Israel’s
expansionist policies. Israel is currently the largest
recipient of U.S foreign aid in the world, receiving
upwardsof $5 billion per year in military and economic
aid. Sincethe 1948 establishment of the state of Israel,
the U.S. hasplayed adefining rolein its devel opment.
Initidly theU.S., dongwith Britain, decided to back Israel
as a beachhead for Western interestsin the region and
then, when Israel proved itsmilitary capability throughits
swift* success’ inoccupying Arablandsin 1967, it became
an even more valuable military aly tothe U.S. Inthe
1993 signing of the Odo Accords, theU.S. asserted itsel f
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asaso-called neutral broker in adeal designed to make
permanent Israel’s control over Palestine by granting
Palestinians limited autonomy in isolated population
centers, amounting to no more than 18% of the West
Bank and Gaza—aso cdled Palestinian state. In addition
todirect military and economic aid, the United Stateshas
provided Isradl with diplomatic cover inthe UN sinceits
inception, through use of itsveto power on the Security
Council to block world consensus on the just
implementation of the UN resolutionson Palestine, which
mandate | sragl’ swithdrawal from occupied landsand the
full right of return for Palestinian refugees. Thematerial
and strategic relationship between Israel and the U.S.
createsconditionsinwhichtheU.S. can never beaneutra
broker, much lessadefender of Palestinianrights.

Some of the progressive forces calling for U.S.
intervention now al so buy into the proposition that the
U.S. can betheleader of awould-be anti-fascist united
front against so-called “terrorism.” Wetoo seetherapid
riseand popul arization of fascist principlesof belligerent
nationalism, but intheform of George W. Bush'sright-
wing religious crusade against the so-called “ axis of evil.”
Further, Bush’scall to “depend on the eyes and ears of
alert citizens’ to secure our homelandisnot thecall of an
anti-fascist but the recall of well-known tactics of the
National Fascist Party of Italy, the German Nazi Party
which rallied the working class under the banner of
“national socialism,” the U.S. House Un-American
Activities Committee and the FBI's domestic
counterintelligence program, COINTEL PRO. Whatever
concernwe haveabout the practicesof politicized religious
fundamentalism, progressivesare being called upon to
defend the very freedom that the USA Freedom Core
homeland security forceispreparing to deny.

There are many examples of countriesinwhich
thereare seriousviolationsof international human rights
conventions, yet thereisno country whose brutality is
morefar-reaching than the Unites States, especially since
the U.S. blocks implementation of these conventions
through its veto power on the UN Security Council.
Whatever other approaches we might develop with
increased |eft clarity and capacity, we cannot allow the
U.S to betheworld's police force. We need demands
that opposeimperialism not that request itsintervention.
Thus, the Program Demand Group focuses on thelong
term and structural danger of U.S. intervention. Wefocus
hereonstopping U.S. intervention and prioritizecampaigns
that demand military, economic, and political withdrawal
of U.S. forces.
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U.S. INTERVENTION AROUND THE GLOBE. GOVERNMENT AND CORPORATIONS

STRATEGIC DEMANDS AROUND WHICH THE STRATEGY CENTER'S PROGRAM DEMAND GROUP IS UNIFIED

Wecall upontheU.S. government and all U.S. corporationsto stop aggression against sovereign nations, colonial and
semi-colonia lands, and indigenous peoples—whether through political diplomacy, the economic specul ation of private
corporations, therestructuring policiesof the U.S.-dominated internationa apparatusesof the Group of 8, thelMFand

World Bank, covert/overt military operations, or imperialist war.

FOCAL CAMPAIGNS WE PRIORITIZE

U.S. government, stop thebombing; end military and economic attacks on sovereign nations,
such asAfghanistan, currently occurring in the nameof the so-called “war onterrorism.”

U.S. government, engagein full diplomatic relationswith the Peopl€ sRepublic of Cuba; stop
theembargo and the systematic campaign of harassment and destabilization.

U.S. and al Group of 8 countriesand their various U.S.-dominated international apparatuses,
cancel al Third World and A partheid debt without conditions.

U.S. corporations, cease exploitation of indigenous peoplesand destruction of their lands; for
example, Occidenta Petroleum Corporation cease attacks on the rights of the U’ wa People of
Columbia. U.S. government, end all economic and military assistanceto other countriesfor
suppression of indigenous peoples, such asthemassive U.S. aid to the M exican government for
attacks on the peoples of Chiapasin the name of the so-called “war on drugs’ and the U.S.
interventiontotrain so-caled“ anti-terrorist” unitsinthe Philippines. U.S. government, stop the
bombing of Vieques.

U.S. government, cease palitical, economic and military support for Isragl’ swar to defeat the
Palestinian strugglefor self-determination. U.S. government ceaseall diplomatic and political
actionsthat block therightsof Paestinian refugeesto returnto their homesof origin, inaccordance
with UN resolution 194. U.S. government, end all support for |sragl’ssystem of apartheid and
theraci<t, exclusionary ideology itisfounded upon. U.S. government, in accordancewith UN
resolutions 242 and 338, end al formsof support for theillega Israeli occupation of Palestinian
land inthe West Bank and the Gaza Strip, the annexation of Jerusalem, and the destruction of
Pd estinian homes, infrastructure, and agriculture. U.S. government, stop supplying military aid
and weaponry that |srael usesto target political |eadersfor assassination and to bomb and shell
cdvilians
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lI. U.S. Responsibility for National Oppression and Racism

Within the United States

What can the organized Left and the social movements demand of the institutions of
U.S.imperialism to counter national oppression and racism within the United States?

CURRENT CONDITIONS

WithintheU.S., we analyzethe principal contradiction
to be between theruling classof U.S. imperialism and
itsoperations and apparatuses on the one hand, and the
exploited and oppressed multiracial working classand
oppressed nationalities on the other. The Program
Demand Group’sunity residesin our shared focuson
the particular nature of imperialism that places the
oppression of nations, both external and internal to U.S.
borders, at the center of the complex interrel ationships
between class, race, and gender oppression. We
characterize the U.S. as a settler state which fed the
growth of European empiresthat gavebirthto capitalism
and its system of nation-states. The United Stateswas
built by extracting superprofits gained from genocide of
the indigenous peoples, the stealing of lands, the
enslavement of African peoples, and profiteering from
speculationindavetrade. Welivewiththisinheritance
asafoundation of both the U.S. economy and the global
capitalist system.

As a result, we see the United States as a
multinational state comprised of many peoples, many of
whom have not been incorporated into the “ one nation,
indivisble’—asdefined by the colonia settler revolution
for independence from the British Empire and for the
formation of a modern bourgeois nation-state.
Therefore, by definition, the U.S. nation-state is an
illegitimate and unstable form of government. Further,
given that the colonization of the Americasprovided a
material foundation for European capitalism andits500
year history of development, we believe that class
relations in the United States are defined by the
subjugation of nations, especially asthe U.S. exercises
itsrole asthe greatest imperial nation.

Recognizing peoplesof color withinthe U.S. as
well as Third World peoples outside of the U.S. as
oppressed nationalitiesacknowledgesthat whole nations
and peopleswithinthis*onenation” continueto suffer

under U.S. imperialism. We carry out our work based
on the belief that all oppressed-nationality peoples
within the United States have a “ conditional”
relationship to the state. Thisconditional relationship
isthe most basic concept we use to acknowledge the
history of forced enclosure (or participation) within
a falsely unified state as well as the variety of forms
of exclusion experienced today by the different
oppressed nationality peoples who reside within the
so-called “ homeland.”

Asagroup, we have not devel oped clarity about
the particular character of national oppression specific
tothewidevariety of different peopleslivinginsidethe
U.S—Chinese, Japanese, Filipino, Korean, Vietnamese,
Jamaican, Haitian, Trinidadian, Barbadian, Grenadian,
Puerto Rican, Dominican, Nicaraguan, Salvadoran,
Pakistani, Saudi Arabian, South African, Nigerian,
Chicano, black and indigenous peoples—and other
peopleswho, taken together, are commonly referred to
as"“ peopleof color.” These distinctions areimportant
for any particular peoplein determining their demands,
yet the basic principleremainsthe same: the attitude of
the L eft toward specific oppressed nationality peoples
must be onethat recognizestheir conditional relationship
to the state and supports expansion of their rights,
whatever specific formsthat might take. At thispoint,
we cannot be clear about many important questions:
which peoples constitute an actual “nation” internal to
theU.S.; which could be coalesced asanationa minority
“autonomousregion”; which peoplesare dispersed and
suffer national oppression and racial discrimination
wherever they reside in the U.S.; which peoples are
foreign-national immigrants; which peoplesare super-
exploited workers imported as cheap labor or forced
from their homelands by U.S. foreign policy-created
poverty. But we do know that we share commitment to
the recognition of national oppression internal to the
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United States; thisrecognition givesan explanation to
the complex relations we see everyday as organizers
and allows for the possibility of self-determination,
regional autonomy, or reparations—demands that, if
fought for, would not be within the right of the white
majority electorateto deny!

Also, we believe that the various oppressed
peoples movements of resistance arecritical tothe Left
inthiscountry, and that the working class stratawithin
these movements hasan historic roleto play in both the
class struggle and the various struggles for national
liberation, equality, and freedom from Great Nation
supremacy. Thewidening divideof classesintheUnited
States|ocates peoplesof color, particularly women, in
the lowest strata of the working class, making the
importance of the oppressed nationality working class
to the class struggle of the multinational laboring force
evident. Whiletheentireworking classisexploited, the
capitalist drivefor superexploitation leadsto many of the
most egregious “class’ attacks, which are directed
against theworking class of color, and against women
of color in particular—that is, the strata comprised of
variousindigenous peoples, descendants of daves, and
immigrantsfrom Third World nations—with negative
impacts on poor white workers as well. Of equal
importance, this group comprises the working class
stratawithin each multi-class oppressed nationality. For
these reasons, we see the oppressed nationality working
class, predominantly female, asthemainforcefor the
successful development of an antiimperialist united front
withinthe U.S. Thisforceis capable of leading both
the multinational working class movements and the
liberation movements of specific nationalities. These
movements, which are so often counterposed, become
natural aliesunder common leadership with acommon
enemy.

Given the importance we place on national
oppression, weareworking to understand therelationship
between national oppression and racism. \WWerecognize
that the system of European colonial domination long-
ago elaborated avariety of systems of demarcation for
peoples designated as inferior for the purposes of
subordination. Patriarchy legitimatesthe supremacy of
men over women by creating a“gender” distinction.
National oppression establishes another system of
domination/subjugation justified through theories of
fundamental biological difference based on reactionary

pseudo-scientific“race” categories.

Withinthe U.S,, racism takesthe form of white
supremacy which gives privileges to even the least
fortunateif they are designated “white.” “Not-white”
people of color, including the bourgeois strata, are
subjected to racism by the dominant white Great Nation
culture, whichisingtitutionaizedindl corporateand state
apparatuses. Because racism takes on apower that can
be disconnected from any immediate self-interest of the
perpetrators, it hasbecome relatively autonomousfrom
itseconomicimperative. Itthen becomesamateria force
initsown right, through which discrimination determines
who gets food, shelter, transportation, healthcare,
education. White supremacist ideology iscompletely
interwoven with the devel opment of imperialism. While
the mechanisms of national oppression we have just
described are hidden (by many progressivesaswell as
theruling class), racism’svicious power isin our face
and impossibleto deny. Thisiswhy weaffirm our basic
unity asagroup in the struggle against racism; we are
committed to building an antiracist movement within the
United States.

We believethat the rel ationship between racism
and national oppressionisillustratedintheU.S. crimina
justice system, which is the primary method of state
repression of people of color—particularly those who
refuseto consent tothe U.S. system of superexploitation.
The U.S. ranksthe highest country intheworld inthe
percentage of its population in prison; every effort to
overturn mass convictions on the grounds that blacks,
Latinos, and Native Americans are overwhelmingly
overrepresented in the prisons has been regj ected by the
courts. Racid profiling andlawslike California s Three
Strikes target men of color regardless of their class.
While blacks comprise only 7 percent of California’'s
population, they are over 60 percent of inmates
imprisoned under the Three Strikes law! This is
certainly institutionalized racism; it is also the
subjugation of entire groups of historically-
constituted oppressed nationality peoples.

Liberalsoften lament, correctly, that theU.S. is
one of thefew advanced industrial nationsthat still has
the death penalty. But that hidesthe fact that the U.S.
isthe most racist advanced capitalist country with the
largest “minority” populations of blacks, Latinos, and
Asian/Pecificldanders. Themassiveexplosionin public
executionsis part of the counterrevolution against the
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antiracist victoriesof the New Left inthe United States,
which had at onetime effectively pressured many states
and the Supreme Court to revoke the death penalty. Of
coursetherearea so white people murdered by the state,
but the driving forceis consent to the U.S. history of
genocidethat takesthe particular form of fear and hatred
of black people by thewhite majority. Thisiscertainly
racism; it is also the consent to annihilation of an
oppressed nation.

Despite this oppression, resistance continueson
adaily basisin communities across the country. We
believe that challenges to this racist and genocidal
crimina justice system arefundamental to any strategy
for ending racism and national oppressionintheU.S.

In order to combat racism, national oppression,
and their economic underbelly—class exploitation, we
form organizationsthat bring together many peoplesto
find basesfor unity whilelearning about each other’s
specific different needs. Sinceitsinception, the Labor/
Community Strategy Center has worked to build
democratic structuresthat challengeracism at its core
asitimpactsall communitiesof color, eachin specific
ways. If the Left can’'t figure out how oppressed
nationality peoples can work together to defeat racism,
the Right will present multiracial “ opportunities.”

The U.S. ruling class has a long history of
organizing potentially oppositional forcesintotheir U.S.
imperialist codlition, for example, the AFL-CIO and the
bourgeoisieof color. The Bush administration offersthe
latest examplein understanding thevaluetoimperialism
of aracialy diverse, but ideologicaly unified, ruling class.
Many working class blacks take pride in the
accomplishments of Secretary of State Colin Powell,
yet it was hisjob to makethe decision to pull theU.S.
out of the UN World Conference Against Racism. As
thisruling juntaacceleratesits war plans, the rush to
assimilate oppressed nationsinto itsimperialist plans
includestheinvitation to rulersof all nationsto be part
of theU.S. regime—or risk being bombed for harboring
so-called terrorists!

DILEMMAS FOR THE LEFT

Again, we have the dilemmaof how to proceed when
progressive people are not unified around a shared
understanding of the interrelationship between class

exploitation, national oppression, racismand patriarchy
internal tothe U.S. Thisdivideissurely the greatest
obstacle to the advancement of struggles of
resistance in the United States. Many progressives
believethat the principal contradictionwithintheU.S.
issimple—between the working class and capitalism.
They believe that afocus of antiracism “divides’ the
working class, and, conversely, that campaigns for
affirmative action on the basis of race lead to charges
of “reversediscrimination,” which these progressives
believe have helped consolidatethewhite e ectoratewho
have been dlowed to voteto eliminate any such policies.
And, thereare many revolutionary nationalistswho are
so righteoudly furiouswith thelongstanding chauvinism
of the U.S. Left that they reject working in multiracial
campaigns, much lesswith white progressives. Also,
there are antiracist activists who believe that racial
oppression within capitalism—asdistinct from national
oppression inherent under imperialism—isthe central
problem within the U.S. All of these forces are
potentially part of an antiimperialist united front.
Webelievethat any real left unity will beachieved
by sharing the understanding that racist ideology,
institutions, and policies are powerful historically
constructed forcesin U.S. society and politics, rooted in
the oppression of nationswhich isfundamental to the
strength of the U.S. political economy. In thiscontext,
wefocus on demandsthat challenge U.S. hegemony at
itsracist core. Werecognizethat the feverish relegation
of slavery to a momentary moral lapse and the
consequent refusal to produce serious plansfor redress
and reparationsfor the continuing legacy of the Trans-
Atlantic Slave Tradeiscentral tointernational white
supremacy. Assassination of the U.S. Black Left in
particular, and imprisonment of colonial subjectsin
general, isacornerstone of U.S. policeforcetacticsfor
dealing with “insurgents.” Thus, weregard the struggle
for reparations as afundamental aspect of the struggle
for self-determination among peoples of African descent.
With regard to issues like language rights, we
uphold the equality of languages asaform of equality
of nations and peoples. By framing these types of
demands as ameansto remedy national oppression, it
becomes clear that thereisno such thing as “reverse
discrimination” within the United States; thereisno
such thing as suffering discrimination for being part of
the dominant nation; there is no discrimination for
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speaking English.

Constituting another dilemma, demands on the
bourgeois State to intervene against other sectors of
the Stateand corporationsinvolvetactical allianceswith
sectorsof the same capitalist State we aim to challenge.
Examplesfrom our work include asking federal courts
to uphold the Civil Rights Act to restrain and compel
the MTA; asking the MTA board to curtail rail
contractors; asking the Air Quality Management
District (AQMD) to regulatethe MTA and the diesel
busindustry. This producestremendous confusion. On
theonehand, it’seasy to fall into theideology that the
State will rescue usfrom racism or “truth will win”;
on the other hand, it is easy to think that if we are
opposed to state-institutionalized national oppression,
we can'’t fight to advance democratic rights or make
demandsthat expand the social welfare state without
succumbing to capitalist domination. At the Strategy
Center, we spend agreat deal of time experimenting
in our campaign devel opment so as to avoid both of
these dead-end positions. We often devise plans that
use the state to expose the state. This involves a
complex dialectic of confrontation and compromise,
winning immediate reforms while developing new
structures of resistance from which to make greater
demands on the system.
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U.S. ResponsiBILITY FOR NATIONAL OPPRESSION AND RAcisM WITHIN THE UNITED
STATES

STRATEGIC DEMANDS AROUND WHICH THE STRATEGY CENTER'S PROGRAM DEMAND GROUP IS UNIFIED

Wecall uponthe U.S. government to reveal and repeal all policiesthat structurally reinforce national oppression and
racism. Wecall upontheU.S. government to recognizethe principle of self-determination for al nationsof indigenous
peoples, for Puerto Rico and Hawaii, for people of African descent endlaved inthe United States, and for the Chicanos
of the southwest whoseland was stolen by the U.S., and to takeresponsibility for redressand reparations. We call upon
the U.S. government to establish full and effective equality for all oppressed nationality peoplesinside the United
States.

FOCAL CAMPAIGNS WE PRIORITIZE

B U.S government, diminateimmigrant-netiondity andracid profiling, especialy thecurrent wrongful
detention of peoplewho appear to be Middle Eastern; abolish thelmmigration and Naturalization
Serviceand open theborders!

B U.S federd and stategovernments, freetheU.S. Two Million—immediately releasefrom prison
al indigenous, black and L atino colonia subjectsand unconditionally fund community controlled
education, detoxification and job placement programs. Freepolitica prisonersLeonard Peltier
and MumiaAbu Jamal!

B U.S governmenta bodies, recognize specifically the sovereignty and control of dl landsclaimed
by the nations of Native American peoples. Grant full equality toal U.S. nationalitiesand the
right of self-determination to any oppressed nation.

B U.S government, make reparationsto African nations and to black peopleinthe U.S. and
throughout the African Diasporafor centuries of the barbaric Trans-Atlantic Save Trade.
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lll. U.S. Responsibility for Subjugation of Women Around
the Globe and Within the U.S.

What can the organized Left and the social movements demand of the institutions of
U.S.imperialism to counter the subjugation of women?

CURRENT CONDITIONS

Theexploitation and abuse of women acrosstheglobeis
escalating. At the same time, women everywhere are
ressting, and themovementsof womenintheThird World
areplacing demandsontheU.S. military, in particular,
and oninternationa bodies such asthe United Nationsto
stop the mass murder of women and children and to
establish global standardsfor women’srightsingeneral.
There is tremendous motion, yet the international
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination Against Women, adopted by the UN
Generad Assembly in1979, isdtill not ratified by theUnited
States. The Bush administration is using defense of
women'srightsasajudtification for awar that killswomen
and children. The President himself promotestheright-
wing religiousfundamentalism that hasled the attack on
hard-won women'srightsinside the U.S. Around the
world andright intheir own home, U.S. corporations, the
U.S. military,and al U.S. indtitutions of governanceinsst
uponthe structural subjugation of women, infact, play a
leading rolein violating presumed inalienablerights.
Male supremacy, including men’s groups
organizing to protect their dominance and individual
male brutality, seemsto beontherise. YetitisU.S.
economic and military policies that join forces to
effectively and massively control women’sbodies. The
U.S. executes policies of “population control,” suchas
forced sterilization of poor and oppressed nationality
women, on the one hand and denies affordabl e birth
control and access to safe abortion on the other. The
U.S. promotes pharmaceutical research that usesthe
bodies of Third World women for testing and is
complicit with the sex-slave trade and prostitution that
cater to U.S. military bases and business/corporate
classmen nationally and internationally. TheU.S. backs
structural adjustment policies that displace women
small farmersin favor of transnational agricultural
corporations and thereby drive girlsand women of all
agesinto prostitution. Astheunchecked military power

of the United Statesis projected acrossthe globe, the
confluence between gendered oppression, sexual
violence and military aggression growsdaily.

Women now constitute the majority of the poor
in the Western countries and the bulk of the Third
World labor force. As Maria Meis has analyzed
beginning with\Women: The Last Colony, women’s labor
in particular is relegated to invisible sectors—
concentrated in Free Production Zones employed by
large-scale manufacturersat very low wages, in small-
scal e production better known as “income generating
activity,” in subsistence agriculture, in caregiving and
domestic labor, in the transnational sex trade—where
women areisolated and unorganized.

These conditions pervade every area of our
political work; every campaignisacampaign for the
liberation of women and needs to be understood in
those terms.

We believe it is critical to understand the
interdependence of classexploitation, the exploitation
of nations and peoples, and the subjugation of women
under imperialism. We do not see distinct systems of
patriarchy, capitalism, and national/colonial exploitation.
Today these operationsare causally linked inoneworld
system—imperialism—which cannot survive without
patriarchy. Thisrequires an understanding that the
subjugation of women is based in the exploitation of
women. The oppressions of sexual discrimination,
inequality of rights, objectification and domination by
men in general have a material basis in the
superexploitation of women in theinformal economy
of subsistence production and reproduction of the
Species.

We recognize imperialist patriarchy as a
foundation for extraction of surplus value and
understand violence against women as fundamental to
colonial conquest and superexploitation achieved
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through low-paid and unpaid labor. Women do not
voluntarily submit to these conditions. Millions of
women have been raped, tortured, murdered and had
their property confiscated in the development of
capitalism. Violencetoday isnot smply aleftover from
afeudal past, but rather it is totally integral to the
development of capitalism. Patriarchy today ensures
“ownership” of women'’s bodies (in production and
reproduction) as well as the conquest of nature and
appropriation of coloniesas property.

Patriarchy has developed as a structure of
familial relationshipsthrough which the head of family,
designated as father, owns his wife, his and her
offspring, property, livestock, servants, serfs, slaves.
Patriarchy constructs all relations of economic
domination and dependence as familial. Rooted in
patriachal systemsthat predate and transcend particular
modes of production, the sexual division of labor has
provided the basisfor the gendered division of labor in
theinternational economy and all political, social and
military institutions. Thisinternational division of labor
denotes wage labor as “male” and non-wage labor
(servant or subsistence labor) as “female.” Thisis
the ideology with which international development
strategies areimplemented.

The“visible” exploitation of malewagelaborin
theadvanced industrial countries could only come about
on the backs of women in the advanced capitalist
countries and col onized peoples, predominantly women.
Theformally recognized wage laborer thenisgivena
so-called “family wage” in order to establish himself
asanuclear family patriarch and thus believeshe has
astakeintheglobal system of imperialist patriarchy.

Imperialist patriarchy entails the subjugation of
women and oppression of nations and coloniesin a
predatory mode of production that needs warfare,
conquest and accumulation. Colonization and
housewifization are inextricably linked in aprocess
MariaMeiscalls* universal housewifization.” To be
“housewifed” means that—femal e or male, spouse
or child, in ahome, afactory, afield, or a street—
your labor is “gendered” and regarded as that of a
“free good” given by nature. Labor such as the
nurturing of a wife/mother is considered natural,
outside of work and society; more specifically, the
labor of marriage and child bearing, the labor of
education and socialization of children to become

future producers and consumers, and the labor of
“nurturer” of theworker are considered given freely
by nature, therefore invisible to the economy.
According to nuclear family ideology, if awomanisa
“housewife,” sheisnot the primary breadwinner. Her
incomeisconsidered “ supplemental” so shewill work
for lesspay. Ironically, thisinfact makeswomen the
most desirable labor force. They become head of
household while being designated “ wife”—both by an
economy that does not want to recognize their labor
and also often by their own partner who has been
forced to compete for lower wages or be displaced
from the wage labor market. In many households such
dynamics create the conditions for domestic violence.

In previous sections we have described how the
superexploitation of colonies, nations and peoplesis
fundamental to the process of capitalist accumulation,
especially in the current stage of imperialist global
integration. The superexploitation of women through
no-wage and low-wage |abor isfundamental to both
the exploitation of wage labor in the industrialized
countries and the superexpl oitation of nations, inwhich
women undertake the majority of labor. We have
described the role that conquest of colonies playedin
funding early capitalism. Without the superexploitation
of women—as invisible no-wage labor in the home
(precondition for the prol etariani zation of the man) and
invisible low-wage labor in social production—
capitalism could never have devel oped. Takentogether,
the subjugation and superexploitation of women and
conquered peoples creates an international invisible
economy made up of highly productive but
unrecognized (and unaccounted for) labor. Thisis
imperialist patriarchy in which the global “family” is
defined by a few transnational corporations as
patriarchswho view oppressed nations and peoples as
either the“free goods” of nature or the accumulation
of productive property.

Then there is the supremacy/submission
ideology that has taken on arelatively autonomous
life of its own as sexism, misogyny (the hatred of
women) and subordination occur in every gendered
relationship—whether between corporate patriarchs
and their female labor force or between husband and
wife bonded in thewedlock of the nuclear family. The
ideology of male supremacy pervadesso-called civilized
societies; it can befound inthevery socia construction
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of natureas“female” and not yet colonized lands as
“virgin,” inthe metaphor through which “man married
to the sea” is used to describe man’s voyageto gain
control over nature, and in the language employed by
the Left to describe settler exploitation of natural
resources, “the rape of the land.” As we discussed
earlier when looking at theideology of racism, these
ideological constructs (while always in some way
related to economic imperatives) develop alogic of
their own that becomesitself amaterial force.

Although explicitly gender-based oppressionis
unquestionably on therise, none of the main types of
social organizationsin the U.S. that have arisen to
combat such oppression today seem able to link the
struggle for women’s liberation with struggles for
national liberation andinternationa classstruggle. Thus,
the organized sectors of the U.S. working classremain
bitterly divided, unableto effectively confront eventhe
basest gender oppression. The predominantly white
women’s movement remains unable to effectively
dialogue with women of color, and often seemsled by
classinterestsvery similar to those which seek to guide
theblack and Latino middleclass. While organizations
comprised of women of color throughout theworld aim
to link these struggles, they confront triple and
sometimes quadruple*jeopardies,” often doing so with
only tangential support or even awarenessfromwomen
in the United States.

At the same time, women’s liberation cannot
happen without an antiimperialist analysis. For this
reason, we chooseto ook to the organized Third World
women’s movementsfor our strategic focus.

DILEMMAS FOR THE LEFT

Perhapsthe biggest dilemmafor the Left with regard to
the position of women internationally ishow to develop
unity about the status of gendered subjugation and the
roleand respongibility of LeftistsintheU.S. All too often,
because analysis of the subjugation of women focuses
not on exploitation but on the oppression of women—
discrimination, violence, rape and harassment by men,
exclusion, even misogyny—capitalism and male
supremacy are viewed as two separate systems. This
leads to tremendous disorientation and down right
hopelessness because of the lack of a viable
comprehensive strategy.

Even Marxistswho focus on women'sliberation
through the integration of women in production miss
the essence of the problem by conciliating with the
erasure of women’sunpaid labor. WWomen do not need
to “enter production;” we are already always at
the heart of production.

Another dilemmaisthat being awomen isnot
more unifying to women across the world than being
different nationalities, racesand classes. It isnot only
disunifying but antagonistic. White and middle class
Western women are on the defensive, benefiting from
but often rejecting feminism. Moreover, thesewomen
disregard and exploit the working class women of color
they rely on to replace themin the home as childcare
workersand maidsin order to achievetheir own gains.
At the same time, superexploited and oppressed
women of color the world over experience class,
nationality, race and gender as one human being. They
must not be madeto chooseidentity. Yet becausethey
are often, infact, faced with that choice, they rarely
ally with the Western movement for women'sequality;
rather, they have given birth to many campaigns of
women organized toresist U.S. imperialism that make
the struggle for women’sliberation part of anational
liberation strategy.

A persistent dilemmafor the Left isposed by the
fact that there seemsto beaneed for stateintervention
against male brutality for the protection of women;
repeat abuse of women, spousesand childrenisrampant.
At the same time, 2 million men and women—
predominantly blacksand Latinos, who we have called
colonial subjects—arein prisons, and thereisno way
under the current legal and judicial systemsto stop the
racialization of enforcement and sentencing. Further,
the very women who seek protection and, dueto sexism,
do not get taken serioudly by thepoliceor thelegal system
are all too often taken very seriously when the State
can put them in prison for self-defense against male
attackers—be they partners or strangers. We have
learned that callsfor community control of policeor for
a “peopl€e’s enforcement” system are commonly co-
opted by the State apparatuses themselves—acasein
point isthe police-led “Neighborhood Watch” that trains
neighbors to watch each other. Now Bush wants
expansion of Neighborhood Watch and recruitment of
volunteersfor a“homeland security” force called the
USA Freedom Core.
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We want to address the serious obstacle that
violence against women posesfor our work, whilewe
continue to explore various approachesto transform
thiscritical contradiction. We want to recognize the
State’ sresponsibility to protect basic women'sright to
not suffer from misogyny, yet craft demandsthat don’t
reinforce the criminal justice system or U.S.
intervention in Third World countries. We talk
throughout this paper about exercising our rightsto
demand social servicesfrom the State. We think that
we should demand of the State every possibleresource
that can protect women, such as shelters, physical and
mental health care, resourcesfor reconstructing lives,
creation of jobs, childcare, educational programsfor
anger management and violence prevention.

Our focus then is on demanding U.S.
governmental compliancewith al standards of equality
for women and children and on U.S. government funding
of all social serviceresourcesneeded to aid womenin
obtaining protection from violence. And, aspart of our
commitment to reparations, we make demands for
redressfor past acts of cruelty, misogyny and genocide
suffered by oppressed nationality women in the brutal
white mal e supremacist construction of the U.S.—both
within this country and throughout theworld.
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U.S. REsPONSIBILITY FOR SuBJucATION oF WoMEN AROUND THE GLOBE AND WITHIN

THE UNITED STATES

STRATEGIC DEMANDS AROUND WHICH THE STRATEGY CENTER'S PROGRAM DEMAND GROUP IS UNIFIED

Wecdll upontheU.S. government and all U.S. corporationsto take action to advance economic, cultural, and political
independence for women. We call upon the U.S. government to act affirmatively against state-sanctioned forms of
misogyny, discrimination, subjugation, including sexua and economic brutality, and mal e supremacy against women.

FOCAL CAMPAIGNS WE PRIORITIZE

U.S. government and U.S. corporations, reverseall policiesthat foster, explicitly and tacitly, the
superexploitation of women, trafficking inwomen, particularly at U.S. military bases, and actsof
hatred and violence against women.

U.S. government, ratify the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination Against Women and fulfill the commitments of the Beijing World Conferenceon
Women'sRights; act now to enforceitsprovisions.

U.S. government, reinstate AFDC (Aid to Familieswith Dependent Children)—guaranteejobs
or income, free childcare, transportation and health care.

All U.S. governmentd institutionsand U.S. corporations, act now to ensuretheright of women
to control their own bodies. Guaranteefree and access ble abortionsand freebirth control inthe
United Statesand throughout the Third World; fund thesemedica servicesvita towomen’'svery
lives. Enddl practicesof “population control” and social control that resultinforced surgical and
chemica gterilization, and dumping of dangerousbirth control methodsinto Third World countries,
which constitute genocide of future generations of oppressed peoples.
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V. U.S. Responsibility for Degradation of the Environment
and Destruction of Public Health

What can the organized Left and the social movements demand of the institutions of
U.S.imperialism to counter degradation of the environment and destruction of the human

species?

CURRENT CONDITIONS

The colonization of natureisfundamental to every act of
empirebuilding. Capitdist empirebuildingisunsustainable,
beginning with the expanding need for control of land and
water—with all the natural resourcesthey produce. As
we discussed in the previous section, we connect the
hi stori c subjugation of women with the feminization of
nature, which Mankind seeksto conquer, and with the
systematicimperiaist exploitation of so-caled“untamed’
landsand “uncivilized” nationsand peoplesintheguise
of globaizing “modern democracy.”

TheU.S. driveto colonizeevery resourcein every
remoteterrain of nature hasdestroyed natural ecologies
aswell as agrarian economiestheworld over. Around
the world and within the United States, the ecological
crisiscontinuesto expand: the globeiswarming, thefood
iscontaminated, theair islethal, and women, children
and workers are dying of environmentally caused and
exacerbated disease.

Earth Day 1970took place during the*two decades
of thesixties” whenthecivil rights, black liberation, and
anti-Vietnam war movementswereat their height. Those
movementsproposed aradica environmentalismthat was
part of the New Left, and had a strong anti-war, anti-
nuclear component. Over theyears, an environmental
establishment that has pushed for modest but still
sgnificant limitationson corporate behavior hassupplanted
that radical approach.

Barry Commoner, inthelate 1980s wroteagtinging
condemnation of theenvironmenta establishment, arguing
that itsemphasis on reducing and even regul ating toxic
chemical production was ultimately bankrupt, asmore
chemicalsthat are toxic were in the environment each
year. Hisbiological principlewassimple: “Everything
has to go somewhere.” Once polluting chemicals are
produced they must gointotheair, or water, or earth, and
from there into plants and animals, overwhelmingly

impacting poor communitiesand communities of color.
Thus, the core of environmental policy had to be the
banning of all polluting chemicals and the mandatory
enforcement of non-polluting alternatives. Thiswould
requirethemost aggressiverolefor thestate, inregulating
profit driven corporations, through a “command and
control” form of themost stringent restrictions, penalties,
and interventions. Hisradical ecological analysisled us
toradica political conclusons—theonly hopewasal eft
movement to transform and control production, based on
thebroadest politica agenda, such asDr. King'santireci<t,
anti-poverty, anti-war strategy, or ahoped for Red/Green
dliance.

During the early 1990s, an environmental justice
movement, rooted in low-income communities of color,
gained greater prominence. It challenged the
environmental, upper middle class establishment; it
accel erated the militancy of the movement, and drew far
more compel ling connections between corporate chemical
production, air, water, and on-the-ground toxics and a
public health epidemic among poor oppressed nationdity
people. Despite Al Gore'sEarthinthe Balancerhetoric
before the election, he and Clinton spent eight years
focused on the expansion of stock market wealth and
imperialist influence in the world economy. They
capitul ated to corporate hostility toward state regulation,
rather than initiating radica stateincursionsinto corporate
industrial and chemical processes. By the end of the
1990sand thebeginning of the 21 century, after promising
beginnings of the environmental movement in terms of
state regulation of environmental standards—e.g. the
Clean Air Act of 1970—corporate science
overpowered environmental science. While the
environmental movement haslost momentum, power, and
public support, communitiesof color and labor unionshave
been threatened and seduced with the mantraof “jobs’
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and “ community economic development.” Bizarreand
later discredited schemesfor “pollutiontrading,” that is
the buying and selling of pollution “credits” between
polluting companiesreflected the free market attack on
state regulation and the dismantling of effective and
compul sory lawsto ban or dramatically phase out known
carcinogensand other toxins.

Bush Jr.’s administration began with selective
incursionsinto what remained of even moderateliberal
state policy—testing the waters before making morefar
reaching right-wing attacks. Bush'seffortstolegitimize
arsenicinwater, histalk of drilling for oil in Alaska, his
openfocusonoil production rather than themost minimal
ecological conservation gave the Democratsweapons.
Since they had no real fundamental differences, or
proposed no dternative, they seized on*“theenvironment”
inthemost limited sense, asasafe mgjority issuewitha
white, privileged electorate. But al of that wasdestroyed
in the bipartisan hysteria after September 11. Bush
openly advertised that he plans to use the widespread
public support for hiswar against theworld to manipul ate
his advantage, “use his capital” as he aptly calsit, to
push through and expand hisagenda. Defiantly, heasserts
that global warming isnot aproblem, he plansto gut the
1970 Clean Air Act and he refusesto ratify the Kyoto
protocols. U.S. society, with its white conservative
majority, isinaperiod of reactionary hysterig; virtually
any regressiveenvironmenta programs—especialy those
that combine blatant appealsto U.S. xenophobiawith
panderingto reactionary U.S. trade unionsonthe*jobs’
issue—will bevery hard to defest, particularly inthe short
run. Under these conditions, liberalsexposethemselves
asthe most cowardly defenders of imperialism and the
most patriotic collaborators with the Right. But it is
precisaly in these seemingly hopel essmomentsthat the
Left hasitsgreatest opportunities; just asBush plansto
“usehiscapital,” we planto“useour labor.”

One of the most structural and devastating
ecological challengesisthe clear and present danger of
globa warming. Wearein the process of expanding our
knowledge of its causesand effects, but weaready know
that greenhouse gases, such as carbon dioxide, emitted
from automobilesand e ectricity generating emissonsfrom
the burning of coal are among the worst culprits. The
impacts make any Hollywood disaster film pale by
comparison. OnMarch 19, 2002, “an Antarcticice shelf
thesizeof asmall country disintegrated under theimpact

of global warming”—the Larson B ice shelf, that existed
for 12,000 years has disintegrated over a period of 35
days. Thiscrissmotivatesour desireto buildinternationa
relationships and participate in the antiimperialist
challenges that will be raised at the World Summit on
Sustainable Devel opment to be held in Johannesburgin
August 2002.

Through participation in the UN preparatory
conferences, we hear chilling first hand commentaries
from the Alliance of Small Island States. Nationslike
Samoahavetaked about how thewarming of the oceans
by only afew degrees over the past few decades have
had profoundly disruptiveimpactson theviability of their
entiresociety. Tuna, amajor sourceof export and foreign
exchange, have been moving away from theisland and
its fishermen because the increase in sea water
temperatureshavediverted their natural trgjectories. The
warmer water is deteriorating coral reefs that have
protected the coastlinesfor centuries, leading to massive
flooding and growing coastal inundation. Onsomeidand
states with very little inland territory, their coastlines
essentialy bind them and the flooding hasrequired them
to build massive concrete damsthat last for afew years
and then collapse under thewater pressure. Friendsfrom
Guyanain South Americahavetold usthat their seacoast
ismore than 1 meter under water and again the floods
are devagtating peopleshomesand livestock—the country
of lessthan 1 million peopleisthreatened by massive out-
migration. Inastrugglefor survival, the Small Island
States have issued an international call for a world
reductioninfossil fuelsby 50% in order to have achance,
again over decades, to reverse the impacts of global
warming. Inreturn, asGeorge Bush S. told the del egates
at Rio in 1992, the U.S. does not intend to change its
lifestyle because of threats from other nations.
Representativesfrom thesmall idand stateshave angrily
replied, “for you, autosand SUVsareaquestion of lifestyle;
for us stopping globa warming is a matter of life and
death.”

The Strategy Center’s Bus Riders Union has
dready initiated aBillionsfor Busescampaign and forced
theLosAngdesMTA torebuilditsdilapidated bussystem,
purchas ng morethan 1800 new Compressed Natura Gas
buses and replacing more than 1800 dilapidated diesel
buses. Our next challenge will be to organize a more
frontal assault on the automobilein Los Angeles, where
morethan 8 million carsdaily pollute the atmosphere,
poisontheair, and contribute massvely to globa warming.



www.ahoranow.org

U.S. Responsibility for Degradation of the Environment and Destruction of Public Health 29

Could we build amovement to reduce autosto only 4
millionaday? Could weexpandthe M TA busfleet from
2300t04000 and drametically expand publictransportation
optionsthat would combinewith restrictionson auto use?
Canweadvocatefor “auto freezones’ whereonly public
transportation, bicycles, and pedestrians would be
allowed? These are some of the programmatic arenas
wearemovinginto addressthe chalengefrom our friends
inthe Third World—for the globa warming disaster will
impact all of us. Asusual, it will be provoked by the
capitalist west and impact the most dependent third world
nations first, but then will come back to wreak havoc
with Western imperialist societiesaswell. We seethis
work as a high priority and a chance to build life and
death alliances between communitiesand workersinthe
U.S. with oppressed nationsin the Third World fighting
fortheir lives.

Despitevery difficultinternational conditions, there
are continued movementsin low-income communities of
color intheU.S., and movementscoming out of the Third
World South confronting theindustrial North onawide
variety of interrelated ecological abuses. At the World
Summit on Sustainable Development, environmental
devastation and public health catastrophe will be central
toagrowing antiimperialist challenge.

DILEMMAS FOR THE LEFT

The united front between the Left and liberals on the
environment beginswith an agreement that profit-driven
corporate behavior must be regulated by the capitalist
statein theinterestsof public good. The Left facesthe
dilemmaof how to devel op unity on demandsthat account
for thecontradictory behavior of the state under capitalism.
Thisproblemisreflectedinastructura contradiction: snce
thecapitaist classcontrolsboth politica parties, the State,
and society at large, itisextremely difficult for the state
toregulatethe corporationsthat it serves. Environmental
regul ation doesrestrict profits, does ban entire products
and even industries—and thus, cannot help but generate
the most ferocious counterattack from oil, atomic,
chemical, auto, rubber, and virtually every other heavy
industry. Whilethe 1990sin particular reflected aninitial
period of popular anti-corporate environmental
regul ation—the polluters have regained the political and
ideological offensive. More powerful and sophisticated
corporate lobbyists, often with the active support of

reactionary trade unions that are willing to do their
master’sbiddingin adesperate pushfor jobsat any cost,
began aderegulatory assault. They worked to remove
gppointed environmentaistsfrom environmental agencies,
cut thefundsand authority of regul atory agencies, pass
regulationsthat are even more permissive than existing
pollutionlevels, and extend timelinesfor compliance.

The Strategy Center, through itsLabor/Community
Watchdog project, devoted morethan fiveyearsto direct
organizinginlow-incomecommunitiesof color to protect
the public health from assault—most directly fromLA’'s
massive oil refineries. The Center and the Watchdog
organized apowerful county-wide coalition whichwon
passage of astrong air toxics law—the Right to Know
rule—at the South Coast Air Quality Management Digtrict
(AQMD). Under therule, any companiesthat emitted
toxicsat aconcentration abovea* 1 person per million”
cancer exposure standard would berequired to inform
community residents of the chemicalstowhichthey are
exposed. Had it beenimplemented, the Right to Know
rulewould have created the conditionsto passvery strict
“toxic use reduction” regulations that would have
mandated companiesto radically changetheir industrial
processes and phase out many carcinogenic chemicals.
However, in response, the polluters—| ead by the Western
States Petroleum Association—launched a massive
counteroffensive, took over the AQMD board and,
despite our most militant and organized resistance, passed
an air toxics standard that was twice as carcinogenic
as the existing, unregulated level of emissions. Most
companies could then boast that they werein compliance
with federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
standards because the Clinton/Gore administration did
virtually nothing to raise standards and in many cases
granted additional delays and exemptions to even the
existing weak ones.

Thus, acontradiction the Left must addressisthat
while we make demands on the State to regulate and
enforce environmental standards, the capitalists control
the State and use its powers to legitimize industrial
poisoning and to make ecological assaults even more
“legal.” The negativeimpacts of these actionsare often
concentrated inlow-income communitiesof color but they
threatening the ecological viability of the entire society
and the planet.

In order to combat thisassault, an anti-corporate
united front needsunity onitsview of the State. Aswith
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regard to other issues, we do not rely on the State just
becausethereisagood law or regulation on paper; nor
do we oppose placing demands on the State that contend
with the corporate agenda. We seek ways to use the
Stateto exposethe State whilefighting for actual gains.

A second contradiction is that the greatest
ecological crisisof Westernimperialismisbeing forced
on oppressed nations and peoplesoutsidethe U.S., and
yet those nations are presently in aworld situation of
dependency and inequality that prevents them from
establishing independent, ecologicaly viableaternative
means of sustainable development. This forced
dependency and violation of self-determination takes
many forms, such asthe exporting of banned chemicals
from the West into the Third World. There are many
instances—themost well-knownisthat of DDT—where
chemicasprovento behazardous, toxic, and carcinogenic,
are banned in the West, but instead of destroying the
products or even ceasing to produce them, U.S.
transnational s unload them onto Third World nations.
These practiceskill children aswell astheworkerswho
must use these poisons. Many Third World nationsare
placed in ahorrific contradiction: they are aware of the
devastating impacts of Western models of industrial and
agricultural chemical driven production, but they are
saddled with debt, coerced by imperialist dominated
ingtitutions such as the World Bank, WTO and IMF.
Under these conditions, these exploited and oppressed
nations must compete with theadvanced capitdist nations
in a global context and, therefore, often approach
environmental issuesseeking solutionsthat areas “cheap”
aspossible.

If individud nationstry to havehigher environmenta
standards than the U.S.,, as can be seen in the growing
“fair trade” movement, they arevulnerabletoretaiation
for undermining free competition—as the U.S. has
retaliated againg Francefor itseffortsto ban U.S. hormone
injected beef. Similarly, the U.S. uses the threat of
competition from countries it has forced into
underdevel opment asabasisfor deregulation of itsown
domestic environmental standards, claiming that they
threaten U.S. comptitivenessinforeign marketsconsume
and destroy theland, natural habitat, and ecologicd viability
of the planet.

Thisis made even more difficult because of the
particularly reactionary trgjectory of U.S. imperialism at
thispointinitshistory. During the height of socialist and

Third World influence, there were efforts at liberal
imperialist theory: coexistence with socialist forms of
economic development, foreign aid to help Third World
nations“takeoff” through ajump start of Western capital
for example. But today, without the counterforceto push
thedebateto theleft, both the Clinton and Bush strategies
of imperiaist economic devel opment havefocused onthe
greatest penetration of U.S. imperialisminto theworld
economy—uthlessly driving natureand society toitswill.
Clinton’stacticsinvolved amassive stock market bubble,
the penetration and consolidation of foreign marketsinto
world economicingtitutionsthat tried to mask politica and
military domination, and thedomination of international
ingtitutions. Bushfocuseson U.S. unilateralismand brute
force; both offer an ecological colonialism that is
consuming and destroying theland, natural habitat, and
ecological viahility of theplanet.

This leads to our emphasis on developing
international standardsto ban toxic chemicalsworldwide.
Yet, this demand must be combined with debt relief,
widespread reparations, and actual non-interferencein
theinternal affairsof other countriesby the US, the EU,
and theregional sub-imperialiststo allow Third World
nationsto have achanceto pursue non-toxic models of
industrial production. This scenario requires a major
expansion of Third World revolutionary activity and
organization.

Another contradiction existsin theinternational
scaleof struggleagainst imperialismtoday. TheU.S—
inviolation of international, ecological, and war crimes
statutes and conventions—has implemented an
international war of terrorism against the entire planet,
and is using massive aerial bombardment of the most
grotesque and devastating proportionsto destroy entire
societies, naturd habitats, and ecosystemns, themost recent
of which are in Afghanistan and Palestine. The U.S.
permanent war against theworld threatensthe ecological
viahility of the planet—thisis not science fiction but,
unfortunately, indisputable scientific fact.

Thus, we are giving greater attention to
international bodiesthat at |east purport to advocateworld
peace, ecological sustainability, and human rights—in
particular the United Nations. Wethink that international
forumsingeneral, andthe UN in particul ar, areimportant
arenas for the U.S. Left. It is energizing and
consciousness-raising for low-income, working class
organizersof black, Latino, and Asian/Pacific |slander
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communitiesto understand morefully their relationship
tothe Third World anditsdiverseredlities. It canbetruly
empowering to meet first hand antiimperialist social
movements, activigts, and organizersfromthe Third World,
and also Europe, intheinternational spacesand forums
created by the UN.

Andyet, the Left isweak and facesthe dilemma
that most groupsareforcedto prioritizeeither internationa
dliancesor grassrootsorganizing. Most grassrootsgroups
havevery little capacity for suchwork. Most of thegroups
doing this work are national non-governmental
organizations (NGOs) with very few tiesto—let alone
membership/leadershipin—theworking classof color, or
any communitiesof color.

Thereisnot muchvaueinbuildingan“internationa
aliance” of groupswithout abase of peoplein struggle,
and yet the groupsthat are most committed to building a
militant grassroots base have little financial or
organizationd capacity to carry out sustained international
work, either inside or outside of the UN.

A related dilemmaisstrategic aswell astactical:
we lack agreement on how to approach the inherent
contradictionsof internationa governmental forms. Even
when groups have the capacity to maneuver initsspaces,
the UN isadouble-edged sword. Whileit doesprovide
an important international arenafor challengesto U.S.
imperialism, it is often a bureaucratized and ossified
institution dominated by theU.S. imperiaistsand the G8
bandits. There are some on the Left who feel that the
U.S. isso often ableto push throughitswill onthe UN
through the structure of the Security Council, despite
Genera Assembly protests, that the UN legitimizesU.S.
aggressionintheworld morethan checksit. Ourview is
that the balance of benefitsand costsright now favor an
active experiment in working within UN structures,
supporting initiatives from the nations of the South that
areobjectively antiimperiaist—such asdebt cancellation
and bans on corporate theft of natural resources from
indigenouspeoples. Asoneimportant arenainwhichto
understand the current balance of forcesinternationaly,
thework does not proceed without areas of concernand
potential danger.
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U.S. REsPONSIBILITY FOR DEGRADATION OF THE ENVIRONMENT AND DESTRUCTION OF
PusLic HEALTH

STRATEGIC DEMANDS AROUND WHICH THE STRATEGY CENTER'S PROGRAM DEMAND GROUP IS UNIFIED

Wecall ontheU.S. government and U.S. transnational corporationsto ban known carcinogens, toxic chemicals, and
smog producing pollutants from manufacture, thereby using government regulation to force a public health and
environmental revolutioninindustrial productsand processes. Wecall ontheU.S. government to prohibit and stop the
export of banned chemicalsand to providereparationsfor itsenvironmenta and public heathimperidismincommunities
of color intheU.S. andinthe Third World. Wecall ontheU.S. government to attend, stop sabotaging, and implement
the recommendations of international conferences and treatiesto stop and reverse global warming, to reducetoxic
chemicals, to dramatically reduce the production and use of fossil fuel internal combustion engines, and to commit
massive fundsto produce clean energy technology such ashydrogen fuel cellsand solar electric power.

FOCAL CAMPAIGNS WE PRIORITIZE

B U.S government, implement azero tolerancefor carcinogens policy, prohibiting the manufacture, use,
and distribution of aspecificlist of known carcinogenic and toxic chemicalsby U.S. corporationsand
thePentagon. U.S. government, mandateacleanfue policy, reflectedin radicd fud economy measures,
the phasing out of fossil fuelsfor autos, and therequired use of natural gas, hydrogen fuel cellsand
electricvehides, beginningwith al government agenciesand companiesreceiving government contracts.

B U.S government, combat environmental racism by prioritizing theremoval of al toxic chemicasandthe
radical reductioninindustrial and auto emissionsfrom L atino, black and other communitiesof color
throughout the United States. U.S. government, removeall toxic chemical sfrom Native American
landsand communitiesintheU.S,, and providebillionsfor reparationsand the creation of economicaly
viabl e sustai nable production under the self-determination of residents. U.S. government, make
environmenta racism and degradation by U.S. corporationsacriminal offense; passlawsmaking it
crimind toviolatethecivil and human rightsof communitiesof color by destroying public hedth; make
it criminal to dump known toxic chemicals, to subject workersto environmental toxins, andto violate
theenvironmental rightsof indigenous peoplesinternationally, such asthe Ogoni of Nigeria; impose
severecivil and criminal pendtieson corporate executiveswho violate such laws.

B U.S government, abideby al international treatiesand UN conferenceresol utions on the environment,
human rights, and antiracism, which demand theradica reductionin greenhousegases, and theprovison
of massivefundsto Third World nationsa ready suffering soil erosion, speciesextinction, and epidemics
caused or exacerbated by climate change and global warming—in particular, implement Agenda 21,
theresolutionsof the 1992 UN Rio Conference, the Kyoto Accords, the International Criminal Court,
the Treaty on Persistent Organizing Pollutants and the forthcoming World Summit on Sustainable
Development. USgovernment, implement anationa policy to reduce greenhouse gasesby 50%in 10
years—far more stringent than Kyoto, and yet called for by the Organization of Small Iland States
faced with floodsand the potentia extinction of their idands, populations, and cultures.

B U.S government, stop the bombing of Afghanistan and halt all plansto bomb other potential targetsin
the so-called “war onterrorism”; stop the use of aerial bombardment of civilian popul ations—now
anticipated with unmanned planes. Stop the devastation of infrastructure, ecological viability, and
public health through the military use of chemical weapons and weaponstesting, such asin Vieques.
Stop the permanent war against theworld and the planet.
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V. U.S. Attack oN SociaL WELFARE WITHIN THE UNITED STATES

What can the organized Left and the social movements demand of the institutions of
U.S.imperialism to counter the attacks on social welfare?

CURRENT CONDITIONS

The war on poverty in the U.S—initiated by the
Johnson presidency during the Vietham War era—is
over, but the war on the poor isin full swing. The
“safety net” won by the U.S. working class in the
1930s—the social welfare state concept of
unemployment, social security and welfare—isbeing
systematically dismantled. The Reagan administration
launched the attack which wasthen advanced by Clinton
and Gorethrough massive and cruel “welfarereform.”
Under George W. Bush, corporate welfare is
unabashed at the same timethat structural adjustment
debt isforced onto Third World countries.

The socia safety net has been torn to shreds;
living without ahome has now become anillegal act.
The class divide between rich and poor in the United
States continuesto widen. The State’s abandonment of
socia welfarehasled to thisgrowing polarization which
concentrates peopl e of color, predominantly women, in
thelow-wage and no-wageworking class. Theevidence
further illustrates systematic national oppression, racism,
and subjugation of women.

The Bush administration plansto continue shifting
state resources from the poor to the rich, from public
education to private prisons, from healthcare to weapons
research. Domestically, the elimination of the social
welfare state has to be reconciled with the fact that
many people desperately need unemployment benefits
and socia security—never more so than during the
current recession, largely created by the speculative
practice of corporationslike Enron. Remembering the
progressive safety net policiesof long ago, some people
still think that government funds should compensatefor
the blunders of capitalism; they imagine that their
government will return to policiesthat provide programs
for thoseinneed. Yet, Republicans have attacked any
social spending asaviolation of the* balanced budget”
mandate, which meansdeficit spending for thewar but
not for the poor. One of the ways the government is
justifying elimination of funding for socia programsis

by “giving” public money away to themiddleclass, the
wealthy, corporate America, and the military industrial
complex. Two examplesaretheBush tax bribe and the
post September 11 fast-track military funding to wage
war on Afghanistan and other countries deemed as
harboring so-called “terrorists.” Thisdeceitful device—
creating the political and economicillusionthat thereis
“nomoney” to spend when they actually mean no money
for social welfare—isinfull play right now.

George W. Bush cameinto officewith the promise
to usethe budget surplusfor amassivetax cut to benefit
all “working Americanswho should get something back
from their government.” Throughout the summer of
2001 peoplewho earned $40,000 or morein the previous
year received atax rebate of up to $600. A one-time
$300-$600 does not begin to compensate for the
expenses of a social wage—in the form of first rate
public healthcare, education, transportation, etc.—that
a government should provide under the inherently
unequal economic distributions of capitalism.
Furthermore, millionsof peoplewerenot “éeligible’ for
therebate. Bush failed to mention that thetax rebateis
abribeto themiddleclasselectoral mgority in exchange
for their support to settle all poor and working class
clamsfor government programs. Bushiscounting, once
again, on the growing racially-coded backlash in the
electora arena.

Immediately following theretaliatory attackson
the World Trade Center and Pentagon, the President’s
ralying cry was: “ All moniesto thewar front; theU.S.
must invadethe Middle East and protect national security
at all costs!” Democrats and Republicans alike are
unabashedly uniting around an aggressive pro-imperidist
strategy of invasion in any country deemed aharbor for
armed or otherwise militant resistance to U.S.
imperialism. Thisbipartisan Great Nation patriotism
will lead to an exponentia increasein military spending.
Thefirst $40 billion that Bush fast-tracked days after
the strikes was just the beginning of cash-ins on the
blank check for corporate tax cutsthat Bush has been
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given.

Bush seized the presidency with the support of a
new conservativeforcein U.S. politics; besidesthewhite
racist mgjority electorate, thereisan especially voracious
middle class that benefits from the superprofits of
imperialism. They therefore now sidewith thewealthy
on many questions, and—committed to stock market
wesdlth—Iook for legidation through which their lifestyle
can be protected, their lossesminimized and their gains
secured, through tax breaks, school vouchers, end of
inheritance tax. These forces are completely tied to
U.S. imperialist domination of the globe, especially as
the U.S. economy falters. They are all too ready to
embrace the attitude “it’s us or them,” whether
concerning national security or national economic
interests. Unfortunately, this class contains significant
sectorsthat are from communities of color, including
black, Latino, and Asian/Pacific |slander.

After brief gainsin whichincome gaps between
the black and L atino working classand thewhitemgority
were partialy closed during the 1960s and early 1970s,
the disproportionate representation of oppressed
nationalitiesin thelower strataof theworking classhas
grown. The New Deal and Great Society safety net
programs have been shut down with an vengeance,
followed by explicitideological attacks onwomen and
people of color—with referenceto “welfare queens,”
“aculture of dependency” and “political correctness.”
The Right and Center-Right areleading an ideol ogical
counterattack on prior liberal argumentsthat society has
someresponsi bility for racism and poverty; some black
leaders now talk about the poor “taking responsibility
for their poverty.” Whiteliberals, confronted with the
fact that thereisan overwhelmingly disproportionate
number of peopleof color injail, givetheir consent to
the racist ideological construct that disproportionate
imprisonment of thosein poverty provesthe existence
of a*“disproportionate tendency towards criminal and
violent anti-social activity.”

In an effort to consolidate U.S. imperialist
patriotism, not only will young working classsoldiersbe
trained to kill poor youth in Arab and Middle Eastern
countries, thosewho do not literally drop bombswill be
asked to forgo civil liberties and even the remaining
crumbsthat fund thefailing socia welfare state. While
there are no funds for AFDC (Aid to Families with
Dependant Children), there are funds for the FBI to

expand wire tapping, surveillance and interrogation of
anyone they deem suspicious. Theseracist ideas are
being used tojustify theexorbitant amount of money being
spent on the prison industrial complex and are directly
connected to the inadequate funding for much-needed
public programsinlow-income communitiesof color, for
examplehedlthcareand education.

Wedaboratetheexampleof thesocid welfarecriss
ineducation and itsrelationship to thejailing of youthin
Cdliforniabecause of our experienceinthe Coalition for
Educational Justice (CEJ), a multiracial antiracist
grassrootsgroup of parents, teachersand students, fighting
to change public education policy that maintainsor crestes
moreinequdity inLosAngeles.

Public education was originally institutionalized
with the promise that equal accessto education wasthe
responsibility of the government. Yet theinequality of
access to federal education funds in separate and
unequal public school became atest case of theracism
and national oppression embedded inthesocia welfare
system. In 1954, Brown v. Board of Education
established the linkage between racism, funding, and
access to education. Now we face the prospect of
publicly-funded “vouchers’ for private schoolscombined
withthereversal of moniesallotted through affirmative
action and thedismantling of the Civil RightsAct’spower
towithhold federa fundsfrom public schoolsthat clearly
practiceracial discrimination. These attackson social
welfare establish very clearly the right-wing racist
attack on people of color within the United States.

Increasingly, thelittle money spent on schoolsis
conditional. Low-income studentsof color arerequired
to earn public funds by achieving high scores on
culturally-biased and language-biased high stakes
standardized tests, which are administered across
unequal schools. Most standardized testsare given only
inthe English language; thesetests continuetheir historic
“tracking” rolethat Eugenicistsin the 1920sintended
when they werefirstinvented. They are administered
under grossly-disadvantaged conditions; students of
color attending overcrowded schoolswith littleto no
resources compete with studentsfrom wealthy, mgjority-
white schoolswhich annually have up to threetimesthe
amount of money to spend per student. Theideology of
meritocracy ignores these inequalities, denies the
historical racism and classism of U.S. policiesagainst
immigrants, blacksand al peoplesof color and deepens
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the existing gap of inequality by punishing studentsfor
being poor youth of color.

We focus on opposition to standardized tests—
and their proponents in the Bush Administration,
California’s Davis Administration, and the corporate
sector—because they lead to narrowing the already-
racist, class-biased, sexist and homophobic curriculum
taught in schools and further socialize students and
teachers to embrace an imperialist ideology. State
governments and local districts, as they eliminate
bilingual education programsand deny people of color
their rightsto their language and culture, areincreasingly
mandating that teachersin low-income school s of color
use cookie-cutter, “back-to-the-basics” curricular
programs and that they teach to standardized tests, in
order to raise test scores. An aready jingoistic,
militaristic, and pro-U.S. war school curriculum and
atmosphere—completewith daily pledgesof allegiance
to the flag—is strengthened, which meansthat teachers
who bring in socid justice-oriented and critical thinking-
based |lessons are criticized for “not teaching to the
standardsand thetests.” Students, parentsand teachers
areresisting these conditions, but school districtsrespond
by spending more money on militarizing schoolswith a
heavy police presencethat systematically violatesthe
rights of students of color rather than supporting them
with better facilities, antiracist education programs
developed by parents, teachers and students, and more
job creation programs.

Thediversion of fundsfrom educating youth to
policing youthisnot new. Bush Sr.’s*Weed and Seed”
program actually moved funds from the Department
of Health and Human Welfare to the Defense
Department so that any youth seeking public aid would
automatically be entered in a “weed” database of
problem children. What youth now actually learnis
therole of the Statein systematic repression. Youth
who fight this mandatory indoctrination are moved to
juvenileincarceration facilitiesand tracked ascriminals
through “gang” databases. There are no high-wage
jobsfor youth, no affirmative action to ensure college
entrance, yet there are for-profit corporations paying
prisoners slave wages to manufacture consumer
productslike bluejeans. While schoolsare starved,
the State pays private corporations to construct and
manage prisons. Public monies are spent to remove
children from their mothers, to try youth as adults, to

lock up young women for 25 years-to-life sentences
without parolefor their mere association with known
or suspected drug dealers.

Meanwhile, asthewelfare and education budget
decreases and funding for prison-construction rises,
corporate welfare expands and military industrial
subsidy for U.S. imperialism skyrockets. In the
aftermath of September 11, the role of the State in
service of capital has been completely unmasked.
Rather than corporate plans for employee income
protection and public unemployment benefits, we see
tax cutsto “ pump prime” the economy, further tax cuts
to bail out businesses, massive and overnight aid to the
airlines, to theinsuranceindustry; unthinking demands
for sky marshalson every airplanethreaten to bankrupt
the U.S. government and makeit virtually impossible
to maintain social security, medicare, public education
and urgently needed social programsthat have already
been cut. Whilethe President asks everyoneto spend
money asapatriotic act, onethird of all hotel employees
intheU.S. have been laid off, airline employees have
been terminated, and every sector of the economy is
expecting cut backs. Legitimated by “ defense of the
American way,” the Bush administration has entered
anew period of accelerated deficit spending. Bush's
economic stimulus packageisintended to eliminate any
notion of social welfare and convince the general
population to consent to thetransfer of al tax revenues
to the corporate welfare system. We must not allow
thisto happen.

DILEMMAS FOR THE LEFT

Aswe addressed in Sections |1 and |11 regarding the
role of the State in maintaining national oppression,
racism, and male supremacy, there is widespread
confusion about theresponsibility of the State. Similarly,
thereisdisorientation about the seemingly-progressive
concept of “self-help.” The demeaning and debilitating
impacts of the discourse about the so-called “ culture of
poverty” and the permanent “underclass’ pitsoppressed
peoples against each other. Further, many oppressed
people blame themselvesfor their poverty, when they
arein fact pushed into poverty by awhite supremacist,
patriarchal, capitalist economic system.
TheLeftispainfully awarethat it isdepressing
to be poor; working for an unlivablewage, strugglingin
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theillegal job market and depending on welfare does
not feel good. No one debates that despondency and
despair arewidespread; the growth of “ children-bearing-
children” and “ black-on-black crime” will eat away at
the self-esteem of any community.

Now, smpledemandsfor socia servicesareused
to stigmatize black and Latina women and children
(despite the white majority among welfare recipients),
and many white people, aswell asmany black and Latino
males, consent to this ideology that demonizes and
degradeswomen, particularly intheir role as mothers
whose invisible labor is not valued and whose
independence from the nuclear family structure
threatens patriarchy.

Franz Fanon and other revolutionary
antiimperialists have explained despair in the face of
degradation as one of the brutal impacts of colonization
and racism—theinternaization of oppresson—and cdled
for aviolent, militant counterattack on colonialismin
order to raise the mental health and collective
consciousness of the oppressed. Obviously, such a
powerful awareness among oppressed peopleisnotin
theinterest of the State.

Thewar cause createsthe so-called “ opportunity”
for the low-wage and no-wage population to make
personal sacrificesin exchangefor asense of belonging
to the Great Nation of the United States. Who wants
the stigmaof collecting unemployment when“homeland
defense” isat stake? Thereconstruction of anideological
defense of guaranteed incomes, social welfare
programs, equal access to quality public education,
hedlth, housing and transportation requireshard thinking,
creative demand development and an innovative
antiracigt, antiimperialist ideol ogica counterattack by the
L eft— never more so than under the present conditions.
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U.S. Attack oN SociaL WELFARE WITHIN THE UNITED STATES

STRATEGIC DEMANDS AROUND WHICH THE STRATEGY CENTER'S PROGRAM DEMAND GROUP IS UNIFIED

Wecdl upon the U.S. government to commit to govern through public funding of al basic human needs. Wecall onthe
U.S. government to affirm therole of compensating for the cruel and inhumane effects of market forces on the poor
and working class. Wecall upon the U.S. government to acknowledge the systematic institutionalization of racismin
socia welfarepolicy and, therefore, prioritize social welfare programsthat focus on the low-wage and unemployed
working classin which oppressed nationality peoples, and specifically women, are concentrated. We call upon all
components of government to stop corporate welfare and privatization of public services—end public subsidy for
private speculation aswell as outsourcing of jobs previoudly performed by the public sector. Wecall onall sectorsof
government to establish themsalves ashigh-wage employersand to require high-wage policies of al businessesreceiving
government contractsand all corporations operating internationally under the banner of U.S. investment.

FOCAL CAMPAIGNS WE PRIORITIZE

B U.S federal government, stop themassivediversion of fundsto awar that threatens peoplethe
world over and jeopardizestheentire U.S. budget.

B Jobsor IncomeNow! U.S. federd government, end poverty and homelessness. Fund education
not incarceration. Fund amassive program of free Head Start programsand health clinics.
Provideunconditiona fundsto equalize public schoolsaswell asfreehigher education. Create
jobs, subsidize housing and guaranteefamily and individua basicincomeleve.

B U.S federa government, enforcethe BusRidersUnioncivil rights Consent DecreewiththeLos
AngeesMetropolitan Trangportation Authority (M TA), which remediespast discrimination and
ensures equality in accessto public transportation consistent with Title VI of the 1964 Civil
RightsAct by prioritizing fundsfor the bussystem. Enact animmediate moratoriumonal ralil
congtructionin LosAngelesuntil the Consent Decree’ sbus-priority policy isimplemented.

B U.S Congress, increaseand expand—rather than reduce or eiminate—gift and inheritancetax,
earmarked to fund socia welfareprograms.

B U.S government, nationalizeand fund all medical care. Establishapublic hedthplaninwhich
doctorsand hospital sareadministered by thegovernment and dl residentsintheU.S—regardless
of incomeor immigration status—receive equal and freemedicd care, including al medications.



38

Program Demand Group




www.ahoranow.org

39

VI. U.S. Responsibility for Denial of Rights Internationally

and Domestically

What can the organized Left and the social movements demand of the institutions of
U.S.imperialism to counter the U.S. government’s denial of fundamental rights?

CURRENT CONDITIONS

Governments throughout the world commit massive
violaionsof fundamenta humanrights. TheUnited States,
withitssheltered transnational corporationsand aggressive
military force, is among the greatest perpetrators.
Obviously, the global system of imperialism does not
operate by ensuring human rights. Protecting rightsisthe
opposite of maximizing profit through exploitation and
oppression of nations and peoples. Indeed, the very
concept of an unfettered “ free” market systemisbased
on an entirely different principle: do not acknowledge
rights in the first place; if rights are won through
struggle, restrict their scope asmuch aspossible; then
steadfastly proceed to eliminate them.

But thestrugglefor rightsisessentia to thwarting
imperialism’s extreme disregard for human life, to
protecting theright of nationsto self-determination, to
gaining the greatest expanse of rightspossible under any
set of given conditions, and to creating and protecting
spacefor oppositional political activity. The struggle of
social movements to win, defend, and expand actual
rights—contrary to the interests of imperialism—is
critical. The concept of rights—particularly civil liberties
such astheright to vote, to dissent, to assemble and to
protest—is essential to organizing the movements of
oppressed peoples against growing repression, racism
and xenophobia.

Meanwhile, the discourse surrounding the concept
of human rights has become a key weapon of U.S.
cultura imperidism. Promotionof “Americandemocracy”
effectively builds consent for the“right” of the United
States to invade any country deemed a threat to
“democracy”—for U.S. hegemony at home and abroad.
The U.S. needs political control over the terrain of
rightsdiscourse. Thiscontrol isessential toassuringU.S.
ability to maintain itsfaltering legitimacy inthe current
international order.

Asthe United States dramatically accelerates
its already-aggressive assault on civil rights and

liberties, we give special focusto our strugglefor clarity
on this question. We enter into battle on thisterrain
with the objective of expanding the definition and
scope of human rights, while exposing the limits of
rights discourse in achieving the all-too-readily
promised contradictory attributes of democracy—
freedom and equality.

Thewholeideabehind democracy isfreedom, but
itisfreedom asdefined by agovernment. Thebourgeois
democratic revolutionsof the 18" and 19" centurieswon
freedomfor individua bourgeoisandthecapitalist market
to operate without restriction by amonarchy. For example,
the American Revol ution brought “freedom” for the settler
colonidistsfrom Britishrule. Thustheterm*bourgeois
democracy” means the right of the bourgeoisie under
capitalism to control markets, to stop giving taxesto a
king or queen and to definetheir own political system of
governance; it has nothing to do with working class
democracy for all. The promiseof “liberty and justicefor
al,” asindienablerights, isframed by theparticular history
of the United States; thus contradiction existswithin the
theory of bourgeois—or capitalist—democracy.
Freedoms or rights are only granted or won through a
process of struggle over the power to govern—that is,
the so-called “balance of power” between those who
legislate the law, those who execute the law, and those
who judgethelaw.

What are “inalienable” rights? We think of
indienablerightsashbirthrightsthat cannot betaken away.
IntheU.S,, “indienablerights’ are defined by thelaw of
governance; liberty belongsto thosein power and they
decide what justice will be.

When the U.S. Declaration of Independenceand
Constitution evolved certain theories of so-called
“inalienablerights’ writteninto the Bill of Rights, they
were intended to protect members of society from the
invasiveuseof policeand military force—initidly inthe
revolutionary war against the British monarchy. One
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particular contribution of theBill of Rightswasto theorize
the protection of palitical or philosophical minority voices
against “thetyranny of the majority.” Yet, theselofty,
andinfact progressive, theoriesof protecting theindividua
and groups from state repression—freedom of speech
and assembly in parti cular—were from the outset based
onthe*“rights’ of awhite, male, landowning bourgeois
classthat wasin antagonism to the British crown. They
excluded al “minority” daves, Native American peoples
and effective-minority women.

For centuries, in a country built on a minority
conquest over an indigenous majority, the concept of
“majority vote” enabled white male property ownersto
determine the rights of others. Those with votes have
argued among themsel ves as to whether those without
the vote can vote. After the Civil War, it took awhite
ma edectora mgority to passthe 13" Amendment freeing
thedaves, the 14" Amendment making them citizenswith
equal protection under thelaw, and the 15" Amendment
giving themthe“right” tovote. It wasalsowhitemale
voters who, by 1877, overturned the progressive and
revolutionary achievements of post-civil war
Reconstruction and imposed Jim Crow lawsto literally
re-enslave recently freed blacks. In 1919, a male
electorate finally voted for women’'s suffrage. Still, to
thisday, itistheunwillingness of thewhite malevoters
and politiciansin representative bodies acrossthe country
that have prevented theratification of the Equal Rights
Amendment. In each of these situations, the voteless
have typically had to find waysto pressure, appeal to,
and compromisewith thosewith voting power in order to
ganany rights. Thenorm of mgority voting behavior, on
theother hand, hasbeentofurther indtitutiondizeexcluson
andthedenial of rightsat every opportunity, and evento
reversethem and take them away.

Freedom and equality exist in contradiction under
bourgeoisdemocracy. Capitdism cangrant liberty if that
meansfreedom for thoseindividualswho arefranchised;
it cannot survive based on actual justice, that is, equal
rightsfor all. The*promise” of governance based onall
persons being “ created equal” isthelie upon which the
United Stateswas built. Bourgeoisdemocracy requires
those with rights to decide if those without rights can
have rights.

The structural disenfranchisement of voting
minorities continuestoday and neither voting rightslaw
nor civil rightslaw hassuccessfully changed thiscondition.
At the national level, in the past eight years, a steady
stream of Supreme Court decisionshavegiventhepolice

expanded rightsto elicit coerced confessions, alowed
tainted evidence to be admitted in court, overturned
minority electora districts, and restricted the authority and
remediesof civil rightslaws. TheU.S. Congressandthe
Clinton adminigtration passed the Effective Death Pendty
act that violates habeas corpus rightswhich have existed
for centuries, in an effort to make surethey effectively
execute the far over-represented black and brown
prisonerson death row. Today, nine states havelifetime
bansontheright to votefor felonswho have been released
from custody.

In California over the past decade, racist,
conservative maorities have voted in favor of cleverly
crafted attacks on minoritiesusing the general election
initiative process. Proposition 187 Save Our State’ denies
medical care, education, and even food to undocumented
immigrants,; Proposition 184 “ Three Strikesand You're
Out” imposes mandatory life sentences on many low-
income black, Latino, Native American, and Asian/
Pecific |dander men; Proposition 209 “ The Civil Rights
Initiative” outlaws state-supported affirmative action
programs, Proposition 21“ The Juvenile Justicelnitiative’
imposes adult sentences on black and brown youth;
Proposition 227 “English for the Children” eliminates
language rights and bilingual education programsfor
Latino and Asianimmigrants.

The thoroughly right-wing character of this
adminigtrationisvisibleintheopen political partisanship
of the Supreme Court, the branch of government charged
with the power to exercise justice. The Courts’
unprecedented interventioninthe 2000 e ectionwhich gave
Bush the presidency not only defied all legal precedent
but, in substance, virtually repealed voting rightslaw. Just
months later in Alexander v. Sandoval, the Court
attacked Title VI of the Civil Rights Act by ruling that
discriminatory effects cannot be challenged in courts
by “ private parties’—namely any civil rightsor grassroots
plaintiffs. Without proof of discriminatory “intent,” the
discriminating party istreated asthevictim.

Reaching far beyond the attack on the hard won
victories of the Civil Rights movement, the recent
Sandoval ruling reversed progressive lower court
decisions upholding language rights as civil rights.
Thelower court judged Alabama's English-only (anti-
Spanish language) lawsto be instruments of “national
origindiscrimination.” Upholding chargesbrought by a
working classimmigrant woman, thelower court sought
tooverturntheracist lawsand force public servicesto be
provided in Spanish. Yet the Supreme Court moved with
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right-wing reaction to defend Alabama’s racism. In a
nation built on systematic destruction of indigenous
languages, cultures and peoples, this aggressive
legalization of racism and xenophobiacharacterizesthe
Bush administration’ sdefiance of human rightswithinthe
U.S. andinternationdly.

Thevociferousreection of al peoples righttolive
inthismultinational country and speak their own language
iswidespread. Throughout theU.S., anelectora mgjority
dominated by whitesupremacistideology issoxenophobic
that it tendstoward consent to the Great Nation patriotic
belief that the U.S. isasuperior “civilized” country in
which civil rightsare not needed. Ready to support all
repressive government measures against peopl e of color
and against the L eft, this group does not recognize the
danger initsownlossof rights. Thispro-imperidistracist
electoral majority focuses on oneinternational issue—
human rightsviolationsin other nations—and it begsfor
U.S. military intervention. These people havefocused
ononly onedomesticissue—individua liberty.

“America the Beautiful” has garnered the
reputation asahomethat people from other nationswill
risk their livesto reach in order to protect their human
rights. Yet, if therecent rejection of UN leadership at
the World Conference Against Racism isany measure,
the U.S. government’s discourse on human rights does
not acknowledge the ethnic cleansing of indigenous
people from their own stolen lands, and it rejects
responsibility for crimesagainst humanity inthe Trans-
Atlantic Slave Trade.

AstheUnited States claimsto defend human rights
by declaring an international war on “terrorism,” U.S.
military assistanceisdirectly responsiblefor consistent
human rights violations in places like Colombia and
Guatemda Today in Afghanistan, theU.S. isperpetrating
serious human rights abusesand war crimesnot only by
direct bombingsbut a so by the unconditional transfer of
weaponsof war into acountry which hasaready suffered
massive human misery asaresult of previousU.S. military
intervention, last time supporting the Taliban against the
pro-Russianaliance! Not only doestheU.S. export arms,
it exportsleg-irons, thumb-cuffs, and e ectro-shock torture
devices. And, asworld expert onlethal injectionkillings,
the U.S. hasnow trained the Philippinesto execute the
death penalty and, further hascommitted U.S. troopsto
“teach” the Philippine military to hunt downinsurgents.

The United States remains one of the worst and
most cons gtent violatorsof humanrightstreatiesthat have
been agreed to by many countries within the United

Nations. For example, the United Stateshasnot signed
the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court,
drafted in 1998—with already 98 signatories and 14
ratifications—to establish a permanent court of
international law for trying individuals accused of
committing genocide, war crimes and crimes against
humanity. TheUnited Stateswantstoingtitutionalizethe
court but it claimsthe“right” to completeexemptionfrom
thecourt’sjurisdiction. Itfearstheability of aThird World
or futuresocialist blocto hold theU.S. to the standardsit
triestoimpose on others.

Similarly, while it regularly receives Amnesty
International evaluations documenting torture-related
offensesinthe U.S. criminal justice system, aswell as
police brutality linked to racial profiling, the U.S. has
entered a variety of “reservations, declarations or
understandings’ that block it from ratifying the United
Nations Convention against Torture and Other Cruel,
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. The
U.S. violatesall international human rights conventions
against the death penalty and specifically targets the
oppressed nationality prison populationintheU.S. for
execution. On death row, people of color face
exceptionally cruel conditionsand condemned foreign
national sare systematically denied consular notification
and assistance. Asylum-seekers are routinely
incarcerated and matreated whilepolitica prisoners, such
asLeonard Pdltier and MumiaAbu Jamal, are persecuted
for their oppositiontotheU.S. government. TheU.S.is
theworldleader inkilling “child offenders,” and women
imprisoned in the U.S. number ten times those in al
western European nationscombined. Itisfrightening but
not surprising that the Bush administration hasused the
post-September 11 patriotic wave to accelerate the
evisceration of individual rights, which areafoundation
of U.S. bourgeoisdemocracy. Thewave of repression
beforeusabandonsadl thebourgeoisdemocratic principles:
freedom, equdlity, justice, and any form of representative
government.

Our basic approach remains: we oppose U.S.
domination; we oppose any notion of exception for the
United States, we oppose all forms of ideological
hegemony, Staterepression, and physical abuse; wergject
bourgeoisdemagoguery about human rights; we support
theactua strugglefor inalienable humanrightsthroughout
the world; and we insist that the United States be held
accountablefor dl itshumanrightsviolations.
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DILEMMAS FOR THE LEFT

Confusion standsin our way again. Progressiveswant
to stop al U.S. human rights violations at home and
abroad—all U.S. aggression, intervention, overt and
covert strategies of hegemony. Yet, we are gravely
concerned about violations of international human rights
conventionsby other nationsaswell, and understandably
seek approachesto stop them. Thegrowing atrocitiesin
the world—among them saturation bombing of civilian
populations, torture, land mines, rape and end avement of
women and children, wholesale massacres of ethnic
popul ations—present astrategic dilemma. TheU.S,, as
theonly military power that canimposeitswill onal other
nations, useshuman rightsviolationsin Third World and
other nations—real andimagined—asapretensefor U.S.
intervention. Aswe have recognized, many crimesin
theThird World areinstigated by U.S. foreign policy and
are at least partially caused or exacerbated by U.S.
presence. Thus, any timeamovement for humanrights
turns to the U.S. world police force for help, it must
confront the fact that it is asking the greatest force of
world domination to bethe arbiter of humanrights! We
cannot let the U.S police other nations in order to
“ protect” them. We can, however, demand of theU.S.
that it policeitsalf. We can placedemandsupontheU.S.
government to outlaw the humanrightsviolationsof U.S.
corporations. Wecan call upontheU.S. government to
abideby international law and signinternational treaties.
We can demand that violation of the UN Declaration of
Human Rights by any U.S.-based entity be made a
national aswell asinternationa crime.

Unclarity and disagreement also arises, as
discussed before, when progressives approach therole
of the State in U.S. domestic affairs. After al, itisthe
U.S. government that is supposed to serve peopleinthe
U.S—providehedthcare, transportation, education. We
want these things—all the components of the social
welfare state discussed in Section V. Wewant more, not
less: more services, more benefits, morerights. Yet we
know that agovernment dedicated to acorporate welfare
policy isnot our friend; we cannot put our livesin the
hands of the State. The Stateisnot neutral; therefore,
we have an obligation as Leftists to struggle to force
policiesuponit. Webelievethat itisour right and duty to
demandthat theU.S. government liveuptodl itspromises
and beforced, through political struggle, to exposeitslies
and to expand the space for actual democratic action.

Therefore, we demand of the government—that has built
the State by means of the subjugation of internal nations
and oppressed nationalities—that it enact restrictivelaws
to curtail national oppression, white supremacy, and
racism. We demand reparations.

Another areaof confusion among progressivesis
how to approach different sectors of government. This
dilemmaarisesespecialy ontheissueof “federalism”—
therole of thefederal government in policing the affairs
of statesand municipalities. Somefind reassurancein
federal and state “ separation of power”: Appeal to the
FBI to stop the Ku Klux Klan when local government
refusestoact? All branchesof government areessentially
divisionsof labor of the sameruling class. Nonetheless,
theseformal distinctionshave beenthesite of significant
progressive strugglewithin U.S. history and theissues of
state and federal rights are critical arenas of potential
tactical interventionsby social movements.

From the point of view of our strategy, we oppose
the many pro-imperialist/racist policies of all levels
of government in the United States. However, in
general, we place great emphasison theinterrelationship
of federal powersand protection of the hard-won rights
of oppressed peoples that should be inalienable. For
example, the revolutionary fight against national
oppressionandracismintheU.S. hasat timesforced the
federal government tointervenein order to uphold civil
rights. A caseinpoint: at theend of the Civil War, which
was fought over the “rights of states’ to have slavery,
theonly way to guaranteethe newly achieved andfragile
rightsof the freed daveswasto imposefederal military
control over the defeated states of the confederacy.
Unfortunately, thosefederd protectionsweresoon nullified
with the federal Hayes-Tilden deal in 1877, by which
northern capitalism allowed the defeated Southern
aristocracy tore-endavetheblack population through Jm
Crow laws, under the banner of “ states' rights.”

From that time to the present, states' rights has
remained the cry of the Southern rebels—as well as
enraged slave owners, Klansman, and segregationists
throughout the country—and for another century they got
their way. Indeed, this states' rights doctrine has
completely overlaidtheracist perpetuation of exclusionary
voting rights, economic impoverishment, as well as
massive Klan and police terror. In this context, the
democratic advances of the antiracist movement inthe
United Stateshave been critically aided by winning, where
possible, federa protectionsagainst “thetyranny of the
majority,” federal lawsagaingt discrimination, and federa



www.ahoranow.org

U.S. Responsibility for Denial of Rights Internationally and Domestically 43

powersto enforcethe protection of subjugated people—
including the use of federal troopsto integrate schools
and the use of federal law to securein limited casesthe
sovereignty of indigenousnations.

Aswewrite, theBusRidersUnionisengagedina
test of civil rightslaw that was appealed all theway to
the Supreme Court. The MTA refusesto comply with
federal judges who have repeatedly upheld civil rights
law asembodied ina1996 Consent Decree between the
BusRidersUnionandthe LosAngelesMTA. 1n 1999
wewon afederal court order that required the M TA to
purchase 350 new buses and hire sufficient driversto
reduce overcrowding levelson the busesfor 400,000 bus
riders, overwhelmingly people of color. The MTA
apped ed the decision on thegroundsthat “ states' rights”
theory allows them to disregard the Consent Decree,
because it was an improper intervention by the federal
courtsintherunning of alocal government agency. The
Ninth Circuit Court upheld thelower court ruling against
the MTA, and upheld it again upon afull district court
apped. Inatremendousvictory for theBusRidersUnion,
the Supreme Court rejected the MTA’s appeal. Inthis
context, the stakes for protection of federal power are
high for the antiracist movement acrossthe country and
specifically for busridersinLosAngeles. Thisisalegal
tactic driven by a L eft strategy and amass-based social
movement withavariety of other formsof struggle. Should
we haveused thefederal court to suearegional agency?
Shouldwe haveused thebourgeoiscivil rightslaw at all ?
Our approach totherole of thegovernment isto always
fight for the protection and expansion of rights, which
usually meansrightswon at thefederal level.

At the same time, we know that there are many
instancesinwhich“local,” “regional,” “ statewide,” or
other progressive strugglesarein direct contradictionto
the power and “authority” of thefederal government and
must be supported—such as support for indigenous
nations, state-specific expansion of legal rightssuch as
legal marriage between same-gender partners, regional
autonomy for concentrated popul ations of an oppressed
nationality, special voting districts, local environmental
regulationsthat provide greater protections, etc. Inpast
years, federal Supreme Court decisionshave overturned
specialy-created minority nationality electoral districtsin
particul ar states to concentrate (and therefore benefit)
black and L atino voters, overturned theright of astateto
curtail corporate salesto amilitary junta, overturned the
right of a state to prevent nuclear waste from being
trucked throughitsbordersand dramatically reduced the

rightsof womentofile sexual harassment suits. Insuch
cases, we believe any effort by thefederal government
to overturn expanded rights at thelocal and statelevel is
an abuse of federal power.

Itisclear that progressivesinvolved in using the
government to fight the government face constant
dilemmas. Over time, given experiencewith avariety of
stuationslikethisone, we have cometo advocaterelying
on concrete analysis of specific times, places, and
conditions. And we have developed a principle to
determine the best interests of oppressed peoples in
concrete conditions: therights of oppressed, exploited,
subjugated peoples, as well as the powers to enforce
theserights, must be protected and expanded, whether
at the local, state or federal level of government. We
are dedicated to restraining the U.S. government at all
levels any timeit acts to deny rights. Our support for
federa powersinrelationto” states rights,” therefore, is
historically specific to the expansion and protection of
therightsof subjugated people, and the expansion of the
socid welfare stateto satisfy the basic needs of oppressed
people. Therefore, itisnot only possible but, actually,
historically necessary for the Left to defend regional
autonomy rights to oppose oppressive acts, while
mai ntaining a commitment to federal powersto enforce
protections from oppressive acts.

Wehavenoillus ons—about bourgeoisdemocracy
or bourgeois law—>but we know from many years of
struggle that democratic rights can be won and must
then be defended. We are very aware of the character
of bourgeoisdemocracy and we believein pushingit to
itslimitsas part of amulti-faceted united front strategy
against racism, national oppression, the subjugation of
women, and thetolls of imperialism. One of theworst
errorsfor theantiimperidist Left would betoingtill illusons
about bourgeoisdemocracy intheheart of theU.S. empire
at atimewhen our uniqueresponsibility isto chalengeits
fundamental precepts. Therefore, wefight inthe present
based on avision of thefuture when the human rights of
al peoples, but especidly minority nationditiesand groups
without suffrage, are inviolable; when the rights of
oppressed nationality peoples, indigenous peoples, and
immigrants cannot be voted away or abrogated by the
dominant racial group or any other form of electoral or
politica mgority.

Even as we advocate using the instruments of
bourgeois democracy to fight for space, we must
expose the contradictions and steadfastly pursue other
approaches, or wewill objectively foster theillusion
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that the U.S. government and capitalisminitsmoribund
stage can actually create both liberty and justice,
freedom and equality.

As we struggle with these contradictions and
the Left’s dilemmas about how to engage them, we
look to other model s of democratic struggle ascritical
to our work. During the height of the antiracist
movementsof the 1960sintheU.S,, the Black Panthers
calledfor areferendum by all black peopleto determine
their relationship to the United States, and Malcolm X
proposed that black people go to the United Nationsto
assert their human rights and have them recognized and
protected, independent of the U.S. system. During that
period, war resisters denied the legitimacy of the U.S.
government to“legaly” wageagenocida war in Vietnam
andengagedinawidevariety of anti-war draft resstance
tacticsto challenge an unjust and imperiaist war. This
extra-legal, extra-electoral perspective is the unique
contribution of the antiimperialist Left to the human
rights debate, and it retains compelling relevance,
perhaps even greater, today.

When wetakethis perspective on the strugglefor
human rights, we can seethat thereisaneed for astrong
massmovement—rootedin organizing, civil disobedience,
the refusal to abide by unjust laws, and militant direct
action—to challengetheentirelegitimacy of thebourgeois
justice system. Asthe Bush administration launchesa
wave of repression not seen since the McCarthy days
and makesevery effort to deny our rights, we challenge
all progressivesto strugglefor clarity, and fight for the
principlethat the rights of oppressed nationalitiescan
never be determined by vote of the oppressor nation’s
electoral majority. We must begin preparation now to
useevery meansnecessary to assert our indienablerights.
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STRATEGIC DEMAND AROUND WHICH THE STRATEGY CENTER'S PROGRAM DEMAND GROUP IS UNIFIED

Wecall onthe U.S. government to ceaseitswar and uphold thetermsof international treaties protecting therights of
all peoplesduring war and peace. Wecall uponthe U.S. government to enforcethe termsof thesetreatiesinrelation
toal U.S. corporations. We call uponthe U.S. government to recognizetheinalienabl e rights of indigenous peoples,

oppressed nationality and racia groups, women and children.

FOCAL CAMPAIGNS WE PRIORITIZE

U.S. military, sop al human rights abusesand cease overt and covert military interventioninthe
internd affairsof sovereign nations—end Plan Columbia

All U.S. governmental bodiesand U.S. corporations, reverse and repeal any racially coded
propositionsor policiesthat ead to adenid of equal rightsor to adisproportionately discriminatory
impactson oppressed nationdities, racid, ethnic, or gender groups, internationaly and domegticaly
(suchasCadliforniapropositions 187, 209, 227, 21, etc.).

U.S. government, extend civil and human rights protection with regard to sexual orientationand
gender identity—that is, full protection of al rightsfor gay, lesbian, bisexual, and transgender
peoples.

U.S. government, support and facilitate the basic rights of self-determination for black, Latino,
Asa/Pacificldander populations, and Native Americans, specificdly theright to devisedectora
proposalsfor political representation. Uphold theinalienable cultural and language rights of
oppressed nationalities.

U.S. government, begininvestigation of theU.S. roleinthe Trans-Atlantic Save Trade, asproposed
by the ConyersBill and prepareto makereparationsto all nationswho suffered fromthisheinous
crimeagaing humanity.

U.S. government, abolish the death penalty!
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