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Introduction

The every-four-year U.S. presidential elections amaternationalist Democrat Al Gore—the would-be leader
important historical junctures in which forces across tled U.S. imperialism’s global domination—whose most
political spectrum assess the current conditions facing tt@mpelling argument is that his anti-Left centrism is a
U.S. nation state and present competing strategies ford¢bascious tactic to defeat the truly dangerous reactionary
future of the country. Whatever strategies contend, &korge Bush.
political perspectives are analyzing the same conditions of
the new world order, and all agree that the U.S. imperiali$dur purpose in writing this article is not to resolve the issue
is the leader, indeed dominator, of the transnational capitadisselecting a candidate to vote for, but rather to use this
system. All of us on the Left in the U.S., by which wenoment of national, indeed international, focus on the
mean the anti-racist, anti-imperialist Left, can use ttstrategies contending for leadership of U.S. imperialism to
presidential election as an opportunity to examine the statéculate and extend our anti-imperialist strategy and to
of our own work, the state of the nation, and the statestfengthen the anti-imperialist movement.
the world, in order to clarify our strategy and to evolve
specific tactical interventions. The superficial and in somi®wards this end, we at the Strategy Center and Bus
ways self-important question currently consuming marmiders Union (BRU) have focused on mass work that can
progressives—"Who should ‘we’ vote for?"—masks &e strengthened during this period of national elections.
far larger problem for the Lefthe anti-racist, anti- As one tactic, we placed a full page ad in the Western
imperialist Left in the heart of the world’s imperialistedition of theNew York Timethat posed the question to
superpower is weak and has painfully limited option&l Gore and the Democrats, “Which Side are You On,
in the electoral arena Racism or Civil Rights?” The ad challenged Gore to
intervene in the Bus Riders Union civil rights campaign
In the post-sixties decades, as the Left has been in dedigainst the Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation
and the Demaocratic party has moved further to the Rigthority (MTA.) On August 15, the Bus Riders Union
this problem has become more pronounced. Today auganized a march of more than 1,000 people to the
electoral choices are extremely limited. We can refuse@@mocratic National Convention in Los Angeles
participate as part of an effort to highlight the largdemanding that Gore and the Democratic Party take action
percentage of the population that does not take part intheenforce Title VI of the 1964 civil rights act by
process (whether by exclusion or choice). We can makerenediately cutting off all federal funds to the Los Angeles
protest vote for a marginal candidate representing a LBfTAs multi-billion dollar rail projects and force allocation
organization like the Peace and Freedom Party. We @imore than $1 billion to improve the inner-city bus system
vote for Ralph Nader, a disenchanted liberal Democré&r people of color. In a second tactic, at a public meeting
because he is running on the Green Party platform @nd.os Angeles, the BRU leadership challenged Ralph
there is some chance of a viable third party status for tdader and the Green Party to focus on anti-racist and
Greens. Or we can vote for the anti-Left centriginti-imperialist demands rather than a narrow white

1



consumerism. The Strategy Center is also using dur\/oting Rights vs. Minority Rights,

publicationAhoraNowto present our contending strategy{yman Rights and Self-Determination
Toward a Program of Resistance: We Make These

Demands Against the Institutions of U.S. Imperialis
g P Srqgue ground rules of the U.S. electoral system construct the

and to expand a national debate about the election , . o : .
P C ¥1text for the pro-imperialist political parties to contain

encouraging people to write commentaries such as oL, : : : .
Finally, as the Strategy Center continues our ongoing W(S;Jp(allenges to their POWET. The Umtg d Stf?‘te? s built on
é)nquest, slavery, genocide and empire. This history shapes

to strengthen the anti-racist, anti-imperialist network in L & » . :
Angeles, we are encouraging all people and organizatig political culture today, as elections are dominated by a

to use this moment of national focus to place demands\(/;v. uvinist, punitive, and aggressively racist white majority,

all the political parties and candidates. N mlnorlty'communltles balldly’spllton ideological and class

lines, and with many of society’s most oppressed members
Our tactical proposal is for the self-identified anti-?E?S?S“;“fjn‘g;rrigeﬁ;rid’;e”rgioccé‘gr‘]tergtdeiS{iZ‘E‘lﬂg@gggﬁ?'
racist, anti-imperialist political tendencies in the U.S Y

to make a coordinated set of demands on atneverystructure ofvoting inthe U.S.

candidates, and to focus on building a unity of progra . .
more than a unity of votae propgose toyma?(e %urn}he U.S. electoral system is structured to give power to
' ose who are entitled to vote and does not protect the

decisions on who to vote for after a period of trying t nstitutional and human rights of racial and ethnic minorities

struggle with and influence the Greens and yes, t %m the abuses of ra?:ist voting majorities. U.S

Democrats. We understand that some will choose to bri e X Co
%‘stltutlonal theory acknowledges the rights of the minority

. . . C
those demands primarily into the Gore campaign where LS "

P y palg e level of concept, but its history has shown it is not so

practice. The U.S. Declaration of Independence and

others will focus on pressuring Ralph Nader and tﬁ'f‘é
onstitution evolved certain theories of “inalienable rights”

Greens. But the goal is to build a greater unity of politi

that can last far after the election. ) ) :
and a “bill of rights” to protect members of society from
the invasive use of police and military force and “the tyranny
of the majority"—initially in revolutionary war against the

1. Adiscussion of the particular problem in electorﬁlritis.h monarchy: Thes? quty and in fact progressive

politics of how “voting rights” structurally obliterates eories of protecting the individual and groups from state
repression, such as freedom of speech and assembly, were

minority rights . :
5 A reviewtgf (?urstrategy by way of reference to thr('eestrlcted from the outset based on the assumption that

Strategy Center's programmatic demands society” meant white male property owners, and “rights

3. A brief review of how the issues that concern us haeg rtaineq to the white, male, bourgeois class that wa; in
been addressed by the Clinton administration ntagonism to the crown. Thus the term “bourgeois

: emocracy” means the rights of the capitalists against the
practices King, not a working class democracy opposed to the
The pro-imperialist candidates Gore and Bush 9, 9 y opp

The opposition candidate Nader capitalists.
An assessment of what is at stake in the electora Sr centuries, in a nation built upon the genocidal conquest
choice and its impact on the concerns of the Leff ' b g N

(whichwill likely influence how we actually registero indigenous lands and black African slavery, the concept
our vote), and

of “majority vote” has enabled white male property owners
7. Areview of possible tactics during the time of th

Eo determine the rights of others. Those with votes have
election and some thoughts on where we go aﬁ%rrgued amonlg themsglve; as to whether those without the
November. vqte can 'vote, those with .rlghts have debated Wh.e.ther thpse

without rights can have rights. Thus, after the Civil War, it

took a white male electoral majority to pass thé 13

Amendment freeing the slaves, thé Ashendment making

them citizens with equal protection under the law, and the

15" Amendment, giving them the “right” to vote. It was

also white male voters who, by 1877, overturned the

The remainder of this article follows this outline:
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progressive and revolutionary achievements of the post-
civil war Reconstruction and imposed Jim Crow laws uring the height of the anti-racist movements of the 1960s
literally re-enslave the recently freed blacks. In 1919jmthe U.S., the Black Panthers called for a referendum by
male electorate finally voted for women’s suffrage. Still, tall black people to determine their relationship to the United
this day, it is the unwillingness of the white male voters Btates, and while Malcolm X proposed that black people
representative bodies across the country that haye to the United Nations to assert human rights
prevented the ratification of the Equal Rights Amendmeiidependent of the U.S. system. During that period, anti-
In each of these situations, the vote-less have had to fitak resisters denied the legitimacy of the U.S. government
ways to pressure, appeal to, and compromise with th@séegally” wage a genocidal war in Vietnam and engaged
with voting power in order to gain any rights. The norm af a wide variety of draft and anti-war resistance tactics to
majority voting behavior, on the other hand, has beendRallenge an unjust and imperialist war. This extra-legal,
further institutionalize exclusion at every opportunity.  extra-electoral perspective is the unique contribution of
the anti-imperialist Left to the electoral debate, and it retains
In California over the past decade, racist, conservatiygémpelling relevance, perhaps even greater, today.
majorities have voted in favor of cleverly crafted attacks
on minorities using the general election initiative procesgne worst error for the anti-imperialist Left would not be
Proposition 187, “Save Our State” denies medical cagg.yote for the “wrong” candidate, but rather to raise
education, and even food to undocumented immigranigjsions about the electoral system in the heart of the U.S.

Proposition 184, “Three Strikes and You're Out” imposgsmpire at a time when our unique responsibility is to
mandatory life sentences on many low-income blaG,alienge its fundamental precepts.

Latino, Native American, and Asian men; Proposition 209,

“The Civil Rights Initiative” outlaws state-supportedrye anti-imperialist Left has the responsibility to raise the

affirmative action programs; Proposition 21, “the Juvenilg st fndamental but revolutionary challenge to the system
Justice Initiative” imposes adult sentences on black If: The human rights of all peoples, but especially

brown youth; Proposition 227, “English for the Children’r’ninority groups and groups without suffrage, are

eliminates language rights and bilingual education prograjis|aple. The rights of oppressed nationality peoples,
for Latino and Asian immigrants. indigenous peoples, and immigrants cannot be voted

_ i _ away or abrogated by the dominant racial group or
At the national level, in the past eight years, a steady stregm other form of electoral or political majority
of Supreme Court decisions have given the police

expanded rights to elicit coerced confessions, allow@\?hen we take this perspective on electoral politics, we

tainted evidence to be admitted in court, overturned . <.q that there is. in fact. a need for a strong
minority electoral districts, and restricted the authority and |\ - 0 G diccbedience. the refusal to

remedies of _ciyil rights laws. The U.S. Congres_s andt Bide by unjust laws, and militant direct action—to
Clinton admlnlstra_ltlon have passed the E]_‘fectlve Deaznallenge the entire legitimacy of the electoral system, and
Pe_nalty actthat vplate_s habeas corpus rights that h o %revent the enforcement of racially-biased and class-
existed for centuries in an effort to make sure th e ,

effectively execute the far over-represented black and sedinitiatives.

brown prisoners on death row. Today, nine states have

life-time bans on the right to vote for felons who have been

relea_sed from custody. Th(_e Sent_encing Projgct m Towards an Anti-Racist,

Washington D.C., as Earl Ofari Hutchinson reportsin t . .

Los Angeles Times, estimates that 40% of black men vt%ﬁnt" Imperialist Program

be permanently barred from voting in those states. The

Clinton administration that talked about voting rights has we look at our options in 2000, we face a daunting
been conspicuously silent as the states first arrest blgRrnational situation. The anti-imperialist U.S. Left has in
and Latino men on unjust charges and then deny themtit@past been invigorated by revolutionary international
vote when they get out of prison. These measures amadifitditions; yet the current conditions—collapse of the first
to the latest version of the poll tax and other legal maneuvg@gialist experiments, the weakness of the Left in most
designed to deny black people the franchise. countries, and the virtually unchallenged hegemony of the
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U.S. in the world today—create a sense of restricted « The McGovern campaign in 1972 that was

historical possibilities. Within the U.S., a predominantly explicitly for civil rights and against the war in
white, affluent, conservative-to-reactionary electoral Vietnam and which also challenged some of the
constituency wants to participate in the spoils of U.S. most reactionary forces inside the Democratic

ascendancy, reinforcing a situation in which the electoral party.
“debate” between the two pro-imperialist Parties has ¢ The Jesse Jackson/Rainbow Coalition insurgency
never been more narrow or based on more common  within the Democratic party in 1984 and 1988.
assumptions. Whatever plan the contenders carry out, it  The Clinton campaign in 1992 in which a centrist
will most likely be a variation with the same imperialist Democrat tried to head off 12 straight years of
strategic objectivestabilize the system so it lives as far-right Republican control and the danger of a
long as possible, keep the U.S. on top, and consolidate  permanent Republican presidency.
the two party consensus for empire that prevents the
development of an effective anti-imperialist LeButin the present situation, the two pro-imperialist parties
resistance. are so very close in their overarching strategies, and as we
will argue, the Nader/Green party is marred with terminal
Since the electoral ground rules construct a stacked deehkite chauvinismThus, however we choose to exercise
there is not presently the possibility of an anti-racist, antiur vote based on an assessment of the stakes, we are
imperialist electoral majority. That is why we have choserot proposing that this is a time in history that warrants
to prioritize organizing mass struggles, whenever possitee Left to actively support any party or candidate.
placing them in an international context, to directly challenge
the corporations and the government, and why we ha®er tactical approach, instead, focuses on using
been wary of proposals to enter into a struggle for powadectoral politics to fight for expansion of rights while
within an electoral system in which the most privilegeexposing the structural racism and moral bankruptcy of
classes and strata debate their division of the spotlse electoral system as well as deepening the
However, is not inconsistent to understand the fundamentabderstanding of all involved about the operations of
undemocratic nature of the electoral system and yet dedgiperialism. We believe this can be done by challenging
to participate in electoral campaigns, to exercise oné'®se who seek election with specific demands that are
“right” to vote or urge that others do so. simultaneously achievable under the so-called
“democratic rights” system of governance and are
Indeed, there have been important junctures in U.S. histamenching to the political economy of U.S. imperialism.
when the stakes of elections are high, and the Le&s referencedarlier, athe BRUour main choices have
whatever its strength, could see differences that warraneskn to fight the MTA service cuts, to put resources
intervention in the form of support of specific Parties andto the bus drivers strike, to formulate demands that
candidates. Such instances involving the presidency hatker forces in the U.S. could bring to bear against all
included: major parties, and to explore tactics in which social
movements with specific demands could try to find
* The Radical Republicans and Reconstruction points of leverage in the electoral campaign. Such
the post Civil War period in which liberal capitalistscampaigns include Free Mumia, end the racist death
anti-feudal northerners, the freed slaves, and somenalty, and the BRU’s three major demands, 1)
poor white workers allied in a very progressiv&ederal government—Enforce Title VI of the 1964 Civil
coalition to keep federal troops in the South arilights Act and the Bus Riders Union’s Civil Rights
enforce the 18 14", and 1% amendments. Consent Decree; Bederal governmentPlace an
* The Franklin Delano Roosevelt New Dealmmediate Moratorium on All Federal Funds for rail
progressive alliance with the Left, communists aratojects in Los Angeles, and 3) MTA—Allocate $1
the trade unions inside the U.S., and thigllion to purchase and operate 1,000 new buses for
international united front against Fascism, ithe city’s minority bus riders. To further this goal, the
particular Nazi Germany, fascist Japan and Italgtrategy Center’s Program Demand Group document,
including a tactical alliance with the Soviet UnionTowards a Program of Resistané@cuses on Six
* The Mississippi Freedom Democratic Partgategories of challenges to the practices of the institutions
challenge to the Democrats in 1964. of U.S. imperialism:



1. Responsibility for Interventions Around the Globe + U.S. Congress—increase and expand, rather than

2. Responsibility for National Oppression and Racism reduce or eliminate, gift and inheritance taxes, and
Within the United States earmark to fund social welfare programs.

3. Responsibility for the Subjugation of Women < U.S. government—nationalize and fund all medical
Around the Globe and Inside the U.S. care, so that all residents, regardless of immigration

4. Responsibility for the Degradation of the status, including prisoners, receive equal and free
Environment and the Destruction of Public Health medical care.

5. Responsibility for Attacks on Social Welfare Within  »  U.S. government—support and facilitate the basic
the United States rights of self-determination for black, Latino, and

6. Responsibility for Denial of Rights Internationally Asian populations and indigenous peoples in the
and Domestically United States, including the right to devise electoral

proposals for political representation.
The document crafts strategic demands as well as specific
campaign demands in each category to creatdtiafrom the point of view of the struggle for these demands
programmatic baseline from which organizers and activigtgt we look at the electoral campaign and the candidates
can proceed to questions of strategy and tactics. SevéralJ.S. president, leader of U.S. imperialism.
specific campaign demands are listed below to help frame
our approach to the examination of the candidates to whom
we will make challenges.
[ll. Clinton/Gore: A Balance Sheet
* U.S. government—cease exploitation obf Eight Years of their Center-Right
indigenous peoples and destruction of their landstrate gy
* U.S. government, Group of 7 countries and their
various U.S. dominated Irlternat'Onabemocratic presidential candidate Al Gore tries to

rat —cancel all Third World debt withou . : . :
222;&2:68 simultaneously claim the achievements of his partnership

. U.S. government—open the borders, allow fre\gith Clinton while distancing himself from what he

passage of immigrants, abolish the Immigration a [ rceives as Clinton’s personal vulnerability. While Gore
Naturalization Service’ blithely proclaims “l am my own man,” itis his past record

. U.S.federal and state governments—free the Utgat can best predict his future practice. Let’s look at the
TWdMiIIion by immediately releasing from prison'ca'refuI.Iy-crafted center—r!ght Democratic Leadership
allindigenous, black, Asian/Pacific Islander, ang ouncil (BLC) plan that Clinton and Gore perfected.

Latino colonial subjects; fund community

controlled education, detoxification, and jObThe Clinton administration opened its
placement services. campaign with gestures to the Left, moved to

* U.S.governmentand corporations—reverse gl . o idate the Center, and then to draw
policies that foster, explicitly or tacitly, the SUper'support from the Right

exploitation of women, trafficking in women,

articularly at U.S. military bases, and acts of . :
Eatred andyvi olence agains¥wom en During the 1980s, when the Democrats became convinced

. U.S. government—reinstate Aid to Families V\ﬁtﬁhat there was no historical possibility of a pro-black, liberal
Dependent Children and guarantee jobs orincorrl-r%(?moCrat who could get elected, and traumatized by
free childcare, transportation, and health care. Reagan's defeat of Carter and Mondale, and George

. US.g overnm,ent—impl ement a zero tolerance faUS's trouncing of Dukakis, they created the Democratic
carcinogens policy, prohibit the manufacture, us fe_adership Council, a “centrist” caucus of Dem_ocrats

and distribution of a specific list of knownrving to become “New Democrats.” They consciously

carcinogenic and toxic chemicals by U Sdistanced themselves from federal funding of social
" “programs, afraid of Reagan’s clever charges of “tax and

corporations and the Pentagon. . . : )
. U.S.govemnment—make environmental racism arspend liberals;” they deliberately distanced themselves from

degradation by U.S. corporations a criminal offen Sy defense of civil rights, implicitly agreeing with the Right's
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defense of white rights and claims of “revers@ill Clinton became the king of the bull
discrimination;” they consciously courted the businessarket, the soldier who “breaks down”
community, trying to distance themselves from “antebstacles to U.S. capitalist penetration, the
business” Democrats in the age of the free market. Baltchitect of an international neoliberal
Clinton and Richard Gephardt were among its foundegogram of inclusion and co-optation.

and Bill Clinton was its first successful nominee in 1992.

In his 1992 presidential campaign, Clinton ran on a muted
It is hard to remember now that the Clinton/Gore Campaigapuﬁst theme that economic Stab|||ty is good for everyone
in 1992 drew from the Left and Right to form its centrish the United States, and reached out in particular to the
political strategy. It needed Left campaign workers afghite working and middle class. This appeal was
Right voters in order to seize the presidency. Appealingdgpularized by advisor James Carville with the slogan, “It's
the Left, the Clinton administration outlined a bold plan fqr']e economy, Stupid_" The new wave Capita"st classin the
universal health care—not the progressive “single payesjjicon Valley, which Clinton and Gore had long since
Canadian plan, but one in which the government wow@urted in anticipation of the global political impact of the
subsidize the insurance companies who in turn woulghh tech stock market, understood that whatever appeal

finance, and profit from, a fundamentally private medicd|inton made to the electorate, what he meant was “It's
system. His plan was mauled by the strong male chauvinis, imperialism, stupid!”

backlash against the administration’s chief health-care

advocate First Lady Hillary Clinton, and by the power of recentNew York Timearticle explained that in the eight
the medical insurance lobby to influence Congress, includigars of the Clinton and Gore administration, the “wealth
members of the Democratic Party. Clinton dropped tl‘@%p" between rich and poor in the U.S. has widened
single most publicized campaign initiative and neveionsiderably. The fact that America Online, an internet
touched it again. startup only a few years ago, was able to take over Time
Warner, the largest traditional media conglomerate in the
Clinton/Gore campaigned with a promise to expand gaybrid, is symbolic of the enormous capitalist revolution
lesbian rights, very courageous in itself, but the effort wagider Clinton. It's no surprise that an email joke circulating
beaten back by the reactionary U.S. army. Clinton quickly Europe recently made the front page oftiternational
collapsed, deferring to his electoral constituency on thgrald Tribune“in a surprise announcement, AOL Time
Right. “Don’task, don't tell” is a massive violation of first\armer announced Friday that it had acquired France. This

amendment and gay/lesbian rights, and in many way$igrks the first time that a multimedia company has
worse than the status quo ante. purchased an entire nation.”

By 1994, Clinton was confronted by the success of Ney{deed, Clinton has used the Department of
Gingrich's brilliantly organized Contract With America,commerce, the Agency for International Development,
which led to a massive Republican victory in thgnd the State Department—shaped in its early stages
Congressional elections. In response, Clinton developgg corporate lawyer Warren Christopher and Third
aplan called “triangulation” in which he posited himself ag/orid trade manipulator Ron Brown—to help U.S.
“independent” of both Democrats and Republicans. Theggnsnational corporations penetrate Europe, east and
voters were the conservative, racist working class a@gst, China, and every Third World nation possible.
middle class whites who were the primary beneficiariespfis com plex penetration of foreign markets and the
the New Deal, but defected to Reagan and Bush in explisifort to integrate them into a world “American system”

opposition to civil rights, abortion rights, and anti-wafed by U.S. transnsnationals has defined the Clinton/
politics. Democratic liberals meekly protested, but theyore foreign policy.

had no where to go. It worked—Clinton landed on his

feetand was re-elected in 1996. In search of new markets and in defense of old ones,
Clinton virtually invented the military invasion and aerial
bombardment of Kosovo and led the U.S. takeover of
NATO. Clinton has continued, rather than abandoned,
the Bush administration’s scapegoating of Iraq, including
eight more years of U.S. air strikes and starvation of



civilian populations. He has refused to challenge theéhe deep-seated chauvinism of Clinton/Gore

Helms-Burton embargo of Cuba. He has appeased pgapulism has celebrated “working family

Pentagon at every turn, often allocating more funds thealues” while cutting social welfare and

they even requested. successfully co-opting the black and Latino
congressional caucuses, the AFL-CIO, and
even many in the environmental justice

Clinton/Gore ran as environmental movement—the very forces positioned inside

candidates and yet in eight years their the system who could resist it.
policies contributed to U.S. and world

ecological devastation by implementing

; ; U Clinton and Gore, as white Southerners, well understand
neoliberal deregulation policies.

the deeply conservative and racist ideology that is at the
core of the entire society—north and south. They also
When Clinton and Gore were elected, there was enorm@uglerstand that those same white working class families
enthusiasm among mainstream environmentalists, as elperately need economic relief, but would rather starve
as among black, Latino, Asian, and indigenous leaderg@Heath than accept government benefits they believe are

the environmental justice movement, some of whom weggsociated with minority peoples—this is the powerful
included in the “transition team.” But within a few years ¥naterial force of white racism.

became clear that Al Gore’s boBhrth in the Balance

had become reduced to a bed-time fairy tale. Clinton worked a brilliant political alchemy—turning the
Reagan/Bush appeal of “family values” into the slogan
In our own work at the Strategy Center, we have seggined by the AFL-CIO President John Sweeney, “help
the Clinton/Gore administration support the buying afgr working families.” Clinton reached out to the white
selling of air pollution credits and the gutting of strict aifyorking class by calling it what it likes, “the middle class,”
quality standards in Los Angeles, while virtually evergr “those who work hard and play by the rules” and focused
democratic Party candidate and trade union official hagery appeal to “the family” such as family leave, tax cuts
attacked environmental regulations as “killing businesgsr working families. It was as if a woman had to be in a
and jobs.” A new group, Environmentalists Against Gorgyclear family dominated by a man in order to have any
has developed a detailed critique of the Clinton/Gopnefits at all. Unfortunately, this had appeal even to sectors
administration constant practice of breaking promises gfthe black, Latino, and Asian middle classes who have
the environmentin a “cynical orchestrated charade” thgo developed a desire to distance themselves from the
has included: poor, low-wage working class of their own nationalities.

* turning his back on people of Appalachia byrhe flip side of this appeal to “working family values” has
allowing mountains and streams to be destroy@gen the attack on those who receive government welfare
by strip mining benefits—begun ideologically by Reagan’s attacks on

* increasing the logging of what's left of publicly«welfare queens.” While Reagan began the racist diatribe,
owned native and old growth national forests anglvas implemented into policy by Clinton and Gore. Aid

monuments to Families with Dependent Children was a mandate of
* encouraging big sugar plantations to continue tge New Deal, and was dramatically expanded by the anti-
pollute our everglades racist movements of the 1960s. Clinton’s attacks on social
*  promoting offshore oil drilling in Florida, California, welfare protections, forcing women into the workforce
and Alaska without living wage jobs, transportation, or childcare—
* turning the Endangered Species Act into a tool gbne in the most cynical manner right before the 1996
extinction. election—threw black and Latina women and children to

the Gingrich wolves.

Clinton’s ultimate feint-Left-turn-Right exercise was the

sacrifice of progressive black law school professor Lani

Guinier, who Clinton initially proposed for director of the

Justice Department’s Civil Rights division. As an anti-racist
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judicial theorist, Guinier had tried to address the concenpsblic showdown with the Right. Consistent with this
we share about the intractability of white racism bgapitulation, if not consent, to the racist Right take-over
proposing a series of administrative measures that woaldhe legal system, Clinton did virtually nothing to
protect black constitutional and civil rights from the tyrannghallenge that arrangement; instead, for the historically
of the white majority—such as black electoral districts arlitical positions on the Supreme Court he appointed
guaranteed rights for blacks that white majorities coufdoderate to conservative jurists, Stephen Breir and Ruth
not abrogate. She was attacked by the Right as the “quBgaier Ginsburg. On cases regarding criminal justice—
gueen” (not much different from “welfare queen”) usinguestions of searches, warrants, prisoners rights—Breir
the rabid mix of misogyny and racism that fuels whitend Ginsburg have often joined in a bipartisan
supremacist ideology in this country. Clinton droppegkactionary agreement.
Guinier’s nomination like a hot potato, claiming he had
never inhaled any of her law review articles. The bla¢turtherthe Clinton administration, in the name of “reform,”
liberals in the administration put up little fight, focusingupported the Effective Death Penalty and Anti-Terrorism
instead on their own appointments to higher office. ~ Act. The act limited the grounds for appeals—restricting
death row inmates to only “constitutional” violations, as
Combining threats with offers of inclusion, the Clintonbpposed to, for example, procedural violations—as well
Gore team so successfully co-opted their liberal crities tightening timelines (a limit of one year for appeals),
that in the face of the dismantling of welfare, there waghen death penalty lawyers are overworked and can often
no organized resistance by the Congressional Blao#t meet the time table. It also prevented U.S. citizens
Caucus, nor has there been any serious challenge orftbm having virtually any contacts with “foreign”
blockade of Cuba, the institutionalization of a permaneatganizations arbitrarily declared “terrorists” by the
prison industry, or the growing U.S. intervention irfbecretary of State, also without appeal, such as the
Colombia. With the goal of curtailing mass protests, th@rdestan Workers Party (PKK) that is fighting the U.S.
Democratic Party has built ties to many progressives aalty Turkey. Further, the Clinton/Gore team ushered in an
grassroots groups. The Party has convinced many libénaiigration Reform Act that now gives all the power to
black, Latino, Asian/Pacific Islander, and women electelde INS to deport immigrants, destroying the previously
officials that achieving civil rights means getting electetield right of immigrants to challenge INS actions in court.
and easily persuaded liberal “advocacy groups” and AFLhe use of the word “reform” to signal reduction in rights,
CIO unions that any militant challenges will end theiss in Welfare “reform” and Immigration “reform,” is one
“inside” influence. of the pernicious Clinton/Gore maneuvers that has helped
their plan of co-optation.

The Clinton/Gore administration has made Make no mistake about it, Clinton and Gore, and the
conservative judicial appointments and Democratic Leadership Council created an effective
ushered in reactionary criminal justice paradigm, the Center-Right “New Democrat” that has,

policies. like Ronald Reagan before them, dramatically set, and

restricted, the terms of the debate today. The public
With the executive power to make judicial appointmentggrception that there is little to choose between Gore
Clinton has approached his choices from the perspective Bush is partially the product of the narrow differences
of whether they would be approved by the U.S. Senatkat the electorate will really tolerate these days, limits
meaning the conservative and racist wings of thiat were significantly shaped by the last eight years of
Democratic Party and the Republican right wing led bize Clinton administration.
Senate Judiciary Committee Chair Orrin Hatch. During
the Reagan and Bush administrations, the Republicans
made test cases out of the nominations of right-wing
ideologues Robert Bork and Clarence Thomas, losing with
Bork but eventually wearing the Democrats down with
Thomas. While Clinton has proposed a few liberal and
black appointments to less powerful judicial positions that
were rejected by the Republicans, he has never chosen a
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IV. The Pro-Imperialist Candidates Weicker. Lieberman was supported by arch-conservative
Contend William F. Buckley. Lieberman red-baited Weicker for his
courageous stand to lift the blockade of Cuba, “You're
closer to Fidel Castro than to Ronald Reagan.” He has
been one of the leaders of the conservative, pro-business
Democratic Leadership Council caucus in the Democratic

: . . . arty. When Lieberman was nominated, DLC chair Al
The Gore/Lieberman continuation of the Clinton/Gore pI%} om gloated that this was another step in the DLC’s

s difficult to carry out, the campaign must ry to SyntheSi%gikeover of the Democratic Party. Lieberman has been an

a broad pro-imperialist united fr_ont. ltmust appeal 0 ﬂ};l ressive opponent of self-determination for Palestine,
Reagan Democrats and the socially conservative and r if elected, will be a force to further sabotage

Wh'.te male voters while solidifying its b_ase_ among blac egotiations between Israel and the Palestinian Authority.
Latino, and women voters—all the while simultaneous ieberman, and Gore’s Harvard mentor, Marty Peretz,
funning against and courting big business. are Israeli hawks in the Netanyahu mold. As Michael

. . . . Lerner, editor ofTikkunmagazine pointed out, “the
Gore Ipegar_l by running to _the ngh_t in the IorlrnarleEocumentation of Israeli torture of Palestinians, the denial
att_acklr_]g Bill _Bradley f_o r .h's uneq_ulvocal su_pport 9bf human rights, and the oppression of another people were
affirmative action, an1d pl_cklng Joe Lieberman, in ano_thgﬁ irrelevant and uninteresting” to Lieberman. Rather than
averture to the party's Right. By the August ConVent'oﬂl’ustrating religious freedom and an advance for civil rights,

Crslore cou:]d see ft h.?t his e;f(i]r_t t?;pptlesr more co;se_r\(aﬁt%% Lieberman’s aggressive display of his orthodox Jewish
than Bush was failing and his liberal base was dispirit ligious beliefs interjects religion into politics in ways that

he dusted off the racist populism theme which appeal hailed by the religious Riaht and insult all liberal
the white working class family as well as the liberals. Tr?a ! y '910us <19

: . : Eommitments to the separation of church and state.
brand of populist campaign rhetoric demands that he ralil

against easy targets—the HMO's, the tobacco COMPANIER, Gore/Lieberman team can unify their pro-corporate/

thﬁ drgg fC Omﬁ aales,bandthe (t)r']l c%mp%nlef (Ieljpfciallylraé)’gnkmg family constituencies by positioning their
whenin acthe has been on the Occidental Petroleum inistration as aggressive in defense of U.S. national

The Gore/Lieberman Campaign

atelection time t_he Democrats, with the larger work_l wkishly that it was George W.’s father who first tried to
class and minority base, have to attack them as a I’Itlilg

. . uce military spending after the fall of the Soviet Union—
but they continue to contribute large sums of money

both th d the Republi “Big buSi ?},ortly thereafter the Clinton/Gore administration
oth the Democrats and the Republicans. "Big busine lunteered a plan to increase the Pentagon budget. To

understands that Gore and Llebermaq are completely tJﬁgtmatize his intent to lead U.S. military aggression, Gore
to the corporate agenda, and they will all get along j gged in his acceptance speech at the Democratic

fine—indeed, many corporate giants believe they will faWational Convention that he and Joe Lieberman “broke
better—if Gore and Lieberman are elected.

with our party to support the Gulf War,” essentially

Sj | strategic d q ; dt ngstacking those Democrats who had the courage to try to
Ince our central strategic demands are focused (o co the Bush/Powell/Schwartzkopf massacre. This was

national exploitation and oppression by the United Stat?gmam ount to warning the idiotic delegates who were

we were initially pleased when we learned of Gore’s choig‘%pI auding their own castigation that they can expect
of Joseph Lieberman for vice president—not knowing ve

h about him. W deeply and I i other eight years of “triangulation” if Gore gets elected.
mucha out Im. Ve are deeply and personally motValle the issue has subsided in the campaign because the
to fight the anti-Semitism that grips many nations, includi

. ) R Wpartisan militarism leaves little room for debate, we can
the United States. But after some investigation, it beca% ke no mistake in understanding Gore’s intentions

clear that Lieberman is a dangerous conservative who Is
hated by many Jewish progressives and even moderate
liberals in the Congress. The facts speak for themselves.
Lieberman was elected as U.S. Senator from Connecticut
by defeating an independent liberal Republican Lowell



The Bush/Cheney Candidacy discrimination.” Bush will fight for school vouchers and
will attack teachers and teacher’s unions in order to

As we have said, we see George W. Bush and Al Gatiedermine public education and build popular support for
as sharing the same fundamental aim of sustaining L®rivatized and balkanized school system.

imperialism. But their tactical plans are significantly o _
different. Bush proposes a more bellicose internatiorfagorge W. Bush’s record as Governor is frightening on

stance, and domestically has shown he will move agaiff¥ question of the death penalty alone. As Governor, he
pe0p|e of color and women in a coordinated ar‘hﬁs refused to overturn any of the more than 100 executions

vindictive manner. on his watch, even when it was shown in one case that a
defense attorney was drunk during a defendant’s trial. He

George W. is attempnng the S|e|ght of hand formerwefers to hold the record for the most executions in any

practiced by his father, CIA director and then presiderate in the U.S. He will bring this approach to the

George Bush. He promotes himself as a “compassiongfgsidency.

conservative” who wants to lead a “kinder, gentler

America.” Just like his father and Reagan who kicked tiféhile Gore is a true military hawk, supporting Clinton’s

hell out of people of color for twelve years, George W. fgove to bloat the U.S. military budget, Bush has

Super-tough onthe death pena'ty’ m|||ta|ry aggression’ Munually claimed the Gore/Clinton administration has

free-market economics, which secures the white men wiigfunded the Pentagon, giving us some idea of the military

are the base of his support. His efforts at moderate ahdldup he intends.

centrist Republican themes—such as the embarrassing

staged minority night at the Republican convention—igis racism, male supremacy, and saber rattling has served

Ca'cu'ated to appeal to Wh|te Working Class women aWSh We”, and I’einfOl’CGS our Observations abOUt the

minority voters who tend to favor Gore on healthcare, sodgndamentally reactionary nature of the U.S. electorate.

security, and abortion rights, the voters he must drawfgcent polls show that even with Gore’s efforts to placate

order to win. But any fantasy of Bush’s centrism maskghg white male electorate by playing down his most minimal

hard Right wing political program. support for civil rights and women’s reproductive rights,
Bush holds a massive twenty point lead among white men,

Bush will try to create a virtually unregulated economy, iand his support is growing among white married women,

that he and Dick Cheney are, as Nader says, Corporatiwe most influenced and at times intimidated by the white

masquerading as people. Bush virtually pledges tAten to whom they are married.

destruction of every major regulatory agency—the EPA,

OSHA, Food and Drug Administration, and the anti-trugthe Nader forces have often, in their efforts to justify their

and CiVil r|ghts divisions of the Justice Departmengandidacy, tr|ed to m|n|m|ze or at t|meS Oblltel’ate the

Dangerous drugs will be put on the market Soon&iﬁerences between Gore and Bush. A cold sober look at

Microsoft will get off with a slap on the wrist, and every>eorge W. should cut through such facile analysis. Bush

cop in the U.S. will be able to abuse with impunity. The gind the Republicans are overt reactionaries of the most

Companies’ to which both Bush and Cheney are joinedjaf]gerous sort, and the electoral feint to the center makes

the hip, are already salivating about exploiting presentfyem even more so, for their worst damage of course will

restricted off-shore oil reserves that will generate excd@ done if they are elected.

profits and excess ecological damage. And many of the

high-tech companies, such as Cisco, Dell, and Oracle,

despite getting rich through Clinton and Gore, are

aggressively contributing to the Bush/Cheney campaign.

If elected, Bush will offer federal support for the growing
Right-wing racist movements that have attacked bilingual
education, affirmative action and minority youth. And the
Civil Rights division will, as it did under Reagan, focus on
the “rights” of white people suffering “reverse
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VI. The Electoral Opposition: Nader/ Dred Scott decision. These things are not going to be pulled
La Duke back—and if they are it would probably be the greatest

source of revival of civic action in our generation.” Despite

, o . . . eing an attorney, Nader has a chilling ignorance of the
Atfirst reaction, it seems impossible to even consider the g y 919

) s w when it deals with race and racism and an arrogant
difference between Bush and Gore, since the content|o 9

) : . ite chauvinism when he conveys a flippant reassurance
betvv_eeq them is noF over the|r shared aim of U'S'.Woptiv black, Latino, Asian, and indigenous peoples that they
domination. In that light, a serious engagement with t

Greens and the Nader/La Duke campaign seems excitln%r,l depend upon the states to protect their civil rights.

especially with the promise—or at least very real

possibility—that a large vote for the Greens will open thg 5 4er’s support for “U.S. workers” is based

future for a Left third party. Therefore, our more lengthy,, 4 chauvinist U.S. protectionism against
consideration of Nader begins with a question, “Is thenirq World competition.

Nader/Green candidacy a challenge to Gore and the

Democrats from the left? , ) e .
Nader’s appeal to “labor” is in actuality a narrow appeal

to the most privileged, white, and male sectors of the U.S.
working class—in direct contradiction to the interests of
Democrat who has broken with the the international working class. Nader’s politics on trade
Democratic party. He is not a Leftist and does focus on “protecting” U.S. workers from the ravages of
not claim to be. international competition. Nader’s opposition to granting
Permanent Normal Trade Relations to the People’s

Ralph Nader is, as he named one of his organizationg,%PUb“C of China is based on chauvinist arguments. He

Public Citizen. He has organized a national network serts that the U.S. Is a democracy, that China is a

Public Interest Research Groups (PIRGS) to challen |gtatorship, and that the U.S. can be the arbiter of the

corporate abuse of power, particularly when it injures tH9¢1a! .sysltlems of thhe_ na]f'or“‘f] with Wh'(;]h I trzdes, n ths
consumer. Nader's fundamental strategy is the creatiorf8F€ SiNgling out China for “*human rights” abuses when

a progressive capitalist regulatory state, buttressed§ U-S- 1S directly and through its organized proxies, among

consumer advocacy groups in Washington D.C. wholl¢ Worsthumanrights violators in the world.

front line tactics would be class action lawsuits and ) o
administrative complaints: By adopting the liberal vision df@der has focused his appeal to the most protectionist,

“countervailing power” proposed by John Kennetfhauvinist, xenophobic trade unions—such as the United
Galbraith, that is, protecting capitalism from capitalist§uto Workers, the Steelworkers, the Teamsters—whose

Nader is a man who believes in the system and demafitggnbers work for companies that compete with Third
that it works. World producers. Officials of these unions often work hand

in hand with their own corporations, fight against every

environmental law that would possibly threaten one of their
Nader supports state’s rights. jobs, suppress union militancy and democracy in their

ranks, and attempt to block imports into the U.S. and break
Nader argues that the state’s rights movement @gwn the doors of any nation thatimposes tariffs to protect
Republican judges is in many ways positive, for he dotigdomestic industries from U.S. exports. These trade union
not fear the violation of constitutional protections againafistocrats want complete control over the U.S. market
blacks and Latinos at the state level as much as he feid complete control over the world market.
the overturning of environmental and consumer initiatives
atthe state level. This position trivializes the danger of radi2der, quoted in thilew York Timegold a group of
terror at the state level, and is totally out of synch with téorkers, “You're the guys who work hard. You're the
essential weapon of federal intervention to enforce ci@tlys who pay the taxes. You're the guys who fight the
rights at many critical points in U.S. history. Nader claim#/ars. And then they say, "Tough. We're closing down the
in an interview with Harold Meyerson of the L.A. Weeklyfactory—it's globalization.” And then they use factories
“There’s never been a retrenchment in civil rights since thgerseas where dictators repress the wages to compete

Nader is a crusading muckraker, a liberal
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against you.” Nader’s “you’re the guys” accepts th&ader trivializes and deflects serious
maleness of the workforce as a given. He shares Rilscussion of the U.S. as an imperialist
Clinton’s appeal to conservative workers, calling themmower—and does not challenge pro-
taxpayers, a code word to Reagan Democrats. keperialist ideology or policies.
commends them for fighting the wars—the invasions of

KOI’ea, \/ietnam and Grenada, the bomb|ng Of CIVI|IanS iﬁ theLA Weekly\iader Observed that “We're not Very
Iraq and Kosovo? He plays into the image that all natioggod at waging peace. We spend untold billions preparing
in the Third World are run by dICtatOI’S, an assertion tl’@wage war, but you don't see a Department of Peace.
theU.S.isa democracy agai!‘lst which the social Syst.em}ﬁs means we're weak on preventive diplomacy and
of others can be judged. The issue Nader uses to motiv@&/entive defense. So we're always stumbling into crises,
these workers is not class struggle with their own employejigd having to make instant decisions that are difficult—
and Union bureaUCI‘a'[S, oran intel’nationa| movementéﬂ:d having to Send our own troops' We don’t have We”
workers and oppressed nationality peoples agaifgdined stand-by multi-lateral peace keeping forces. So
imperialism, but rather, a xenophobic hatred of foreignege get into NATO and all kind of U.S. dominated
situations that tend to backfire.” Nader uses the imperial
“we” as if he and the Pentagon are both representing the
same “national interests” but simply disagree about the
tactics—an identification with the ruling class and the nation

state that characterizes the populist liberalism he shares
In a recent campaign mailer, Ralph Nader discussgflh Al Gore.

“law enforcement” without making any mention of police
abuse and brutality or the racism of the criminal justiagith regard to the military budget, Nader's focus is the
system. Instead, he again reduced the role of thfisuse of funds. In his L.A. speech, Nader said, “We
capitalist state to consumer issues saying, “LamMave a 330 billion dollar military budget, defending
enforcement—which is supposed to protect the interepidsperous allies who can defend themselves against non-
of consumers from corporate crime, fraud, and abuggistent enemies. We spend tens of billions of dollars to
is a farce, devoid of resources and the will to actualptotect ourselves from the North Koreans who can
enforce the law.” By this Nader means governmephrely feed their people, how could they scare the U.S.?
agencies like the anti-trust division of the Justiceur defense policy is based on who wants more and
Department, EPA, and OSHA while, while for mostnore government contracts, its an unworkable
people in communities of color and the civil rightgoondoggle.” For Nader, the entire military-industrial
movement “law enforcement” means the police. H&omplex of imperialism is a corporate boondoggle,
fosters the illusion that the law is “supposed” to protegiotivated by the immediate profits of defense
the entire population when there is widespreagntractors, the greedy militaristic tendencies of lobbyists
understanding that the law protects the wealthy agetting rich against imaginary enemies. Nader entices
white society. gullible, often privileged, white audiences to chuckle at
the waste of money and corporate greed of the Pentagon,
Nader assumes the legal system is good and proposesifijoes not agitate them against the U.S. blockade of
most minimal reforms. This is why, when asked about poligq and Cuba, the U.S. aerial bombardment of civilian
brutality in Seattle, he asserts “Don’t stereotype the policggpulations in Iraq and Kosovo, the next Vietnam in
His observation, “the police in Seattle overreacted becagsfiombia. He talks about how U.S. military policies have
they had never seen a demonstration before” goes beyaistkfired” when in fact they have painfully succeeded
naivete to hint at dishonesty for political gain. Nader actually advancing the interests of U.S. imperialism. Nader does
displays hostility to an analysis of racist police violenggot challenge the ideology of empire; worse, he
and has chosen to distance himself from the growiggntributes to it by portraying the U.S. as a well-meaning
movements against police violence and brutality. but bumbling colossus that does not know how to make
peace. A department of “peace” run by U.S. imperialism?
Give us a break.

Nader is soft and evasive on issues of police
brutality and abuse.
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The Nader campaign is not a movement Nader and the Green Party’s white

campaign; it represents a subset of the white chauvinism is endemic, systematic, and
progressive movement, and is riddled with dangerous. Nader, and the white Greens, are
white chauvinism. very hostile to challenges by people of color

and anti-racist whites to their own

Nader has done virtually nothing in the four years since féauvinism and their liquidation of the
last ran as president to ally with or learn from militant socigfruggle against racism.
movementdNader ran for president in 1996, and as several
liberal as well as more radical activists observed, “Whef@ere is a growing criticism in the civil rights/anti-racist
the hell has he been for 4 years?” By contrast, Jessevement that Nader is downright dangerous and harmful
Jackson ran for president in 1984 and did very well in tirethe struggle against racism. The core problem is that
Democratic primaries. For the next four years Jacksbiader knows what he thinks. He states clearly that he
was seen at every picket line from the GM Van Nuysees the struggle against racial discrimination as
campaign, the Hormel strike, every police brutalitgubordinated to and incorporated into “class” and indicates
demonstration. Nader’s only identification with activisnthat any efforts to prioritize the challenge against racism
has been the white student protests against “globalizationare white supremacy, in society and in his campaign, are
but not against imperialism—in Seattle. He has essentialigtracting and divisive and will be dealt with harshly.
sat out the last four years, and his present campaign
continues his isolation and lack of connection to socibd August, more than 20 Bus Riders Union members went
movements—in particular anti-racist, anti-imperialisio attend Nader’s August speech in Los Angeles. After
movements rooted in communities of color or significantidader had spoken for more than an hour, detailing
working class of color based. corporate abuse after corporate abuse but avoiding any
discussion of racism and national oppression inthe U.S.,
Further, the Seattle protestors he supported were mbtartin Hernandez from the Strategy Center yelled out from
than 90 percent white, as were the members of the Dirlat audience, “What about racism?” Nader countered,
Action Network at the Democratic National Conventiodisdainfully, “Well, what do you think my position is? I'm
in Los Angeles, as were the 400 people who attendagiainst it.” He then went on to say, however, that in his
Nader’s speech in Los Angeles in August, as were thiew, “Race is included in class.”
more than 12,000 people in Minneapolis who heard him
speak in September. A viable and historically relevant Néwthe question and answer period, Maria Guardado of
Left must be built on a solid multiracial base in which peoptbe BRU asked Nader what his position was on U.S.
of color are represented in very significant proportiomtervention and aid in Columbia, and he answered again,
preferably in the majority, and definitely in the leadershif\What do you think it is? I'm against it.” He then went on,
The Greens, the student groups among whom he is naagtin, somewhat sardonically, about the hypocrisy of the
popular, and Nader himself, see little wrong with thedrug war in Columbia, went off on a bizarre monologue
virtually all white world, and instead talk about “integratingbout the benefits of legalizing hemp, but seemed to have
and diversifying themselves.” There is no historical instanc® understanding of the seriousness of the U.S. intervention
ever, in which a predominantly white structure evolved intn Colombia’s internal affairs, the murdering of guerrillas
a majority people of color structure. The Greens do natd campesinos, or the anger that Maria, a veteran of the
understand the existence, let alone the profoundivLN in El Salvador, felt about U.S. domination of Latin
reactionary nature of, white chauvinism as a culture or America. In the sum-up after the meeting, BRU members
ideology, but they exude it in every organizational anekpressed that they felt like outsiders had no interest in
political representation of themselves. working on the Nader campaign, and observed that the
feeling was mutual on the part of Nader’s staffers.

Vanessa Daniel, in her article@olor Linesmagazine
Ralph Nader’'s Racial Blindspogports a chilling story
that confirms our direct experience. In a mass meeting
in Seattle, Nader scolded a leading black activist Hop
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Hopkins of the Brown Coalition, saying “You ask what China, to challenge white activists and well-paid union
have done to reach out to the black community and addresskers to confront their own chauvinism and class
racial issues and | ask you how many black people gidvilege as seen on a world scale. Nader’s narrow focus
you bring here today to hear me and support this campaigm’challenging the corporations for immediate economic
In fact, the only time Nader voluntarily talked aboubenefit for the “consumer” is so similar to Gore’s populism
communities of color in his L.A. speech was when Haat Nader is reduced to saying that the main difference
proposed them, not represented in the room, as a tactiztiveen he and Gore is that, if elected (which he doesn’t
wedge to help his campaign. When he was asked howaxpect), he wilteally carry out what Gore only promises.
planned to address his exclusion from the national debalésere is no challenge to the system in these formulations.
Nader said, “If you can go get Latino and African AmericaRerhaps, Nader is the true compassionate conservative.
groups to organize a debate, and have me invited, the other

two candidates will be forced to show up, they would look

cowardly if they didn’t.” So, the very blacks and Latinos

who did not show up to hear Nader are now supposedtb What are the Stakes in this

be organized by the white Greens to set up a debat€&lection that Might Motivate an

embarrass Gore and Bush. Answer to the Question:

“How to Vote?”
There are Democrats and Republicans

running for national office who are far more Given these contenders and the fundamental understanding
outspoken and courageous than Nader in that only a small portion of the population of this country
confronting some issues of racism and empire. will cast a vote to decide, what difference should it make?

Jesse Jackson Jr., a Democratic Congressman frif Share the great concern that the Democratic party is
Chicago, has said that he will work for Gore while holdingt0Ving further and further to the right, but the Left does
his hose, he will work against the Democratic LeadersHiigt €ed to equate Bush and Gore in order to score its
Council and the Southern Dixiecrats in his own party, IR9INtS. The Democratic party is a racist, pro-imperialist
will demand to open up the debates to include Ralﬁﬁrty' That said, the Left cannot simultaneously denounce

Nader, and he feels that the racial divide is the centfdP" Whatitis, and also denounce it as ifitis selling outa
contradiction in U.S. society. Left program it has never claimed to embrace. In the

present period, the differences between Gore/Lieberman
Tom Campbell, a moderate Republican running for u.and the Bush/Cheney Republicans are substantial. The Left

Senator in California, told a Republican fundraiser, | afP€S Want some presidential actions and not others,
proud of my record. | voted for the impeachment of BiffSPecially if we are not a strong enough force to compel
Clinton, | voted against the unlawful war in Kosovo, anqqlther party to significantly change their policies at this point

oppose the use of U.S. troops to suppress people in THriStory. For example, there is a major breakthrough of
World countries like Colombia.” Both Jackson angStablishmentopinion againstthe death penalty and thanks
Campbell have a lot to lose, including retaliation from thép the work of Senator Russell Feingold of Wisconsin, and
parties, and neither is positioning themselves as Left@"Y Of the scandals coming out of Bush's record in Texas,
radical, and yet they speak with an independence 4Rgre is significant Congressional support for a moratorium

radicalism far more compelling than the repetitious rarff§ €xecutions—which would include Mumia Abu Jamal.
of Nader as he rails against corporate power in the m ore administration would never initiate such a measure,

narrow and economist manner. b.ut if there was avery pqwerful Iiberal/left united frqnt, his
signing such legislation is at least historically possible. By

Since Nader is not running to win, his contribution to tHegPNtrast, @ Bush presidency would make a moratorium on
election is that he can raise issues far outside the boufitfsdeath penalty virtually impossible, in that it would
of thinkable thought, to launch a frontal challenge to tiig9Uire & 2/3 majority to override a Bush veto.

racism and world domination of U.S. society, to focus on

the human rights abuses of the United States instead of
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We want an end to defense spending and of having compiled voluminous evidence of racially-biased

to U.S. government intervention in police brutality—take them to court. Lee, as one of the

sovereign nations. NAACP/Legal Defense Fund (LDF) attorneys who
represented the Bus Riders Union in its civil rights law suit

Neither Gore nor Bush, will reverse the posture of militaggainst the L.A. MTA, negotiated an historic Consent
intervention that guides U.S. imperialism—and Naddpecree. Although it is a matter of public record that the
while “against it” has chosen not to make it central to HgRU disagreed with Lee about some provisions of the
campaign. But it is of great historical importance thdinal settlement, the overall role of the LDF was essential
President Clinton recently made a major interventigid positive and the Decree has become a nationally
against the Pentagon, by opposing the use of federal fuffzPgnized instrument for expanding civil rights in Los
to continue to build the missile shield which the Republicaf§19eles—and a model for similar suits in other cities. Lee’s
in Congress and his own Republican Secretary of Deferi§¥0lvement in the monitoring of the LAPD would be
William Cohen argued for. This missile shield is far moranother advance. Gore/Lieberman will likely maintain the
than a boondoggle; the Star Wars concept is a recipe fie4cies of federal regulation of police brutality. Bush , by
first-strike strategy in which the U.S., believing it has enoug@ntrast, will aggressively dismantle the entire Civil Rights
protection against “enemy” missiles, can choose to attagRpartment—in content if not in form—and will abandon
The Republicans were willing to threaten the Russians tfRferal inquiry into civil rights violations in Los Angeles—
even though building such a missile shield would violag@llowing unchecked police frame ups, beatings, and murders
the nuclear arms treaty with them, the Russians shotfiontinue unabated. As we know, these matters are of
acquiesce, whereas Clinton refused to break that tre&§.concern to Nader.

Clinton dodged the final action by saying he would leave it

to the next president. There is at least a significant charlé issue of federal and state “separation of power” has a
that Gore/Lieberman will continue the Clinton policy ofollow ring to it, in that all branches of government are
opposition—especially if there is some mass organizig§sentially divisions of labor of the same ruling class.
and broad coalition building on this issue. By contrast, Bublpnetheless, these formal distinctions have been the site
and Cheney will undoubtedly rebuild a missile shiel®f significant progressive struggle within U.S. history and
challenge Russia and China, and introduce a grave darifgerissues of state and federal rights are critical arenas of
to world peace. As we know, Nader's concern fgctical interventions by social movements. From the point
inefficiency of expenditures, and he does not seem véryview of our strategy, we oppose the many pro-

concerned about world nuclear annihilation as an issudTiperialist/racist policies @il levels of governmentin the
his campaign. United States. However, we place great emphasis on the

interrelationship of federal powers and protection of the
inalienable rights of minority peoples.
We want expansion of civil rights for

subjugated people, enforcement of all hard- For example, the particular history of the United States is
won federal laws—from the Civil Rights Act best defined as a settler nation built on the oppression of
to Row v. Wade—and protection of federal whole nations and peoples. Yet the revolutionary fight
powers to enforce this expansion of rights. against national oppression and racism has often succeedec

in forcing the federal government to intervene in order to

We do not expect any candidate, Bush, Gore, or Nadé?h‘)'d civil rights. A case in point, at the end of the Civil
to protect and expand civil rights. However, there is a vefyar. the only way to guarantee the newly achieved and
critical difference between the candidates. Yet another I§igile rights of the freed slaves—reflected in thg 18,
act of the Clinton/Gore administration captures a focus@fd 13 amendments—was to impose federal military
our concern. The Justice Department recently sent Bill La¢ntrol over the defeated states of the confederacy.
Lee, director of the Justice Department Civil Rights Divisiohfortunately, those federal protections were soon nullified
to Los Angeles to threaten the Los Angeles Poliddth the Hayes-Tilden deal in 1877, by which northern
Department and Mayor Richard Riordan that unless th@@,pitalism allowed the defeated Southern aristocracy to
sign a federal Consent Decree to have a federal monl@&gnslave the black population under the banner of “states’
on police brutality, the Justice Department will—after yeafights.” From that time to the present, states’ rights has
been the cry of the enraged slave owners, Klansman, and

15



segregationists—and for another century they got their waprisonment of the Chinese American scientist Wen Ho
Indeed, this states’ rights doctrine has completely overldide. We are dedicated to restraining the U.S. government
the racist perpetuation of exclusionary voting rightsny time it acts to deny rights. Our support for federal
economic impoverishment, and massive Klan and polipewers in relation to “states’ rights,” therefore, is historically
terror. In this context, the democratic advances of the asipecific to the expansion and protection of the rights of
racist movement in the United States have been criticadlybjugated people and expansion of the social welfare state
aided by winning federal protections against “the tyranng satisfy the basic needs of oppressed people. The
of the majority” (the 14Amendment), federal laws againsprinciple is that the rights of oppressed, exploited,
discrimination (the Civil Rights Act), and federal powersubjugated peoples must be protected.
to enforce the protection of subjugated people, including
the use of federal troops to integrate schools. The principle is not that the federal government should have
more power than a state or region. There are many
As we write this article, the Bus Riders Union, is awaitingiastances in which “local” “regional” “statewide” or other
long-overdue decision from the Ninth Circuit Federal Coustruggles are in direct contradiction to the power and
of AppealsIn 1999 we won a federal court order thdtauthority” of the federal government and must be
required the MTA to purchase 350 new buses and higpported—such as support for indigenous nations, state-
sufficient drivers to reduce overcrowding levels on the busgsecific expansion of legal rights such as legal marriage
for 400,000 overwhelmingly minority bus riders. The MTAamong same-gender partners, regional autonomy for
appealed the decision on the grounds that “states’ rights” themmycentrated populations of an oppressed nationality,
allows them to disregard the Consent Decree, arguing it vegecial voting districts, local environmental regulations that
an improper intervention by the federal courts in the runnipgovide greater protections, etc. In past years, there have
of alocal government agency. If the courts uphold the MTA®en Supreme Court decisions that overturned specially
challenge, it will set a terrible precedent that in 2000 locadeated minority electoral districts in particular states to
entities can violate civil rights and get away with it. concentrate black and Latino voters, overturned the right
of a state to curtail corporate sales to a military junta,
In this context, the stakes are high for the anti-racsterturned the right of a state to prevent nuclear waste
movement across the country and specifically for bus ridérsm being trucked through its borders, dramatically
in Los Angeles. Gore’s verbally articulated commitmeméduced the rights of women to file sexual harassment suits.
to federal protection of civil rights—and to affirmativeln such cases, we believe any effort by the federal
action and legal abortion—are responses to demands figovernment to overtugxpandedights at the local and
the mass social movements of women and people of cadtaite level is an abuse of federal power. Therefore, it is not
Bush/Cheney are adamant soldiers for the right of statesy possible but historically necessary for the Left to defend
to oppose federal law and the Right wing maneuver to usgional autonomy rights to oppose oppressive acts while
the federal powers of the Supreme Court to ensure statagintaining a commitment to federal powers to enforce
rights. They explicitly oppose affirmative action and havgrotections from oppressive acts. Returning to Nader, he
no intention, stated or otherwise, to uphold, let alorm®nfuses progressive demands for regional autonomy to
strengthen, Civil Rights law. set higher environmental protection standards—“keep
nuclear dumping off our land"—with reactionary states’
Nader’s confusion on this point calls for further clarificationights powers like the LAMTASs “hands off our segregated
of our approach to the role of government in the protectitansportation system.” In this case Nader once again aligns
of rights. This takes us back to our fundamental challengéh the forces of structural racism.
to the discriminatory voting rights formulas of the electoral
system, which originated at the federal level. As we know,
the federal government has used protection of “inalienatée want appointment of progressive federal
rights” to privilege the dominant social classes, and it use@urt justices who will secure the social
charges of “human rights violations” to intervene itvelfare state and defend the rights of
sovereign nations. Yetitis, itself, capable of gross violatiofgbjugated peoples at all times.
of human rights, such as, internationally, saturation bombing
of civilian populations, and domestically, the internment @/e will not get the justices we demand, but the justices
Japanese Americans during World War Il and the recem will get will make a significant difference in the years to
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come. Since Supreme Court Justice Stevens, the nmaor, those facing the death penalty, and the organized
determined voice for criminal and prisoner rights, is in hiseft—are least able at this point in history to effectively
80s, and both Ruth Ginsburg and Sandra O’Connor ardigiht back against the organized Right. Since the Leftis
and may choose to retire for health reasons, there maybgy weak, we do not wish upon ourselves struggles that
as many as three Supreme Court appointments to be madecannot win against forces far more powerful than
during the next presidential term. ourselves — unless there is a very compelling reason.

Most likely Gore will follow the Clinton approach, The Nader forces argue that there is a very compelling
appointing centrists and trying to get them past Orrin Hatebason, the advance of a progressive Third Party in the
While we despair of more centrists like Breier and.S. They argue that 5 percent of the ballot would allow
Ginsburg, we do think they are committed to the legtdderal funding and, with it, approximately $12 million in
framework of civil rights, which addresses our most centfalderal matching funds for a 2004 presidential election.
democratic demands within the limits of the existing systeifhey argue that Nader is pushing the debate to the Left,
This takes the form of protecting voting rights, which ensupaitting pressure on Gore to move in a more populist
the federal government’s powers to regulate stad@ection, and injecting urgently needed class issues into
irregularities when voting rights have been denied basibe election. In particular, Nader’s warning of the grave
on racial discrimination. danger of corporate power and its undermining of
democracy is so compelling that it requires, according to
We would be crazy to say we would not worry that Budtis supporters, a protest vote to show the Democrats they
could appoint as many as three justices with the sapanot take workers and environmentalists for granted. A
vitriolic hatred of workers, women, and people of colastrong vote for Nader will, they argue, push Gore away
as Justices Scalia and Thomas. Any possibility of the feddraim the Right, and presuming he is elected by a narrow
government examining judicial improprieties in Texas amargin, the Nader threat in subsequent elections will push
death penalty cases, for example, would of course Bere to keep his populist promises. Of course, there is no
eliminated if Bush gets to make any more appointmengéssurance that Gore will defeat Bush.
The addition of even one more judge who emphasizes the
right of states to resist federal enforcement will effectivelyor us, the disappointment with the Nader campaign is
dismantle the power of the federal government to endleat it simultaneously downplays the danger of the Right
social welfare. Further, almost all the decisions that hawile in fact, not providing the excitement and challenge of
protected the right to abortion in recent Supreme CouartLeft campaign that would warrant the risks. It has
rulings have been tenuously won on five to four votes, foonsciously chosen to avoid any challenges to the structural
example the critical test decision to allow late-termacism and empire of our society, while refusing to address
abortions. The appointment of only one anti-abortion judg¢fee serious threat that votes for Nader may contribute to
could destroy the most significant right women have wahe election of Bush. We support the idea of Third parties,
in this century. and we would face squarely the danger of electing a right-
wing Republican if an exciting anti-racist, anti-colonial
candidacy ever materialized.
We want an open field for counter-hegemonic
direct action. While we respect the insurgency of the Nader campaign,
we feel its economic narrowness, its national and white
We know that we will not get this open field under thehauvinism negates its progressive promise. Nader’s facile
presidency of any candidate. There are several leftists vdumflation of his two opposing candidates, calling them
have argued that while the Republicans are a known enef@ysh and Bore,” indicates a lack of compassion let alone
the co-optive powers of the Democrats make them thassion for the entire arena of civil rights and civil liberties;
main enemy. We know only too well the treachery of the this arena almost all the leading activists and attorneys
Democrats, but the struggle against liberals and evexplain that while they are furious at Clinton and Gore for
Democratic conservatives is not the same as the strugbleir trespasses, they are absolutely terrified of a Bush
against reactionaries. The very groups that are mestction. For us, we will struggle even harder against the
vulnerable to further attack under Bush—the low-wadgeemocrats if Gore is elected, but we fear for the people
working class, the homeless, immigrants, communitiesarfid the Left if the mass executioner from Texas is elected.
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VIl. Where do We Go From Here? to do “after the election” and experiment with
independent anti-racist political organizing that can shape

Having indicated how we weigh the stakes in the iss f8€ Green Party in the present.

our main belief is that there are similar challenges in the . .

next critical weeks before the election for those who chodsBCOUrage greater cooperation among independent

to work for Nader, for those who choose to work fggnti-racist, —anti-imperialist ~ organizations

Gore, and for those who will work for neither. throughout the U.SWe encourage developing structures
that can build organizational unity and expand visibility for

demands—through web pages, emails, correspondence,

Again, our tactical proposal: Focus on mailings of articles, and hopefully direct coordination in
building and strengthening independent, anti- different cities. The elections are a time when the national
racist, anti-imperialist networks in each city political debate, as dormant and bankrupt asiitis, is raised
that can make a coordinated set of demands to a more visible level in which the Left should try to
on all the parties and candidates. maximize its influence. By November 4, the election will

be over, the political operatives and apologists will move
on, the nation will go back to sleep, but the Left will still
face profound challenges—either stronger or weaker based
our tactics of trying to intervene in this historical moment.

Encourage the formation of a civil rights and Third
World rights caucus inside the Democratic Party.
We encourage liberal and left supporters of Gore to U2
ads, leaflets, public forums, demonstrations if necess courage areater alliances between anti
to push well known Democrats, such as Jesse Jackson, . . ge gr e .
: imperialist political forces within the Democratic
Maxine Waters, Barney Frank, Paul Wellstone, Bern .
. .?rty, the Greens, and the social movements who can
Saunders, Russell Feingold, and others to advance spegific o .
: ) - _ Tocus on building a unity of long-term program, more
demands during the campaign—such as “free Mumia AQu ) - o
, ) A , an a unity of vote.Such alliances are critical to
Jamal” and “end the racist death penalty.” Jesse JacksRn ) o ;
Ir. has beaun such a process by challenaing Gore to alf V:\J}Ilenglng the existing system, regardless of who is elected
Né derin t?le debatespan q cont?/n in to?all?abo t raci Wunit. If Gore wins, such alliances can try to put even
S uing o u ater pressure on those liberal Democrats who promised,
and the death penalty during the campaign. He is alre

. : A “@¥er the election” support for key demands. If Bush wins,
practicing more independence and initiative in the unit

¢ h he Leftwh directl . e Democratic party liberals will feint to the left, or move
ront than some on't eLettwhoare |re.c'ty supporth the Left; a broader united front will be possible. But
the Democrats. Following this path, the anti-imperialist Le

hould f h liberal D h again, they will work to co-opt and suppress Left social
shoud focus on the mqst loera emocrats, the ones vements, to cut deals with the Republicans, to confuse
whom we have a modicum of influence, and try to pu

ﬂ?—;ople more than help people. Given how many
them to push Gore. We need to pressure the Democrafificessions they made to the Republicans when they were
Party, not just write it off, especially at election time. power, imagine what they will do when they are out of

. . ) power. Without pressure from their Left, at the universities,
Encourage the formation of an anti-racist, i, the factories and sweatshops, in the black, Latino, Asian/
anticolonial caucus inside the Green PartyVe  pygific Islander and indigenous communities, on the buses

encourage those trying to create grassroots pressyiff in the streets, the Democrats are a hopeless out of
on Nader from within the Party to focus on articulatingower opposition.

an independent political program. There are many good

people inside the Greens fighting for an anti-racist anfine system is racist, the electoral structures corrupt
imperialist politics who are critical of Nader for drivinggng reactionary, the Democrats have moved far to the
away many people of color and anti-racist whites whight and the Nader candidacy is light years away from
checked out the Nader/Green campaign and rejecteghoroughgoing challenge to the U.S. empire. But

it, feeling alienated and refusing to vote for Nader, mugdlitics exists in actual time, place, and conditions, not
less work for him. So far, they, like Leftists working fothe ones we dream of, and this election offers some
the Democrats, are in a small minority and don’t seegpenings, some opportunities, for a forceful and

to have much influence. Like their Democratigonstructive intervention—challenging the elections
counterparts, they should talk less about what they pkggm the bottom up.
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Excerpt:

It is from the point of view of the struggle for the following demands that we look at the electoral campaign and the
candidates for U.S. president—Ileader of U.S. imperialism.

U.S. government—cease exploitation of indigenous peoples and destruction of their lands.

U.S. government, Group of 7 countries and their various U.S. dominated international apparatuses—cancel al
Third World debt without conditions.

U.S. government—open the borders, allow free passage of immigrants, abolish the Immigration and Naturalizatior
Service.

U.S. federal and state governments—ifree the U.S. Two Million by immediately releasing from prison all
indigenous, black, Asian/Pacific Islander, and Latino colonial subjects; fund community controlled education,
detoxification, and job placement services.

U.S. government and corporations—reverse all policies that foster, explicitly or tacitly, the super-exploitation
of women, trafficking in women, particularly at U.S. military bases, and acts of hatred and violence against
women.

U.S. government—reinstate Aid to Families With Dependent Children and guarantee jobs or income, free childcare
transportation, and health care.

U.S. government—implement a zero tolerance for carcinogens policy, prohibit the manufacture, use, and
distribution of a specific list of known carcinogenic and toxic chemicals by U.S. corporations and the Pentagon.

U.S. government—make environmental racism and degradation by U.S. corporations a criminal offense.

U.S. Congress—increase and expand, rather than reduce or eliminate, gift and inheritance taxes, and earma
to fund social welfare programs.

U.S. government—nationalize and fund all medical care, so that all residents, regardless of immigration status
including prisoners, receive equal and free medical care.

U.S. government—support and facilitate the basic rights of self-determination for black, Latino, and Asian
populations and indigenous peoples in the United States, including the right to devise electoral proposals fol
political representation.

U.S. government—act to free political prisoner Mumia Abu Jamal.

U.S. government—in keeping with international conventions on human rights, abolish the death penalty.

These demands originally appeared in the bilingual (English and SimesiaNew documentiWVe Make These
Demands Against the Institutions of U.S. Imperialisritten on the occasion of the 2000 Democratic National
Convention in Los Angeles, available on line at www.thestrategycenter.org.

Hard copies of both documenid)e 2000 Presidential Elections and the Anti-Imperialist,laaftWe Make
These Demandare available for $3 each for the first copy and $2 for additional copies (plus shipping and
handling). The bilingual version @he 2000 Presidential Elections and the Anti-Imperialistwéfbe
available soon. Credit card purchases accepted.

Contact us at:

Labor/Community Strategy Center
3780 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1200; Los Angeles, CA 90010
(213) 387-2800; fax (213) 387-3500
laborctr@igc.org; www.thestrategycenter.org



