
he US Empire is ruled by the
so-called “white” nation.
This national formation is
composed of a more-or-less
unified Euro-American cul-
ture that includes formerly
oppressed nations such as

Italian and Eastern European Americans. This
construct is, of course, far from a monolith. It
orbits the central, oldest, and most powerful
formation: that of the Anglo-American nation.
Indeed,oneoftenreadsof “Anglo-Americanle-
gal tradition,” indicatingastrongcontinuitybe-
tween the old White Anglo-Saxon Protestant
nationhood at the heart of the US formation of
the ruling class, and the modern category of
whiteness. The white nation has absorbed wave
after wave of European immigration, but erect-
ed walls against the other subject nations within
the empire.1

There are other nations in the empire; there are
also national minorities.2 The other nations are
oppressed, to one degree or another. Some are
colonies. All have been caged and trapped with-
in the vast geographical territory of the empire
where they are super-exploited and where phe-
notype itself has come to serve as a marker for
nationality, and thus for the property-relations
embodied in national oppression. This bundle
of oppressions has come to be known as “race.”
But “race” issues are really national issues; they
are really issues of oppression based on pheno-
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type and expression of physical and linguistic
traits as identifiers of “racial” (really national)
boundaries. The exact moment in time when
racialization became a material force in the su-
perstructure is up for debate (although a credi-
ble argument traces it to the beginning of Euro-
pean colonialism in the 15th century), but the
fact remains that “race” preceded capitalist de-
velopment through the mercantile-colonialist
period, and likely found its full blossom in the
plantation system of the Caribbean, where the
race slave trade and genocide of Indigenous
peoples laid the groundwork for planter feudal-
ism.

WHAT ISANATION?
“[A] nation is not a racial or tribal, but a histori-
cally constituted community of people… It
goes without saying that a nation, like every his-
torical phenomenon, is subject to the law of
change, has its history, its beginning and end.”3

Josef Stalin tackled this subject exhaustively in
hispamphlet“MarxismandtheNationalQues-
tion.”Hedemonstratedthatthereareanumber
of factors that one must consider when deter-
mining whether an ethnicity comprises a dis-
tinct nation, and these are:

1. a common language

2. a common territory

3. a commoneconomic life; economic cohesion

4. a common culture or psychological makeup (a
commonsuperstructure)
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When we speak of colonized and oppressed na-
tions, we have already determined that the
membership of each discrete nation shares the
four required traits of nationality. Most of the
nations inside the empire possess English as a
common language, although the Black Belt has
its own variation (AAVE, or African-American
Vernacular English) and the Indigenous na-
tions have maintained or recovered their own
languages. The Black Belt constitutes the terri-
tory of the oppressed Black or New Afrikan na-
tion inside the empire, while Indigenous na-
tions retain territory shaped through treaties
with the settler state. It is critical to note that
the territory of the Black Belt was created by
colonial oppression. That is, the territory is not
the original territory of the Black nation, but
rather situated within the regions of Indige-
nous peoples who were already subject to colo-
nization. Each of these nations has economic
cohesion, that is, they are economically interre-
lated within their own bounds, and each of
these nations have their own common psycho-
logical makeup, a common culture.
Identification of the imprisoned nations within
the empire has been a constant struggle against
whitechauvinism.Anglo-AmericansandEuro-
Americans in particular have often held the
viewpoint that, for instance, Black Americans
arenotanationbutan“ethnicminority”or“na-
tional minority” and that the chief desire of this
population is assimilation into the Euro-Amer-
icannation.Thischauvinistviewflies intheface
of the works of Haywood, Nasanov, Lenin,

Stalin, and the members of the Sixth Com-
intern of 1928 who voted in favor of the Black
Belt thesis, but it is a continuous refrain in the
right-opportunist strains of communism inside
the United States empire—and no wonder!
The relations of production are such that the
oppressed nations and colonized people pro-
vide a super-exploited workforce. White com-
munists who fail to see this ignore the beam in
their eye because they refuse to see the benefit
they derive from the subjugation of their fellow
countrymen.

PROPERTYRELATIONSOF
THECOLONY
A colony is a discrete geographic territory
which is governed by an imperial center for the
benefit of the empire. Colonial relations are
typified by the presence of a concentration of
extractive industries rather than industries
that produce finished commodities. A semi-
colony is an ostensibly independent country
whose politics are dominated by the interfer-
ence of an imperial country or a coalition of im-
perial countries, and which is therefore run,
materially, for the benefit of those imperial
countries. Colonies may have a settler pres-
ence, or may remain majority indigenous.4

A colony is a super-exploited region in which
thenormalproductive forcesof thebourgeoisie
are inhibited. In a colony, the imperial power
seeks to dominate labor relations (for access to

Acolony is a discrete geographic territorywhich is
governedby an imperial center for the benefit of the
empire. Colonial relations are typified by the
presenceof a concentration of extractive industries
rather than industries that produce finished
commodities.
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cheap labor), extractive industries (for access to
cheap raw material), land relations (to establish
colonial offices, and to give land to choice sup-
porters), and markets (to export finished goods
and realize profits from manufactories in the
imperial core). In traditional colonies, the terri-
tory is administered by the colonizing country.
This may take the form of imperial governors,
boards of control, direct sovereign companies
such as the VoC5 or the East India Company,
etc.
Neo-colonies (or semi-colonies) are subject to
the same types of exploitation, but these are
overseen by the comprador bourgeoisie who
belong to the colonized nation. That is, native
institutionsaresowhollycorruptedbyimperial
interference that the native government acts in
the interests of the imperial populations locat-
ed in the core, rather than for the native popula-
tions inthecolonizedcountry.Thecompradors
act as imperial overseers for the oppressor na-
tionalities; they are the agents of the empire,
even as they wear the appearance of the nation-
al bourgeoisie (bankers, business owners, and
politicians). The comprador bourgeoisie does
not have an incentive to develop industries that
compete with the imperial core, because they
receive the benefit of imperial aid to keep their
country pacified and line their own pockets.
The comprador bourgeoisie surrenders control
of their markets, their land administration
schemes, and their industrial development in
exchange for a portion of imperial plunder
which is paid back to them as IMF loans, devel-
opment loans, foreign aid, even shares in impe-

rial corporations. This is the most common
form of imperial domination in the age of neo-
colonialism, in which capital is sent into the
colonies through private corporations, extrac-
tion occurs under the watchful eyes of com-
prador-governments, and no hateful flag of the
conqueror nation is ever seen flying over a gov-
ernment building.
Inside the US territorial empire, the Indige-
nous nations are administered as colonies.
While the empire pays lip service to the
sovereignty of these territories, they are not in-
dependentofUSpolicy.They remainsubjectto
treaty annulment, land grabs, labor exploita-
tion,andextractiveexploitationjustassurelyas
if they were colonies at a geographical remove.
We can see the true nature of imperial exploita-
tion of Indigenous territories in the Dawes Act
of 1887 and the behavior of the Department of
Indian Affairs. Indian agents have attacked for-
mal native sovereignty since the treaties were
first signed, and the federal government has
been rapacious in its attempts to repossess
granted territory, cut services, and otherwise
under-develop Indigenous regions. Local
American Indian bourgeoisie are discouraged
from building up industry.
Industry in the colonies is ina direct, antagonis-
tic contradiction to the interests of the imperial
bourgeoisie. It is this antagonistic relationship
that is the primary contradiction of a colonial
property arrangement, and absent this rela-
tionship a region cannot be said properly to be a
“colony.”
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The Antagonism of Industry. Why is industry in a
colonial region antagonistic to the imperial core?
This question is of great import. If we could say “it is
not,” then it would be possible for the imperial core
to develop the colonies as it claims to do, to raise
themuptothesamestandardof livingastheimperial
core, and for imperialism to proceed in a friendly
manner to all nations, a rising tide that lifts all ships.
This isdemonstrablynotthecase.Wehavemerelyto
look at the history of brutal colonial exploitation to
understand that this cannot be. But why?
In order to answer this question, we must substan-
tially understand the functioning of imperialism it-
self. Surplus capital is not directed to raise the stan-
dard of living of farmers, peasants, etc. in exploited
countries, but rather to make use of the higher rate of
profit in the “backward” colony. Of course, the
colony is only “backward” because it was intention-
ally underdeveloped – through embargoes, war, ex-
port of its chief goods, and concerted imperial at-
tacks on its home industries! Capital is not put to use
in granting the colonies actual development, but
rather in creating sites of extraction. These are loci
where profit is gathered and siphoned off by the im-
perial power and its bourgeois agents.
Let us, for example, examine the imperial conquest
of Iraq and its subsequent administration under the
servant-government of the US bourgeoisie. The
devastationoftheimperialwarreducedrealwagesin
Iraq,andturnedoverthekeyoil fields toUSimperial
exploitation. The result:
In2002,ontheeveof theSecondGulfWar, theGDP
of Iraq was $59 billion. Its per-capita purchasing
power was roughly $2,500. US exports comprised
46%ofallexports,andUSimportswerelessthan1%.
The country had $62.2 billion dollars of debt and re-
ceived $327.5 million dollars in economic aid. In
2004 the GDP had been reduced to $37.92 billion.
Per capita purchasing power was roughly $1,500.
USexportswere48.8%andUSimportswere6.9%of
total exports and imports respectively. The debt had
ballooned to $93.95 billion dollars, and aid was an
amazing $33 billion, billions of dollars higher.6
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The complete destruction of Iraq and the influx of
“aid” and US capital, alongside a substantial (nearly
3%) increase in US exports and very substantial (7%)
increase in US imports represents the imperialist
underdevelopment of a colony. The invasion col-
lapsed the wage, transformed Iraq into a colony, and
permitted US capital to “develop” its key extractive
industry (oil). Crippling IMF loans, which are part of
the modern US/NATO colonial order, ensure con-
tinuing government compliance.
The interim government of Iraq, installed in 2004,
was headed by Jalal Talabani, a former organizer for
an independent Kurdistan. In 1990 he traveled to
the United States to offer his aid to the US imperial
forces in exchange for support for Kurdistan. In
1991 he worked closely with the imperial powers of
the US, UK, and France to establish a “safe haven” in
the Kurdish region. The fate of Kurdistan has been
repeatedly used as a wedge by the imperial powers to
develop its presence in that region; the Iraq war and
the subsequent establishment of a semi-colony was
no exception. Under the guise of “humanitarian aid
to the Kurds,” the US has kept its troops on the
ground in the region for 16 years.
The Indigenous Nations. Let us take a single Indige-
nous nation, the Mashantucket Pequots, as an exam-
ple so we can better understand how these internal
Indigenous colonies have been treated by the en-
croachment of capital.
Atthetimeofthefirstcolonists landinginthePequot
area, the nation controlled 160,000 acres of territo-
ry. By 1855, the State of Connecticut had reduced
the Pequots’ holdings to 204 acres (a loss of 159,796
acres, 99.985% of the original territory). The land
left to the Pequots was mostly unusable swamp. The
Pequot Nation was essentially eradicated from its
former territory and suppressed from 1638 (the end
of the Pequot War) until 1983, when the nation was
recognized after a protracted struggle with the US
legal system. To this day, Anglo-Americans in Con-
necticut refer to the Pequots as a “fake tribe” who
were “just after the money.” The process of genocide
had almost been completed and its perpetrators had
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forgotten about the Pequots, whose territory
had been given over to the settlers wholesale.7

This created a federal land trust in the name of
the Pequots and allotted $900,000 to the tribe
to acquire territory. It also legally extinguished
the claims of the Pequots on any territory other
than what it acquired by “normal”, settler land
relations (purchase from Anglo-Americans)
henceforward.Ofutmost importance is thefact
that the Pequot territory is held in federal trust.
These federal land trusts mark out a legal
regimeinstitutedundertheIndianReorganiza-
tionActandtheIndianSelf-Determinationand
Education Assistance Act. These trusts are ad-
ministeredbytheBureauofIndianAffairs.This
trust is a form of “white man’s burden.” This
was articulated as late as 1942 as a “moral obli-
gation[…] of the highest responsibility and
trust” toward Indigenous nations. Seminole
Nation v. United States, 1942. Although there
is technically a fiduciary relationship between
the Bureau of Indian Affairs (as representative
of theUSimperialgovernment)andthenations
whose lands are placed into trust, it is possible
for Congress to “disestablish” any Indigenous
nation’s land trust by vote, and for the federal/
state judiciaries to do the same by interpreting
treaties as “demonstrating a clear congression-
al purpose to disestablish or diminish” a reser-
vation. City of Sherill, N.Y. v. Oneida Indian
Nation of New York, 544 U.S. 197, 212 (2005).
This conditional right to self-determination
(conditioned on the Congress’ continued
recognition of that right and decision not to dis-
establish the tribe) is only one of the many
levers held over the Indigenous nations by the
colonizers.
The Pequots, like many of the tribes of the
northeast region of the empire, have essentially
no industry. Their livelihood is entirely depen-
dent on the parasitic “Indian Casino” model.
The tribe is the 8th largest employer in Con-
necticut, serving as a locus of profit-extraction
from other states. Three quarters of the Pequot
casino revenue is extracted from out-of-state
visitors.

The new Pequot territory is a rump-colony; it is
politically isolated, its sovereignty is contin-
gent on the good will of capital, and it was com-
pletely, physically colonized by settlers in the
recent past. This is the end result of settler colo-
nialism. “Territory is settler colonialism’s spe-
cific, irreducible element.”8 The remainder of
the Pequot territory is administered by the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs, host to a pair of casinos,
and without any productive industry. Gam-
bling, by its nature, cannot valorize capital9;
rather, the establishment of Indigenous gam-
bling centers parasitically remove money from
other productive circuits. The Pequot casinos
pay $228 million in taxes to the State of Con-
necticut and the Federal Government each
year as a result of various agreements.
The unproductive labor in the Pequot casinos
at one time produced a dividend per-capita
payout to each of the members of the nation (of
which there are some 1000). That was brought
to an end in 2010. There are no productive in-
dustries in the Pequot nation; rather, they are
paid low wages to help extract profit from the
settler labor aristocracy and the petit-bour-
geoisie who visit the casino. These funds are di-
vided between the settler looter class in the
form of the Connecticut State Government and
the Mashantucket Pequot Endowment Fund,
of whom the tribal council serves as the board.
Indigenous casinos are a method of discourag-
ing productive labor on Indigenous land; they
do not serve to develop the capital of Indige-
nous people--the revenue, by law, must be used
to fund tribal operations and government pro-
grams, to provide for general welfare of the
tribe, and to make donations to charitable orga-
nizations, and these revenues must be dis-
tributed by the Board of the Trust.
The Mashantucket health services, post office,
and transport services are all contracted out to
the Federal Government, meaning a portion of
the tribe’s income through the casino is paid
back into the settler government itself. The
CEO of either casino makes somewhere on the
order of $200,000 a year from their managerial
capacity, clearly a petit-bourgeois position.
This position has not historically been held by a
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member of the tribe, although the current
chairman of the tribe, Rodney Butler, worked
for a year from 2017-18 as the interim CEO of
the Foxwoods Casino.
Firmly integrated into the system of capital cir-
culation, the casinos do not provide capital ac-
cumulation for the tribe; they provide money
directly into lawmakers’ pockets, and may in
fact have established a comprador bourgeoisie
among the tribal leadership (although this may
be mitigated by the fact that they are subject to
a radically democratic voting process every
three years). This colony cannot develop indus-
try, and is prevented from developing produc-
tive industries; to do so would put it into direct
antagonistic conflict with the Connecticut An-
glo-American industries.
While this is clearly tied to the material condi-
tions of the Pequot people in the imperial
northeast and those conditions are not replicat-
ed anywhere else, all colonized tribes are sub-
jected to some forces that prevent them from
material self-determination, through a combi-
nationofpurposefulunderdevelopment(either
by the lure of casinos or through another mech-
anism) and legal disenfranchisement through
trusts and the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The
same cannot be said of the Black Belt or the oth-
er subject nations.
Navajo Mining of Uranium. In 1990, the settler
government intheUnitedStatespassedtheRa-
diation Compensation Act, formally and offi-
cially acknowledging its responsibility for the
historical mistreatment of uranium miners.

The US government was the sole purchaser of
uranium within the empire from 1948 to
1971.10 The existence of radiation poisoning
wasknownandobservedlongbefore1948;ura-
nium-bearing ores had been mined for cen-
turies in Schneeberg Germany and Jachimov
Czechoslovakia for metals and manufacture of
uranium dyes. An association between these
mining sites and the prevalence of lung disease
was first reported in detail in 1879.11

Though the uranium mines in operation from
1948 to the present within the empire were pri-
vate commercial concerns, the US government
guaranteed purchase of the uranium ore and
was the sole available legal purchaser. The loca-
tion of the ore was concentrated on the Col-
orado Plateau in New Mexico, Utah, Colorado,
and Arizona.12 The Navajo reservation was lo-
cated at the edge of the uranium mining belt.
This drew Navajo men to work in the mines.
The reservation had little industry of its own,
being a colony, and the cheap labor of the Nava-
jo men was exploited in the grim, poisonous cir-
cumstances of the uranium mines.13

Miners were paid minimum wage or less. In
1949 one Navajo miner was earning an hourly
wage of 81 cents.14 This is typical of the imperi-
alist exploitation of a colony. Here we see the
two major functions of imperial governance in
the colonies: the super-profits garnered from
low wages and the extraction of natural re-
sources from the colonized territory into the
empire for the benefit of the imperial bour-
geoisie.

Subject nations are distinguishable fromcolonies by the
fact that the development of industry in those nations is

not in direct contradictionwith the development of
industry in the imperial core; the primary property

relationship is not a land relation but rather a complex of
judicial, legal, and property relations.
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Puerto Rico. Puerto Rico, now governed by a
strict Board of Control, is the archetypal geo-
graphically separated “external” colony of the
United States empire. It was openly colonized
under a US military governorship. The US pro-
vided it with a limited form of home gover-
nance, but when, in 1914, the Puerto Rican
House of Delegates (unanimously) voted for in-
dependence , the US Congress denied them. In
1917, the US Congress “granted” Puerto Ri-
cans status as citizens (if they were born after
1898). The entire Puerto Rican House of Dele-
gates voted against it, and warned that it was an
imposition in order to draft Puerto Rican men
into the army for a US entry into World War
One. Although Puerto Ricans can currently
vote for theirowngovernor, PuertoRico isnow
under the real control of the Control Board, es-
tablishedbyPROMESA(H.R.5278).TheCon-
trolBoardisappointedbythepresidentandcan
overrulealldecisionsofPuertoRicanpublicau-
thorities.
Puerto Rico is heavily in debt as a result of the
US imperial government withdrawing federal
subsidies and favorable tax laws in order to bet-
ter control the colony and open it further to
capitaldevelopment. Ithadtheintendedeffect:
it destroyed the Puerto Rican government’s
ability to issue bonds, sent the economy spiral-
ing into a depression, and has resulted in such
neoliberal endeavors as the privatization of the
former state electricity monopoly.
The lesson of the state electricity monopoly
perfectly demonstrates the contradiction be-
tween the development of national industry in
the colonies and the need for national industry
to remain under-developed to provide cheap
labor, markets for imperial corporations, and
cheap natural resources. Using its colonial con-
trol measures, the US forced Puerto Rico to sell
its electrical monopoly to private bidders.
RatherthanpermittingthewealthofPuertoRi-
co to flow to its people, it is siphoned off
through this and countless other destructive
actions by the US imperialists.

PROPERTYRELATIONSOF
OPPRESSEDNATIONS
The CPUSA expressed the national question in
the words of Harry Haywood thusly: “[i]ndus-
trialization in the Black Belt is not, as is general-
lythecaseincoloniesproperlyspeaking, incon-
tradiction with the ruling interests of the impe-
rialist bourgeoisie, which has in its hands the
monopoly of all industry; but insofar as indus-
try is developed here, it will in no way bring a
solution to the question of living conditions of
the oppressed Negro majority, nor to the agrar-
ian question, which lies at the basis of the na-
tional question. On the contrary, this question
is still further aggravated as a result of the in-
crease of the contradictions arising from the
pre-capitalist forms of exploitation of the Ne-
gro peasantry and of a considerable portion of
the Negro proletariat (miners, forestry work-
ers,etc.) intheBlackBelt,and,atthesametime,
owing to the industrial development here, the
growth of the most important driving force of
the national revolution, the Black working
class, is especially strengthened.”15

Subject nations are distinguishable from
colonies by the fact that the development of in-
dustry in those nations is not in direct contra-
diction with the development of industry in the
imperial core. For example, Latin-American
and Black industry does not threaten the devel-
opment of Anglo-American industry. The pri-
mary property relationship between those na-
tions and the Anglo-American nation is not a
land relation (unlike the Indigenous nations)
but rather a series or complex of judicial, legal,
and de facto property relations.
The Black Nation. New Afrika, the Black Belt,
whatever name we wish to give it: there is, con-
tained within the US settler empire, in the re-
gions of old planter domination, a cohesive na-
tion that remains in chains to this day. The legal
forms have changed, but the material reality re-
mains the same. Although the the Sharecrop-
per’s movement of the 30s and the Black Power
movement of the 60s both won concessions,
those gains are now being walked back and
overturned by the planter governments.16 The
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oppression of chattel slavery has been substi-
tuted by debt peonage, mass incarceration (and
the accompanying judicial slavery), uneven
loan application/relief, uneven deployment of
federal funds, ghettoization programs like
redlining, and so on and so on. This new com-
plex of property relations replaces the slave re-
lation in form, but preserves the slave relation
in function: to make Black property bear the
brunt of capital appropriation, to make Black
labor power cheap and bountiful for capital ex-
ploitation, and to keep Black communities
from developing national consciousness and
rising in an empire-wide rebellion. The specter
of Black rebellion has driven Bourbon planter
reaction since the foundation of their class: the
ghostsofNatTurnerandToussaintL’Ouvertu-
re weigh heavy on the minds of the southern
garrison-police.
The Black Belt, a swathe of territory that de-
scribes a sickle-blade across the US south, is
home to over half of the Black citizens of the
empire. The original slave population was not a
nation when it was transported. Those slaves
were the children of many African nations,
sharing no common language, culture, or geog-
raphy. However, through the very act of bring-
ing these people into the US south, the old
planters forged a new nation. It is through the
shared hardship of the slave relation that dias-
poraofdisparateAfricannationswereforcedto
share a geographical territory, to develop a
common language, to share their economic re-
lations. The free labor of this new nation was
used to raise huge plantations; the slave power
was the foundation of the entire southern
planter way of life. In the north, the slave trade

was the basis of Bostonian prosperity. Without
the slave trade, the settler colonies would have
remained backward and undeveloped, mere
sites of resource extraction for their European
masters.
This nation was historically constituted by the
conditions of transplantation into the US
south; forged from a dozen home nations, tem-
pered by the transport through the West In-
dies, and molded by the century and a half of
chattel slavery through which its people suf-
fered. This was the genesis of the Black nation,
which was a nation in chattel slavery’s chains.
Even after the end of chattel slavery, this nation
was singled out by the repressive apparatus of
the post-Reconstruction Jim Crow period and
the new legal environment that now prevails.17

In 2017, 58% of Black Americans lived in the
south. Although this is substantially reduced
from the height of the Black Belt (during Re-
construction over 2/3rds of the Black popula-
tion was concentrated in the Black Belt), it re-
mains the national territory of the Black nation.
Outposts in the north were established after
Reconstruction through migration away from
the pervasive lynch terror of the Redeemers,
the Klan, and their planter masters. These out-
postswereprimarily industrial throughtheear-
ly and middle 20th century, focused in New
York, Chicago, and California.
Race in the US empire is based on a phenotypi-
cal phenomenon; that is, the ruling powers
want to know what you look like. Once they
have determined your phenotype, they can feel
comfortable sorting you into a racial-legal cate-
gory, which determines your property relation-
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ships to other races. The racial-legal category hard-
ened after the end of overt racial slavery, integrated
directly in the superstructure of US law, rather than
the economic bondage of the slave, which exists in
the base. Throughout the period of judicial segrega-
tion, this was encoded in the law. Jim Crow was not
merely a psychological terror, but primarily an eco-
nomic terror designed to make the vast swathes of
“dangerous” former slaves into economic subjects of
the ruling planter class. In fact, the primary mode of
the economic terror exerted in the US settler empire
is racial terror, and the primary method of digestion
ofrecalcitrantpopulations is throughcolonialpower
and the further subjection of oppressed and colo-
nized nationalities.
However, the efforts at stunting the development of
the Black nation and deforming its shape ironically
stimulated its cohesion. Jim Crow created a forced
economic interrelationship; slavery forced a com-
mon culture; redlining and predatory lending prac-
tices have forced the creation of a Black national ter-
ritory.
Why Is the Black Belt Not A Colony? What is the dif-
ference between the Black Belt and other Black na-
tional territories, and the colonized nations and se-
mi-colonized nations that the US holds as imperial
subjects? The Black labor force is not primarily used
in extractive labor; that is, there is no contradiction
between the development of industry in the Black
national territory and the interests of imperial capi-
talists in the rest of the US empire. In fact, Black la-
bor has been critical to spurring industrial develop-
ment in Alabama, Chicago, St. Louis, and elsewhere.
Inacolony, thecreationof industrycontrolledbythe
national bourgeoisie is a revolutionary act. In the
Black national territories, the national bourgeoisie
have a much more complex relationship with the im-
perial bourgeoisie. They can not merely be divided
into those compradors who serve imperial interests
and the national bourgeoisie who can be harnessed
for revolutionary ends. In the Black national territo-
ry, thenationalbourgeoisiecanbeeitherprogressive
or reactionary. There is a reactionary nationalism
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that flowered in Garveyism and other separatist
movements; these seek total withdrawal from the
imperial territory.
In an oppressed nation, national self-determination
must be safeguarded not only from right com-
pradors, but also from right national bourgeoisie.
Petty bourgeois nationalism is opposed to the prole-
tarian nationalism of the Black nation. Correct anal-
ysis and correct theory will allow us to identify the
most revolutionary tack to take in any given situa-
tion. Failure to adhere to correct analysis and failure
to produce correct theory will permit the retrench-
ment of reaction or “great nation” chauvinism. We
must fight both the assimilationist strain and the re-
actionary strain; these both arise from the relation-
ship between the Black petit-bourgeoisie and the
settler bourgeoisie.

THECREATIONOF INDUSTRY IS
REVOLUTIONARY INTHECOLONIES
The establishment of national industries and the na-
tional control of markets inside colonies are revolu-
tionary acts. This is because the national economy of
a colony is in direct contradiction with the driving
forces of the imperial economy. The imperial econo-
my cannot permit national economies to develop, or
elsetheprofits thenationreapswillaccelerate.Thus,
all national ownership of industry, all national bour-
geois accessions in colonies is inherently revolution-
ary because it challenges the world-imperial system
of capital. It is the function of imperialism to export
capital into the colonies in order to make use of the
cheap labor. The development of national sources of
capital challenge this, restrict markets for the impe-
rialists, improve the living conditions of workers
(and therefore raise the costs of operation within the
colony, as the socially average labor reproduction
cost rises). This, in turn, threatens the rate of profit.
Self-determination for the colonies includes control
of the markets, the labor force, and industries to re-
side in the national bourgeoisie and to be taken from
the compradors, foreigners, and imperial governors.
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The same cannot be said for the oppressed na-
tions; because industry and commerce in op-
pressed nations are not in contradiction with
the imperial order, but rather are under the
constant threat of imperial appropriation, sub-
ject nations develop two strains of reactionary
ideology:reactionaryassimilationismandreac-
tionary nationalism. These must be counter-
posed with the one true revolutionary tack:
proletarian nationalism and an answer to the
Agrarian Question.

WHERE IS THE
LUMPENPROLETARIAT?
The classical Marxist category of the lumpen-
proletariat is analytically incoherent. It repre-
sents a misstep in the theory of Marxism that
has inhered in analysis for a century. To contest
this, we must understand what we mean by
class and quasi-class. A class is a group of people
who share common interests based on their re-
lationship to the means of production; a quasi-
class is a cross-class group that share common
interests based on their property relationships
as they are codified in juridical and social struc-
tures. Marx argued that industrial society had
reduced the complex network of classes down
to three: the proletariat, the petit-bourgeoisie,
and the haute bourgeoisie.18

The classes of prior economic modes persist
even in industrial capitalism and certainly tend
to dominate in the peripheral regions where
capitalism has, through its own actions in the
core, failed to develop. Slaves, serfs, peasants,
debt peons, all continue to exist, partially di-
gested, within the capitalist world.19

The lumpenproletariat was identified as that
portion of the proletariat that is de-classed,
turned into a semi-permanent surplus popula-
tion, the standing ranks of the reserve army of
the unemployed. To 19th and early 20th centu-
ry theorists, these included the disabled, the
unhoused, criminals, and other populations
that they believed could not develop class con-
sciousness. This is essentially a racist, ableist,
relic. These surplus populations are part of the

class of people who would otherwise sell their
labor for a wage. They are firmly proletarian.
Their revolutionary potential is not only
present, but heightened, due to the subjection
of these groups (prisoners, unhoused, etc.) to
additional outside pressures in addition to
class.
Where apparent members of this class are not
proletarian because they do not need to sell
their labor, theybelongtoanotherclass;power-
ful criminals that operate many criminal enter-
prises are bourgeoisie. Mid-level criminals may
be petit-bourgeois. To classify all these groups
as“lumpen”isanalytically incoherent,arewrit-
ing of theory to fit an ideological purpose, to ex-
clude these groups from those with revolution-
ary potential. It is a form of begging the ques-
tion that damages the analytical capacity of the-
ory that attempts to deploy it.
This group is drawn overwhelmingly from the
doubly oppressed proletarians of the colonized
and oppressed nations. Criminalization along
racial lines creates these conditions and acts as
a radicalizing lever. The national proletarians
aretheheirsandinheritorsof thenationalques-
tion – and it is their revolutionary nationalism
that must drive the progress of national self-de-
termination in the oppressed and colonized na-
tions.

THEAGRARIANQUESTION IS
REVOLUTIONARY INTHE
OPPRESSEDNATIONALREGIONS
“The[BlackBelt]Question intheUnitedStates
is agrarian in origin. It involves the problem of
a depressed peasantry living under a system of
sharecropping, riding-boss supervision, debt
slavery, chronic land hunger, and dependency
—in short, the plantation system, a relic of
chattel slavery.”20

In the period following the Civil War, 14% of
the farmland in the US was owned by the Black
nation.Blackownershipof farmlandis less than
2%throughouttheUStoday.21 Mostof theagri-
cultural land in the Black Belt is owner-operat-
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ed.22 This statistic disguises what is essentially a
Euro-American petty bourgeois relationship to
the land, because these so-called owner-farm-
ers, while they may be “operators,” employ
farmhands, harvesters, and a great deal of labor
outside of their own. The data provided by the
USDA does not distinguish between one-fami-
ly farms, in which the majority of work is done
by the owners, and large-scale planting opera-
tions. These owner-operated farms make up
62% of the farms of the Black Belt, with the rest
being landlord-owned farms. In both cases,
these form the basis of power of both a Euro-
American petty bourgeois and a Euro-Ameri-
can corporate bourgeois planter class, respec-
tively. The farmland is firmly in the hands of
two strata of the imperial oppressor nation.
The promise of Black land ownership may have
completed the bourgeois revolution in the
south after the Civil War – this was certainly its
intention.ThepromiseofBlacklandownership
was never carried out. The Union Army
promise of “40 acres and a mule” never materi-
alized. The lack of access to land has created a
situation in which the Black nation cannot re-
produce itself without going directly to the op-
pressor nation for the viands upon which it
must live. It is cut off from the very lifeblood of
social reproduction. In order to strike at this
critical deficiency in the heart of the Black na-
tion, we must support a program of land re-
form.
Therewasaminorshift in fortunesfortheBlack
nation, and some families did manage to retain
their farmland through the worst of the share-
cropper years, the Depression, the bull weevil
infestations, and the other crises (both manu-

factured and environmental) that beset Black
land ownership in the south. But since 1950,
98%ofBlacklandownershiphasbeenexpropri-
ated by banks, planters, and governments.23

This represents the loss of 12 million acres of
farmland. This expropriation was begun by ille-
gal USDA pressures and loans, as well as loan
denial by Euro-American controlled federal
subsidy boards. By 2008, the process was com-
pleted with the mass-purchasing of land by
enormous pension funds that put small farms
out of business.
There were one million Black farmers in 1914.
By1992, thatnumberhaddecreasedto18,000.
BlackBeltcountiestendtobepoorerthanthose
around them, due to the expropriation, lack of
federal services, etc. The COVID pandemic has
increased the level of expropriation by dispro-
portionately granting relief to Euro-American
businesses. In material effect, this represents a
massive shift in wealth. Black and Euro-Ameri-
can wealth has been fed into the government
and then redistributed only to Euro-Ameri-
cans. Nearly half of Black petit-bourgeois busi-
nesses have closed as a result of the crisis.24 The
number of total active business owners fell by
22%. Black business owners fell by 41%. Latinx
business owners fell by 32%. Asian business
owners dropped by 26%.25 This is the property
relation of race expressed by vicious action of
the US government in response to the COVID
crisis.
While the Black nation has been subject to vi-
cious expropriation like the Indigenous na-
tions, there has been no effort to liquidate the
Black population in the same settler colonial
manner. This is because Black labor is valuable

TheCOVIDpandemic has increased the level of
expropriation by disproportionately granting relief to

Euro-American businesses. Inmaterial effect, this
represents amassive shift inwealth.
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to the planters and their northern industrial al-
lies. The use of Black labor to break white
strikes throughout the 20s and 30s is a histori-
cally documented source of racial tensions. De-
velopment of national industry and national
control of markets is not revolutionary in the
oppressed nations; the oppressed nations are
not limited to extractive industry by the op-
pressors, and development of national markets
does not challenge the supremacy of the op-
pressor nation’s economy. While the op-
pressed nations have their own economic life, it
is not as subjected to the control of the oppres-
sor nation; while they are subject to oppressor
expropriation, that expropriation is not direct-
ed at extractive labor-power or direct land ex-
propriation. Instead, the revolutionary posi-
tion is to demand self-determination and land
distribution to the oppressed.
The agrarian question can only be answered by
giving soil to the tillers; the land within the na-
tional territories must be turned over to the op-
pressed nations. This would likely come as a
step prior to collectivization. The Black nation
and other oppressed nations must not be sev-
ered from the support of the earth and its fruits,
or it can never know self-determination.

NATIONALSELF-DETERMINATION
FORCOLONIESANDOPPRESSED
NATIONS
Self-determination is the rallying cry. Political
self-determination is the same among the
colonies and oppressed nations, but how that
political self-determination will be realized is
not uniform across colonies and oppressed na-
tions. We must be careful to attend to the con-
tradiction inculcated by the actions of the US
empire as well; the Black nation, like the other
oppressed nations (but not the colonized In-
digenous nations) was created by imperial op-
pression. These nations were given a common

economic life and culture by virtue of the defor-
mations imposed on them from outside. But
these nations are still occupying a territory that
is, or should be, under the sovereignty of In-
digenous nations from whom it was stolen. This
contradiction presents a point of tension that
may yet prove to be non-antagonistic, but
which must be carefully attended to.
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