
Comrades! Since its inception in 1972, our Party has been the 
only force that through theory and practice exposed the historical 
basis both for the rise of the Black Power Movement of the 1960s 
and its demise. 

We are the singular voice that waged tireless political struggle 
and fierce on-the-ground campaigns showing that the demise of 
our courageous movement of the 60s was brought about by a 
violent and devastating U.S. government counteroffensive, known 
in military terms as counterinsurgency. 

The will to struggle and the heady confidence of the African 
working class feeling the power of its own leadership did not go out 
of style or lose favor among the masses, as fabricated in the U.S. 
government’s narrative of our defeat. 

By the mid- to late-‘70s, almost all those so-called revolutionary 
African leaders and organizations inside the U.S. and around the 
world that had actually survived the U.S. government’s murderous 
assault were now compliant with imperialism’s myths about what 
happened to us and our historic liberation struggle.

Contrary to the ruling class lies, the African working class did 
not suddenly develop a preference for heroin and crack cocaine, 
poverty, homelessness, police murder and years in prison over 
self-determination and political power. We did not abandon our 
children or willingly turn them over to their kidnappers in the U.S. 
foster care and prison systems. We did not gladly give up our power 
and leadership to the African petty bourgeoisie, the neocolonial 
class.

As we have said many times, the African working class inside 
this country, which had been for centuries the revolutionary moral 
compass for oppressed peoples around the world, was now criminal, 
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hated and detested in the U.S. government’s carefully crafted 
counterinsurgent plan.

After more than a decade of concerted struggle, hard-
fought-for rights were rapidly taken away and the conditions 
of the African working class were soon worse than they had 
been before we rose up. 

Counterinsurgency is what the U.S. and imperialist powers 
of parasitic capitalism do to colonized peoples when we fight 
for our freedom and independence through revolution. The 
heroic peoples of Viet Nam, Chile and Nicaragua, and African 
people in Congo, Kenya and South Africa were among many 
others who bore the brunt of imperialist counterinsurgency.

A counterinsurgency is a war without terms. When white 
people fight each other, they have the Geneva Convention, 
defined as “rules that apply in times of armed conflict and 
seek to protect people who are not or are no longer taking part 
in hostilities; these include the sick and wounded of armed 
forces on the field, wounded, sick, and shipwrecked members 
of armed forces at sea, prisoners of war, and civilians.”1

When they fight us, however, the Geneva Convention 
does not apply and they do anything they want, including to 
civilians, the wounded, the sick and prisoners of war. 

Almost 30 years ago, we summed up in my 1991 book, 
Black Power Since the ‘60s: The struggle against opportunism 
within the U.S. front of the Black Liberation Movement:

While ever-present since our forced sojourn 
within this U.S. North American hell, this 
counterinsurgency has achieved a different 
character since its effective use during the Black 
Revolution of the Sixties to destroy our movement 
for happiness and repossession of our stolen 
resources.

1 “Geneva Conventions,” Wikipedia.org.
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Essentially this counterinsurgency changed 
character from one which, while it attacked the 
whole African people, had its primary emphasis 
on the destruction of specific individuals and 
organizations, to one which has as its primary 
target the entire African people especially the 
revolutionary African working class.

There are various components to the 
counterinsurgency; it employs each branch of 
the government and a host of state-connected 
institutions as well as the bourgeois media and 
other instruments of mass culture controlled by the 
U.S. colonialist state and ruling class.

Of particular significance to this discussion is 
the use of drugs and neocolonialism as components 
of the counterinsurgency. The impact of drugs in 
the African community is well known if not even 
exaggerated. 

For several years the white ruling class 
media have quite selectively overwhelmed our 
consciousness with images of drugged-out African 
mothers, African children who are born addicted, 
African illnesses and wretchedness which are due 
to drug use, and of course the violent African youths 
who are victims of and, responsible for the torrent of 
violence and homicide that characterizes so much 
of our existence.

Indeed, the media have consciously worked 
to criminalize the African community and people 
mostly through manipulation of the drug issue.

The selective usage of the media has defined the 
African in the popular consciousness (this includes 
too much of the African consciousness as well) as a 
criminal entity suffering from self-inflicted “ills that 
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beset us,” or as a community on the road to “self-
destruction.”

It is no longer the vicious colonial repression—
as exemplified by the fact that more than a quarter 
of our male youth are tied to the prison system, or 
that the infant mortality rate within our colonized 
community is at least twice that for white people 
or the vicious police and white citizen violence 
constantly directed at African people—that defines 
our existence.

It is no longer the economic exploitation that 
denies us work within the legal capitalist economy 
while at the same time charging us more for shoddier 
goods from housing and transportation to food and 
healthcare, that defines our reality.

It is no longer the African oppressed by 
colonial white power who we are aware of, but the 
thankless, criminally-violent, drug-addicted African 
who has tried the patience of civilized white society 
for the last time.

And indeed drugs, violence and crime do haunt 
our community. But they do so as a part of a vicious 
U.S. government-imposed counterinsurgency that is 
designed to crush any attempts by our desperate 
people to realize national liberation.2 

Revolution was the main trend in the world
Only our Party has provided a historic and class analysis 

of the development of the Black Revolution of the Sixties that 
must be understood by militants and activists attempting to 
interpret the state of our struggle today.

2 Yeshitela, Omali. Black Power Since the ‘60s: The struggle against 
opportunism within the U.S. front of the Black Liberation Movement, p. 2. 
Burning Spear Publications, 1991.
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One critical point is the profound correlation between 
the historical events occurring in Africa and other places 
throughout the colonial world and the freedom movement of 
Africans inside the U.S. 

As I wrote in 1997 in the pamphlet, “Why I became a 
revolutionary,” 

I am fortunate to have been born in an era of 
great transformation in the world. It was a time 
when the basic social contradictions of this country 
became obvious for all to see, especially those 
contradictions which revolve around the ‘race’ 
question. 

The 1940s was also the era in which 
great movements against direct white rule, or 
colonialism, were occurring worldwide. In 1947 
India achieved formal independence from England 
and the great Chinese revolution occurred in 1949. 
Other revolutionary anti-colonial movements were 
sweeping Africa, Asia and Latin America.3

It was this period that most determined how we understand 
the nature and character of our struggle today.

The image and bold initiatives of Kwame Nkrumah, first 
president of independent Ghana and the implacable stance of 
Patrice Lumumba are etched in the consciousness of all who 
look back at that era of universal struggle of African people.

We were made confident of our road to liberation by 
the incorruptible visage of Malcolm X and the massive 
mobilizations for democratic rights organized by Dr. Martin 
Luther King Jr. 

3 Yeshitela, Omali. “Social Justice and Economic Development for the 
African Community: Why I Became a Revolutionary,” p. 2. Burning 
Spear Uhuru Publications, 1997. 
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The scenes of courageous young Africans from the 
Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee, the Junta of 
Militant Organizations and the Black Panther Party, to name 
just a few examples of the high resistance of the time, leave 
many Africans at a loss. Why the current lack of direction 
for the mass movement today? Why the absence of universal 
opposition to our colonial domination as a people?

Only the African People’s Socialist Party has answered 
these questions. The answers lay in the counterinsurgency.

Bourgeois thinkers in this country have come up 
with a shallow explanation for the rise of anti-colonial 
liberation struggles during or following both the First and 
Second Imperialist Wars to redivide the world. The massive 
phenomenon known as the Marcus Garvey Movement followed 
on the heels of the First Imperialist World War while the 
historic Civil Rights Movement rose up in the years following 
the Second Imperialist War.

They tell us that African soldiers and other colonial subjects 
who participated in those wars in defense of our colonial 
oppressors were inspired by our first glimpse of freedom when 
we visited other lands as soldiers for the empire. 

There may be some truth to the fact that many of the 
colonized were able to leave our neighborhoods and villages 
and experience the larger world for the first time since white 
power took over our lives. 

Nevertheless, an understanding of the explosive and 
generalized growth of the struggles for national liberation 
in the U.S. and around the world must be sought beyond 
the self-laudatory explanations of the international colonial 
bourgeoisie.

Historically, the colonial rulers have always employed 
their subjects to fight their predatory wars, whether between 
themselves or against other colonial subjects. The British 
used Africans from other African colonies in their attacks 
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against the courageous Kenya Land and Freedom Army, or 
Mau Mau. The Mau Mau successfully stood up to the British 
empire for many years before the brutal, terroristic British 
counterinsurgency campaign was able to crush the heroic 
struggle in the 1960s.

The French deployed troops from their various colonies in 
their vain efforts to defeat the magnificent, life- and freedom-
affirming Vietnamese Revolution liberating Viet Nam from 
French colonialism. Seventy-one percent of French troops 
fighting France’s colonial war against the Vietnamese were 
actually subjects from Algeria, Senegal, Ivory Coast and other 
French colonies.

When the U.S. entered that war on the side of French 
imperialism in an attempt to maintain the colonial slavery of 
the Vietnamese people, it is said that 50 to 65 percent of the 
troops on the front lines were domestically colonized Africans, 
not to mention Mexicans, Filipinos and Puerto Ricans, other 
forces also colonized inside the U.S.

It is true that the participation of Africans and other 
colonial subjects in these imperialist wars did introduce 
thousands of us to contemporary military training and the 
invaluable experience of fighting under enemy fire without 
panic. This aided the anti-colonial armed struggles being 
waged in our own interests against our colonial oppressors.

Participation in the U.S. wars also served to destroy the 
colonial myth of the courage and indestructibility of the “white 
man” and even provided legal opportunities for actually killing 
him. White men could die at the hand of a lowly “nigger.” They 
could scream in pain, just like an African being burned to 
death by a white lynch mob in the U.S. This was instructive.

The greatest value of the Second Imperialist World War for 
the struggle against colonialism, however, is the fact that the 
imperialist bandits who were in fierce struggle against each 
other to redivide the world (the “world” meaning us and our 
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lands) were unable to give our oppression their usual ruthless 
attention. The war had left many of the colonial powers 
exhausted and preoccupied. 

In some cases the imperialists actually required the 
colonized to take on some of the colonial responsibilities 
previously in the sole control of the colonizer. All of this 
provided us political space that we, the colonized everywhere, 
used to organize against our oppressors. 

Inside the U.S. thousands of African people risked their 
lives and limbs fighting in the First Imperialist War for the 
interests and freedom of white people only to be targeted upon 
return to the U.S. with lynchings, Jim Crow, unspeakable 
violence and assault by those same white people after the 
war. African and colonized peoples worldwide faced a similar 
situation.

As the fever for independence swept the colonial world, 
hungry for our own freedom and independence following the 
war, more than 11 million African people here and around the 
world flocked to the African national liberation movement led 
by Marcus Garvey.

British colonial subjects inside England created real 
class struggle

With the end of the Second Imperialist War the world 
economy changed hands from the British, who, up to that 
time controlled 25 percent of the world’s population and 
territory, to those of the U.S. The myth of British tea-sipping 
white civility as the imperialist-in-chief was destroyed by 
the German bombing of London and other cities in England 
and by rising struggles for national liberation inside British 
colonies.

Out of desperation following the war, the British made a 
call to their colonial subjects from throughout the world to 
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“come home” to rebuild England, thereby growing a domestic 
or internal colony similar to that in the U.S. 

Soon thousands of colonial workers were recruited 
to relocate to England to be exploited in the process of 
reconstructing the former colonial power that now lay in ruins. 
This influx of Africans and South Asians into the imperialist 
center initiated real class struggle that ruptured the facade 
of class peace. Previously, the unity of British workers with 
their ruling class had made it unnecessary to arm the English 
police.

The internal class struggle in England had been smothered 
by the abundance of colonial booty that filled markets, dinner 
tables, urban department stores and provided holidays and 
home ownership for workers and the bourgeoisie alike. Class 
struggle was also muted by the transfer of excess white 
population to the resource-generating far reaches of the 
empire—Southern Africa, Kenya, India, Australia, Canada.

Today, the British do not boast so loudly of a pacifist 
police department. Increasingly, the armed British police force 
inside England is no different from the arm of the state called 
the “army” when it is deployed in Kenya, Nigeria, Rhodesia 
(now Zimbabwe), South Africa, India and Ireland. The “United 
Kingdom” is a lot less united today as a consequence of 
the importation of labor and class struggle from the British 
colonies.

While many colonies were able to win nominal independence 
through people’s struggle in the years following the Second 
Imperialist War, imperialist powers retained economic and 
political domination over African people. The imperialist 
strategy of neocolonialism, or white power in black face, 
carried out by the African and colonized petty bourgeoisie, 
proved to be an essential tool of counterinsurgency.
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Class forces at work in the rise of the  
Civil Rights Movement

The U.S. did not suffer the consequences of war being 
fought within its domestic borders and became the center of 
the capitalist world economy. This is reflected in what is known 
as the Bretton Woods Conference—the 1944 United Nations 
Monetary and Financial Conference which established the 
World Bank and International Monetary Fund that relocated 
the center of the world capitalist financial system to the U.S.

The European imperialist powers were now forced to 
share with the U.S. their previously dominated markets and 
resources from their colonial bounty. Raw materials from the 
colonies that were opened up to U.S. exploitation began to 
generate a critical need for U.S. workers to transform them 
into finished products. Workers from Eastern Europe, having 
become a part of the Soviet Bloc after the war, were no longer 
available to the U.S. as in the past.

The bourgeois solution for the U.S. worker shortage 
was located in the southern states among the domestically 
colonized African working class. The problem was that the 
relations of production in the South required Africans to be 
tied to the intense, backbreaking toil associated with the 
labor-intensive capitalism in jobs such as sharecropping, 
mining and agricultural work. 

The southern based, labor-intensive, colonial-capitalist 
system was opposed to any kind of change that might 
challenge its profit and domination and the existing relations 
of production that protected it. These relations of production 
were justified by the ideology of white nationalism, which had 
used terrorist violence for its perpetuation since the earliest 
days of our enslavement on southern plantations.

It was for these reasons that African laborers were denied 
the right to the minimum education that would be necessary 
for workers in the capital-intensive production in northern 
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factories. This is why the liberal U.S. bourgeoisie supported 
the nonviolent effort to legalize education and basic civil rights 
for the oppressed African workers in the South. 

The apartheid regime of South Africa was influenced by 
and built on the same relations of production that existed 
within the U.S. where Africans were totally disenfranchised 
and defined as subhuman. There was such a thing as “nigger 
work” that placed restrictions on where Africans could work 
and what we were permitted to do within those work spaces.

Separate toilets, drinking fountains and neighborhoods 
were also used to define Africans as less human than the 
North Americans or whites who set the standard for human 
identity. The colonial state which included the white 
population in the South also initiated deadly prohibitions on 
all social interactions, especially sexual, between the colonizer 
and colonized, essentially between African men and North 
American women. 

These deadly prohibitions involved massive government-
sanctioned lynchings, human burnings, torture, white mob 
attacks destroying whole African towns, rape and general 
degradation of African people for which, as of the 1950s, no 
white perpetrator was ever prosecuted.

A crude but generally accepted ideologically backward 
definition of African humanity was a logical expression of the 
economic base of a slavery-generated social system. It is a 
definition that prevails up to this day, not only for Africans 
within the U.S., but for Africans in general, all of whom were 
brought into a relationship with Europe through the global, 
colonial-slavery related economy.

Nor is this backward ideological assumption restricted 
to what are generally regarded as reactionary, Klan, Boers 
or fascist types of Europeans or whites. We are talking here 
about the ideological foundation of capitalism that permeates 
all of Europe, other capitalist-dominated societies and 
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essentially the entire world. Happy Christian families, liberals 
and cookie-baking grandmothers all embraced this ideology 
and carried out this violence.

African workers attempting to leave the U.S. South for 
the capital-intensive production of the North often had to 
do so under extremely dangerous circumstances. In many 
instances, Africans risked their lives to acquire the education 
necessary for laborers in capital-intensive production.

These contradictions led to the alliance between members 
of the liberal sector of the colonial bourgeoisie, as represented 
by U.S. senator and vice president Hubert Horatio Humphrey 
and former U.S. presidents John Fitzgerald Kennedy and 
Lyndon Baines Johnson, and the liberal colonized African 
petty bourgeoisie. Both needed change and access to African 
workers, but for entirely different reasons. Both needed a 
“revolution from above” that would not overturn the entire 
colonial capitalist system. 

The African working class, perennial victims of this 
terror and the arbitrary extra-legal and often very subjective, 
personalized violence, desperately needed relief from this 
situation. We wanted to be able to see a future where our 
children would not be locked into indeterminate, relentless 
brutality with poverty and backbreaking “nigger work.”

The colonized, liberal African petty bourgeoisie also needed 
democratic changes for its own protection from this arbitrary 
extrajudicial treatment. Even petty bourgeois, educated and 
otherwise assimilated Africans were subjected to the vicious 
whims of uncultured, uneducated, reactionary whites who 
functioned as extensions of the white colonial state in their 
treatment of Africans.

Additionally, the selfish interests of the African petty 
bourgeoisie required mass access to the electoral process as 
a means of acquiring an ability to integrate into the capitalist 
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economic system, which is the definition of “equality” for the 
African petty bourgeoisie. 

They needed the African masses to have the ability to 
vote so they, the African petty bourgeoisie, could be elected 
to office and positions of power to integrate into the capitalist 
system as co-predators. These petty bourgeois forces became 
the burgeoning neocolonialists. Many had no neocolonialist 
aspirations; often they merely wanted to be part of the existing 
setup. Some, suffering severe self-alienation, just wanted to 
be with white people. 

The “revolution from above” that we have come to know 
as the Civil Rights Movement was funded by the liberal white 
colonial rulers. This explains why the movement had to be 
based on philosophical nonviolence. The white rulers were 
not about to fund a movement that would engage in armed 
resistance to white terror that might destroy our colonial 
domination.

As we analyzed in the book Izwe Lethu i Afrika, the Political 
Report to our Third Congress back in 1990:

The alliance between the liberal oppressor 
and the liberal oppressed was an alliance which 
required a limited or partial “revolution”. This 
partial revolution would result in the oppressed 
African working masses being able to sell their 
exploited labor to the liberal bourgeoisie and would 
give access to electorally gained white power to the 
African primitive petty bourgeoisie.

Along with the natural aspirations of the 
oppressed domestically colonized African people 
for national liberation, this was the real political 
and economic basis for the Civil Rights Movement 
that mobilized and gave consciousness to millions 
of African people throughout the U.S. and the world. 
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This was the real political and economic basis for 
the heroic resistance of the wretched toiling African 
masses of the South.

Both the white liberal oppressors and the 
oppressed liberal African petty bourgeoisie were 
determined to obscure the actual material basis of 
the struggle known as the Civil Rights Movement 
and the real stakes that were involved. Both were 
determined to keep the masses of African people 
convinced that we were struggling to change the 
feelings of white people toward Africans or that 
we were fighting for the right to live with the white 
oppressor-nation U.S. North American population.

Thus a purely idealistic ideological cover was 
given to our struggle by the liberal African primitive 
petty bourgeoisie. We were not told that we must 
be committed to philosophical nonviolence because 
we were involved in a limited revolution designed 
to serve the interests of the liberal sector of our 
colonial oppressors who would never support a 
genuine revolution of our oppressed people. 
Instead we were told that such a philosophical 
commitment to nonviolence was morally cleansing 
and empowering.

However, there was always an undercurrent 
of resistance to the philosophical idealism, tactics, 
strategies and political objectives of the liberal 
African primitive petty bourgeoisie from the broad 
perimeter of the Black Liberation Movement. Much of 
this resistance came from the masses of oppressed 
African working people who sometimes participated 
in the movement despite these differences….4

4 Yeshitela, Omali. Izwe Lethu i Afrika (Africa is Our Land): Political Report 
to the 3rd Party Congress of the African People’s Socialist Party, pp. 5-6. 
Burning Spear Publications, 1991.
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The problem for the white rulers and their compliant 
African minions was the fact that the fodder for this movement, 
the impoverished and brutalized Africans of the southern 
U.S., would discover our own interests in the struggle for 
the democracy being sought by the liberals, colonizer and 
colonized alike. In the struggle to change the world these 
African toilers would ourselves be changed.

We summed up in the article, “Advanced Detachment,” 
written for The Burning Spear in 1985 and which appears in 
the book, Omali Yeshitela Speaks:

During the 1950s the alliance between our 
movement and the liberal bourgeoisie consolidated 
itself in mass struggle. In the process our movement 
began to achieve a revolutionary character. This 
movement activated the African victims of U.S. 
colonialism as conscious participants, and impacted 
on the consciousness and practical life of all the 
people inside the U.S. This powerful movement 
overthrew the immediate form of capitalist rule of 
the Southern white ruling class and achieved legal 
democratic rights for African people.5

The rise of the conscious African working class
The need for change was aptly summed up by the Student 

Nonviolent Coordinating Committee in its slogan-demand for 
black power, coming in 1966 after the petty bourgeois-led Civil 
Rights Movement had realized its aims with the enactment of 
the Civil Rights Bill in 1964 and the Voting Rights Act of 1965. 

The outcome of the alliance “was something that neither 
the liberal bourgeoisie nor the black petty bourgeoisie could 
predict, namely the emergence of an African proletariat rising 

5 Yeshitela, Omali. “Advanced Detachment,” Omali Yeshitela Speaks, p. 
287. Burning Spear Uhuru Publications, 2005.
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up from the bowels of America itself,”6 as we observed in 
“Advanced Detachment.”

While the selfish interests of the African working class 
proved to be in contradiction with the aims of colonial white 
power, they were in contradiction with the interests and aims 
of the black petty bourgeoisie as well. We noted again in 
“Advanced Detachment”:

An inconsistent though generally materialist 
philosophy of “black nationalism” began to emerge 
out of the aims of the African working class. 
Black nationalism began to reject the idealist and 
obscurantist philosophy of the liberal black petty 
bourgeoisie. Martin Luther King’s “dream” of a 
better day in America as a consequence of the 
moral regeneration of whites of the oppressor nation 
was challenged by the “nightmare” as defined by 
Malcolm X. The African proletariat, facing objective 
reality in America raised the demand for Black 
Power to determine our own black reality.7

Indeed, the black power slogan-demand captured the 
reality for the entire African nation within the U.S. and 
the world. Inside the U.S. during this period every African 
community was literally on fire with rebellion and anti-colonial 
resistance. It was an anti-colonial demand that challenged 
the limitations of the call for equality and rights within the 
colonial relationship.

The Black Power demand gave a taste of political power to 
the masses of African people everywhere.

As we continued in “Advanced Detachment,”

6 Ibid., p. 288.

7 Ibid. 
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For the new generation of fully mobilized African 
workers that was thrust onto the scene as the main 
social factor in U.S. political life, its aspirations were 
far from being met by gaining legal democratic rights. 
The attempts by the petty bourgeoisie to moderate 
the Black Liberation Movement, to decelerate it and 
direct it towards liberal bourgeois democratic sops, 
were met with cries of “burn baby burn,” in Los 
Angeles and “Black Power” in Mississippi.

At this point the independent aspirations of 
the African working class became clear. This new 
clarity fueled efforts to build independent political 
parties by and for the colonially oppressed African 
population….8

We explained further in the 1998 presentation that we call 
“The Wolf and the Double-Edged Blade,” published in Omali 
Yeshitela Speaks:

Our movement emerged as an anti-colonial 
movement at the moment the issue became one of 
power. When African workers said “Black Power,” 
they united with struggles like the ones being led by 
Che Guevara throughout Latin America and Africa.

By 1967 we saw the rise of the Black Panther 
Party, which took the struggle even further. The 
Black Panther Party was immediately and explicitly 
informed and influenced by Malcolm X, who told us 
that since it’s legal to have a shotgun, every African 
should have one in his or her house….

With the emergence of the Black Panther Party 
we saw tremendous anxiety in this country. So 
much so that J. Edgar Hoover, who was then the 

8 Ibid., p. 291.
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executive director of the FBI, which is one of the 
secret political police agencies in this country, 
characterized the Black Panther Party as the 
“greatest threat to the internal security of the United 
States since the Civil War.”

Not Gaddafi, not Saddam Hussein, not the 
Russians but ordinary African working class folk, 
most of whom lived in housing projects and had 
to use public transportation to get from one part 
of the city to the other. That’s a statement about 
where power can be found: in the masses of African 
workers and poor people, who, given organization 
and ideological clarity, can achieve anything. 
That’s the thing that Hoover and the FBI recognized. 
Unfortunately not too many of our leaders today 
recognize that….

We know that the Black Revolution, once 
unleashed, gave rise to virtually every other 
progressive entity that sprung up in this country. 
It was the Black Revolution that took white women 
out of the kitchen and homosexuals out of the closet. 
It was the Black Revolution that energized the 
movements of other oppressed peoples, including 
Indigenous people in this country. It was a powerful 
and profound movement that shook this country to 
its very foundation….

This is why the government put in place a 
program to cut down and undermine the Black 
Revolution and assassinate our leaders. They 
created what we refer to as “counterinsurgency.”

Counterinsurgency uses every form of attack: 
psychological warfare, actual armed struggle, 
economic warfare….
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The name of the government’s counterinsurgency 
against the Black Revolution was COINTELPRO, 
short for Counterintelligence Program. COINTELPRO 
was the program used to assassinate and imprison 
our leaders and destroy our organizations….9

Imperialist violence sets back our  
anti-colonial struggle

The COINTELPRO objectives spelled out in this August 25, 
1967 memorandum sent by the FBI to field offices throughout 
the U.S. is telling in its slander, lies and efforts to criminalize 
and set the Black Revolution up for violence and assault:

The purpose of this new 
counterintelligence endeavor is to 
expose, disrupt, misdirect, discredit, or otherwise 
neutralize the activities of black nationalist hate-
type organizations and groupings, their leadership, 
spokesmen, membership, and supporters, and 
to counter their propensity for violence and civil 
disorder. 

The activities of all such groups of intelligence 
interest to the Bureau must be followed on a 
continuous basis so we will be in a position to 
promptly take advantage of all opportunities for 
counterintelligence and inspire action in instances 
where circumstances warrant. The pernicious 
background of such groups, their duplicity 
and devious maneuvers must be exposed to 
public scrutiny where such publicity will have a 
neutralizing effect. Efforts of the various groups to 

9 Yeshitela, “The Wolf and the Double-Edged Blade,” Omali Yeshitela 
Speaks, pp. 93-94.
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consolidate their forces or to recruit new or youthful 
adherents must be frustrated. 

No opportunity should be missed to exploit 
through counterintelligence techniques the 
organizational and personal conflicts of the 
leaderships of the groups and where possible an 
effort should be made to capitalize upon existing 
conflicts between competing Black Nationalist 
organizations.

When an opportunity is apparent to disrupt or 
neutralize black nationalist, hate-type organizations 
through the cooperation of established local news 
media contacts or through such contact with sources 
available to the Seat of Government [Hoover’s 
office], in every instance careful attention must be 
given to the proposal to insure the targeted group 
is disrupted, ridiculed or discredited through the 
publicity and not merely publicized.10

The political structures within which the U.S. domestic 
anti-colonial struggle was being waged came under siege. 
In the mid-60s, the Student Nonviolent Coordinating 
Committee (SNCC) briefly became the center of anti-colonial 
resistance within the U.S. In the meantime, with the rise of 
African national consciousness of the African working-class-
led movement, other anti-colonial organizations began an 
outright challenge to confining the African struggle to Civil 
Rights or rights within the colonial-capitalist system.

Among these were the Junta of Militant Organizations 
(JOMO) and the Black Panther Party. The African People’s 
Party (APP) and the Provisional Government of the Republic 
of New Afrika (RNA) were others. These organizations and 

10 Churchill, Ward, and Jim Vander Wall. The COINTELPRO Papers: 
Documents from the FBI’s Secret Wars Against Domestic Dissent, pp. 92-
93. South End Press, 1990. 
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the Revolutionary Action Movement (RAM) were influenced 
ideologically by Malcolm X, who had left the original Nation of 
Islam (NOI) in a split that divided that group between religious 
obscurantists, philosophical idealists and the growing 
materialist-influenced, revolutionary ideology and practice 
being promoted by Malcolm X.

The masses of African people were part of the wave of anti-
colonial struggle sweeping the planet. The chains of colonial 
domination were being shattered everywhere. Kenya! Korea! 
Ghana! Congo! Viet Nam! Cuba! Grenada! Algeria! Oakland, 
California and St. Petersburg, Florida!

The colonial-capitalist ruling class had been defeated 
politically and ideologically within the U.S. and throughout 
the world. Part of that defeat was to be seen in the creation 
of independent political organizations—the Pan Africanist 
Congress of Azania is an example. But there was also the 
Kenya Land and Freedom Army (Mau Mau), Zimbabwe African 
National Union, Black Panther Party, Student Nonviolent 
Coordinating Committee, New Jewel Movement of Grenada, 
JOMO and African People’s Socialist Party.

Many others developed in Africa and worldwide. Their 
main significance lay in the fact that they represented the 
intention of the colonized to seek solutions for ourselves 
outside the structures and political and ideological framework 
of the colonizers. They had won the support and participation 
of the broad masses of the hundreds of millions of colonized 
Africans and others determined to end our relationship with 
foreign colonial domination.

Comrades! While many of our people have been convinced 
that our colonial oppression is due to “racist” whites or the 
colonizer simply not “liking” us, the fact is that the entire 
success of the colonizers—all the wealth, happiness and 
democratic rights enjoyed by them—require our colonization. 
In other words, there has always been a material basis for 
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our oppression to which the colonial hatred and brutality owe 
their existence.

The colonial-capitalist loss of political and ideological 
authority over our colonized communities—the U.S. 
government’s political and ideological defeat—left the 
colonizer with only one logical response: military attack. 
Extreme violence! This was true all over the world, but this 
was especially true within the U.S. Here our Movement inside 
the imperialist center, the headquarters of human oppression 
and exploitation, inspired the fighting peoples of the world 
and presented white power with an existential crisis.

Because the U.S. Front of the Black Revolution of the 
Sixties threatened the very foundation of world capitalism, 
the U.S. initiated this counterinsurgency, with no recognition 
of our political prisoners, no protocols for the treatment of our 
prisoners of war or features of what the colonizer recognized 
as “civilized” conduct, much less the admission that the 
assault on our Revolution was indeed a war.

Attacks on JOMO’s efforts to build a statewide party
Our success in building the Party and the fact that our 

Movement survived the counterinsurgency that defeated the 
Black Revolution of the Sixties should not be interpreted to 
mean that we were untouched by the U.S. counterinsurgency.

In Izwe Lethu i Afrika!, the Political Report to our Third 
Congress, we summed up:

It was the resilience of JOMO and the Party that 
denied the counterinsurgency its ultimate victory. 
For although the Black Liberation Movement was 
destroyed as a movement, the birth of the Party 
in 1972 as a part of the revolutionary continuum 
was the birth of a political force that was clear on 
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its mission to complete the Black Revolution of the 
Sixties.

Our Party was founded in May of 1972 by 
the merger of three previously separate groups. 
The primary organization of the three was JOMO, 
the Junta of Militant Organizations, based in St. 
Petersburg, Florida and Lexington and Louisville, 
Kentucky. The others were the Black Rights 
Fighters in Ft Myers and the Black Study Group of 
Gainesville, Florida.

JOMO was the dominant organization by virtue 
of its political experience, its longer history and its 
urban working class base and character. The Black 
Rights Fighters was essentially an organization 
of migrant farm workers and organizers, and the 
Gainesville Black Study Group was an organization 
of community-based students and intellectuals.

Both the climate of political terror directed at the 
Revolution and our own inexperience prevented the 
use of a founding Congress or some other publicized 
mass meeting to bring the Party into existence.

Earlier JOMO efforts to build a revolutionary 
party in 1969-70 had been successfully blocked by 
the U.S. counterinsurgency. Even as the brutal U.S. 
colonial war was being directed at our movement, 
JOMO had organized regular monthly meetings of 
progressive African organizations throughout the 
state of Florida. It was precisely because JOMO was 
able to recognize the need to defend our Revolution 
that it saw the monthly meetings as leading to the 
creation of a statewide party.11

11 Yeshitela, Izwe Lethu i Afrika, p. 31. 



86 Vanguard

The June 15-29, 1970 issue of The Burning Spear, JOMO’s 
political organ at the time, reported on that month’s meeting:

…Several Black organizations ended their 
fourth statewide Black Caucus since March on June 
6. As a result of the fourth caucus several things 
happened.

It was decided that JOMO and The Burning 
Spear are the official information and communication 
apparatus for the state movement.

The need and name for a Black political party in 
the state was established. Details are to be worked 
out at the next caucus, scheduled for Miami. 
The name of the party is the African Nationalist 
Progressive Party.12

The following long selection from Izwe Lethu i Afrika is 
important for what it reveals about the serious, anti-democratic 
and terroristic measures used by the U.S. bourgeois colonial 
state to crush our Movement and attempt to derail our efforts 
to build a statewide party. We recounted:

However, at the July Miami meeting, one of the 
meeting participants whom JOMO came to suspect 
as a government agent provocateur, successfully 
fought from an anti-Party, ultra-leftist position to 
block the group from consolidating JOMO’s party-
building effort.

Then at the following meeting held in Daytona 
Beach, the provocateur, in violation of the June 
decision determining The Burning Spear as the 
group’s organ, brought an African news reporter 
from the colonial white ruling class Miami Herald 
to the meeting. The consequence of this was an 

12 The Burning Spear, June 15-29, 1970.
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article in white ruling class publications throughout 
Florida on the morning following the meeting 
which told of sinister efforts by members of the 
Black Liberation Army who were holding secretive 
meetings, planning to “kill whitey.”

The fact that the provocateur admitted authoring 
the article because he “felt we need the publicity,” 
and that the group refused to expel him for this 
blatant and dangerous provocation meant that the 
government was successful in having the statewide 
meetings die on the vine. Later a listing for the 
nonexistent African Nationalist Progressive Party 
in the Miami telephone directory gave the address 
and phone number of the provocateur.

Such was the repressive political atmosphere 
during the period.

In fact, on January 10, 1973, within eight 
months of the Party’s founding, Lawrence Mann, 
a member of the Central Committee, Party co-
founder and leader of the Black Rights Fighters, 
was assassinated by automobile wreck. This 
act disrupted the effectiveness of our efforts to 
consolidate other members of the Black Rights 
Fighters into the Party.

Then, in May of 1973 the government arrested 
and re-imprisoned me at Florida State Prison on 
the old mural charge13 that I was initially arrested 

13 In December 1966, in one of the first black power actions of the 
1960s, Chairman Omali Yeshitela, then known as Joseph Waller 
and local leader of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee, 
courageously tore down a hideous, anti-African mural that had hung 
in the St. Petersburg, Florida city hall for 30 years. Chairman Omali 
was given a felony conviction in a political trial, serving two and a half 
years of a five-year prison sentence for “destruction of public property” 
and “grand larceny.” On May 2, 1967, barely four months after the 
mural was torn down, the Black Panther Party initiated its renowned 
protest by carrying guns at the California State Capitol building in 
Sacramento.
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and imprisoned for as a SNCC member in December 
1966. However, our young Party was able to mount 
a fierce resistance to my re-imprisonment and force 
the government to release me within two months….

But the government was not finished. After 
having attacked our newly-founded party at two 
of its three legs—Fort Myers with the murder of 
Lawrence Mann and St. Petersburg with my arrest 
and re-imprisonment—the colonial bourgeoisie 
attacked the Party in Gainesville in June 1973.

This attack came in the form of a concerted 
effort to chase Katura Carey, a Central Committee 
member and Party co-founder, out of the city. Born 
and reared in Virginia, Carey was fired from her job 
as a school teacher, having been isolated by outright 
FBI slander which accused Carey of keeping a 
cache of weapons. The FBI also established a 
campaign of terrorizing Carey’s neighbors in the 
rural community where she lived.

This effort was led by the FBI and a North Amer-
ican [white] former principal at a predominantly Af-
rican high school, who had become a city commis-
sioner. This city commissioner, who had functioned 
in the military as a counterinsurgency expert and 
had written manuals on counterinsurgency which 
were in the local public libraries, used counterinsur-
gency expertise and connections and his position as 
city commissioner to launch his attack on Carey….

The consolidation of the Party through a merger 
based primarily on quiet meetings between the 
leaders and members of the three merging groups 
instead of through a publicly announced Congress 
was mostly determined by the terroristic colonialist 
counterinsurgency. And even when the merger 
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occurred without a Congress, the white ruling class 
colonialist state wasted no time in attempting to 
destroy us. But we survived and in many ways we 
thrived, although not without contradictions.

The threat by then-U.S. Attorney General John 
Mitchell to destroy the Black Panther Party before 
the end of 1969 had been realized for all practical 
purposes. Indeed, it is important to remember that 
the Black Panther Party was the main target and 
bore the brunt of the colonialist counterinsurgency, 
the primary factor of the Panther’s demise.

This was the period of the government 
assassinations of several Black Liberation Army 
fugitives, the near-assassination and arrests of 
Assata Shakur and Sundiata Acoli as well as 
other anti-colonial African patriots of the Black 
Liberation Army such as Herman Bell, Albert “Nuh” 
Washington and others.

The U.S. government aimed to systematically 
decapitate the revolutionary sector of our movement. 
George and Jonathan Jackson were executed by 
government agents, 43 rebelling prisoners and their 
captive guards were massacred in Attica prison, 
and more than 40 African prisoners were wounded 
by government troops at Florida State Prison, acts 
which had successfully followed the incarcerated 
Revolution into the prison and set upon it with 
genocidal efficiency.

Although it was also a target of the vicious 
counterinsurgency of the sixties—suffering 
government infiltration, agent provocateurs, 
helicopter and armored vehicle attacks on our 
community base, massive arrests, beatings and 
assassination attempts directed at me as its 
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leader—JOMO was able to survive and lead the 
work to build the African People’s Socialist Party in 
1972.14

U.S. government counterinsurgency imposed deadly 
drugs on us

Ultimately, the colonial rulers imposed an illegal capitalist 
drug economy on the colony after denying African participation 
within the legal capitalist economy. 

After the rebellions of the ‘60s swept U.S. cities, urban 
African communities throughout this country were consciously 
and strategically decimated by the colonial-capitalists through 
“urban removal” programs, that tore down long standing 
African economic, cultural and residential centers, efforts that 
often included building freeways and sports arenas through 
African neighborhoods. 

The urban removal programs of the sixties paved the 
way for the now pervasive gentrification seen in most cities 
today. A goal of gentrification is to disperse concentrations 
of African people in urban areas, a goal consistent with the 
counterinsurgency. 

In the 1960s the U.S. government that was carrying out 
vicious colonial occupation and war against the people of Viet 
Nam began flying opium from Southeast Asia in CIA planes 
to the U.S., simultaneously creating counterinsurgency 
programs against two critical anti-colonial fronts: Viet Nam 
and the U.S. internal or domestic African colony.15

This is why as soon as pro-democracy and anti-colonial 
African leaders such as Martin Luther King, Malcolm X 
and Fred Hampton were assassinated by COINTELPRO an 
epidemic of heroin hit our communities hard.

14 Yeshitela, Izwe Lethu i Afrika, pp. 32-35.

15 See: McCoy, Alfred W. The Politics of Heroin: CIA Complicity in the 
Global Drug Trade. Lawrence Hill Books, 1972.
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By the early 1980s, following the victory of the Vietnamese 
Revolution over the U.S. imperialist military, the U.S. was again 
waging counterinsurgency, this time against the liberation 
movements in Nicaragua and Central America. Meanwhile it 
expanded its counterinsurgency against our domestic African 
colony far beyond the COINTEL Program with the mission 
to salt the earth of the entire African domestic colony in an 
attempt to make sure that it would never rise up again. 

Our Party was the only force that correctly exposed the fact 
that the epidemic of the deadly, addictive, laboratory-created 
cocaine derivative called “crack” that profoundly ravaged our 
communities for two decades was a continuation of colonial 
war against us. 

After the victory of the Sandinista Revolution in Nicaragua 
in 1979, the U.S. military sent massive amounts of munitions 
and training to undermine it and the Salvadoran Revolution. 
The training and arming of these proxy forces called the 
Contras was being funded by profits from crack sales in 
African communities by the Central Intelligence Agency and 
other arms of the U.S. imperialist state.

Indeed our Party educated Gary Webb, a reporter at the 
San Jose Mercury News, who used his position to expose that 
the U.S. government was responsible for crack cocaine in 
our communities. San Jose is part of the greater Bay Area 
of Northern California where for years from our base at the 
Uhuru House in Oakland we led marches and campaigns 
exposing that “The White House is the rock house and Uncle 
Sam is the pusherman.” 

In 1994 I was invited by African students to speak at San 
Jose State University where I responded to some doubting 
students: 

Are you saying you don’t believe that the 
U.S. government would actually put drugs in the 
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black community? I will tell you this: This is the 
government that did slavery. If it did slavery it will 
do anything! They [the Contras] would be at Hull’s16 
ranch to receive weapons coming on airplanes. The 
same airplanes would be loaded up with cocaine 
and brought back to this country, sometimes to 
Homestead Air Force Base in the state of Florida. 

This is in congressional records. The Tower 
Commission talked about this. They don’t say what 
happened to the cocaine after that but they didn’t 
keep it at Homestead Air Force Base. I want to tell 
you it’s in San Jose; Oakland, California; Tampa, 
Florida and the rest of it!17

In 1996 Webb published a lengthy, well-documented 
article in the Mercury News that later became the book, 
Dark Alliance: The CIA, The Contras and the Crack Cocaine 
Explosion, which exposes the fact that the U.S. government 
did indeed impose crack cocaine into African communities 
and funneled millions of dollars of drug profits to the CIA-
backed Contras.

In his Author’s Note, Webb states: “Dark Alliance does not 
propound a conspiracy theory; there is nothing theoretical 
about history. In this case, it is undeniable that a wildly 
successful conspiracy to import cocaine existed for many 
years, and that innumerable American citizens [sic]—most of 
them poor and black—paid an enormous price as a result.”18

The cocaine economy functioned as poisoned meat thrown 
to a starving population. As in any colonial situation, the 

16 John Hull, whose Costa Rica ranch was used by the CIA for drug and 
arms smuggling.

17 As recorded in the video, “Who Gave the ‘Messenger’ the Message?” 
Race for the Times, raceforthetimes.com/who-gave-messenger-message.

18 Webb, Gary. Dark Alliance: The CIA, the Contras, and the Crack Cocaine 
Explosion. p. XIII. Seven Stories Press, 1998. 



93How the Party survived the counterinsurgency 

economic activity is closely controlled and monitored by the 
colonizer. It is the colonizer that determines whether there will 
be colonial economic activity and what it will look like. Clearly 
the drugs imposed on the domestic colony, with an estimated 
annual value today at a half a trillion dollars, were there 
because the colonial state wanted them there. The absence of 
any legal economic life prevailed because the colonial rulers 
wanted it that way.

The drug economy served to demoralize and criminalize 
our community and provided a scapegoat for the neocolonial 
African petty bourgeoisie to avoid charging the colonial 
rulers for the conditions we face. This also allowed the petty 
bourgeoisie to distinguish themselves as the “good” negroes, 
who like the white colonial society, were being undermined 
and brought down by the African working class, the primary 
target of the drug offensive.

In the wake of the government-imposed drug economy, 
the U.S. began passing laws that enabled the colonial state to 
round up millions of African workers who had recently been 
organized to revolution and put them in prison, eventually 
building the largest prison population in the entire world.

Massive prison building projects were established all over 
the U.S. as white communities vied and fought for prisons 
to be able to provide colonizer nation white workers well-
paying jobs at the expense of tens of millions of colonized 
African people stuffed into these concentration camps as their 
families and communities profoundly destabilized. Atrocities 
were and are carried out in the prisons, which created an 
economic boon to the white population.

African communities were under siege, facing literal 
martial law with set curfews amidst helicopters flying overhead 
as scores of repressive U.S. government organizations, deadly 
SWAT teams and police programs were set up in our oppressed 
and impoverished neighborhoods. Police programs such as 
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“Weed and Seed,” “Hope VI” and vigilante neighborhood watch 
groups, among countless others, were established in African 
working class communities all over the U.S.

African children were farmed out to white women who 
earned small fortunes as foster mothers who tortured and 
in some cases mutilated our children in violation of the 
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime 
of Genocide.

One such case around which the Party waged a powerful 
campaign was that of Yvonne Eldridge, a white woman from 
Walnut Creek, CA, a suburb of Oakland. Eldridge made over 
$10,000 a month housing scores of African children from 
the foster care system whose parents were victims of the 
U.S. government’s imposition of crack cocaine in the African 
community. 

Eldridge consciously made the children ill, killing at least 
three African babies and submitting at least eight others to 
abuse, including cutting intravenous cords and reporting 
nonexistent symptoms to doctors who collaborated by 
performing surgery to remove the infants’ organs.19

Struggle led by the Party forced the state to finally indict 
and bring Eldridge to trial.

It took terror and opportunism to return to class peace
Political debate within our oppressed communities 

was neutralized by assassination and other forms of 
counterinsurgency, including the inundation of drugs in the 
African community. 

Quoting from “Advanced Detachment” again:

It took an all out urban war against the black 
working class in the sixties for a return to imperialist 
class peace and the reinstatement of the façade of 

19 “Woman honored as foster mother guilty of abuse,” Los Angeles Times, 
June 6, 1996.
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the two-party system supposedly representing the 
class interests of all people.

This war saw African workers stand up alone 
not only against armed police organizations, but 
even armed military forces usually reserved for 
foreign U.S. intervention. In Detroit this included the 
82nd Airborne Division. In urban areas throughout 
the U.S. military tanks and an assortment of other 
sophisticated armaments were deployed against 
the unarmed black working class communities….

The U.S. ruling class used its military power, 
its state power, to defeat the independent, 
revolutionary capacity of the African working 
class, the only internal social force that made it 
necessary to defend the capitalist social system. 
The African working class was the only social force 
inside the U.S. that was capable of challenging the 
bourgeoisie for power, the fundamental question in 
any revolution.

For all these years subsequent to the military 
defeat of the Black Revolution of the Sixties the 
bourgeoisie has expended a tremendous amount 
of energy and resources in keeping the African 
working class politically disoriented, disorganized 
and unable to come together organizationally in its 
own class interests.20

The whole of the North American colonial community of 
intellectuals hungrily jumped on the anti-African bandwagon. 
A concerted effort to use the consequence of the drug economy 
to prove the pathology of the African community became a 
goal of colonial academia. 

20 Yeshitela, “Advanced Detachment,” Omali Yeshitela Speaks,  
pp. 296-297.
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Hillary Clinton made her infamous statement calling 
African children “superpredators” in 1996, following on the 
heels of her husband’s 1994 counterinsurgent Crime Bill 
which implemented the “three strikes, you’re out” clause 
targeting African people and installed 100,000 new cops on 
the streets of African communities all over the U.S.

Petty bourgeois, pro-independence black nationalists 
from a variety of organizations joined in on this attack on the 
African working class, in some instances actually supporting 
the colonial occupying military forces in their attacks on 
the colonized population in the name of “taking back” our 
communities. 

At least one organization, the Provisional Government of 
the Republic of New Afrika (RNA), made participation in the 
U.S.-led “war against drugs” a part of its strategy to weasel 
“reparations” from the white rulers, “because we can use the 
money” to give RNA’s drug-fighting “efforts a boost.” 21 Like 
other apologists for the colonial terror being inflicted on our 
community, these black nationalist would-be leaders defined 
the U.S.-imposed drug economy and its aftermath as “self-
inflicted.” 

Our Party took on a deep—and we should add futile—
struggle with the RNA and other so-called pro-independence 
organizations for more than five years! We struggled that the 
African Revolution cannot move forward without defeating 
the counterinsurgency—the most important question of 
that period—and that we must defend the besieged African 
working class.

Our book, Black Power Since the ‘60s, which is a chronicle 
of those struggles, notes: 

21 Yeshitela, Black Power Since the ‘60s, p. 45.
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We initiated this discussion, this struggle 
against opportunism as part of a process to solve 
the outstanding problems of the Revolution….

The vicious counterinsurgent colonial war 
that defeated the Black Revolution of the Sixties 
continues to immobilize our revolutionary process 
today. We must overturn the counterinsurgency as 
a condition for moving our Revolution forward.

Hence our current fixation on the 
counterinsurgency. For while there are a handful 
of anti-colonial African organizations, some of 
which might actually do political work, it will take 
revolutionary work to liberate us. It is simple as that. 
And revolutionary work is that work which correctly 
sums up and acts upon the period in which we 
exist and struggle. But for this to happen effectively 
and consistently, such work must be informed by 
advanced, revolutionary theory.

For years now the African People’s Socialist 
Party has been attempting to win the U.S.-based 
African anti-colonial movement to the significance of 
the U.S. counterinsurgency. We have held tribunals, 
forums, symposiums and mass mobilizations to 
expose the counterinsurgency….

The articles from The Burning Spear which 
make up this book expose the actual participation 
of two groups, the Provisional Government of the 
Republic of New Afrika and the Nation of Islam, in 
so-called anti-drug counterinsurgent activity. But 
others have also participated in one way or another 
as well.

The Nation of Islam, under the leadership of 
Minister Louis Farrakhan, initiated a campaign of 
so-called Dope Busters which achieved notoriety 
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with a televised beating of a so-called drug pusher 
in Atlanta, Georgia. The New Afrikan People’s 
Organization initiated some sort of “Take Back the 
Streets” campaign, based on the assumption that 
violent African youth gangs or drug pushers control 
the streets of our colonized communities and not 
the militarized colonial police who are the first line 
of counter-revolutionary resistance to our struggle 
against colonialism.

We of the African People’s Socialist Party have 
argued that while we must struggle to achieve control 
of our communities as a part of the struggle against 
domestic colonialism, the activities of these groups 
bow to the definition of the primary contradiction 
in our community as defined by the colonial white 
ruling class—especially since none of them is 
involved in campaigns to “bust” the slumlords or 
the cheating avaricious merchants or violent white 
vigilantes. None of them has campaigns to take 
back the streets from ski mask wearing police thugs 
who violate our communities daily.

This coincidence of interest with the campaigns 
and definitions of the white ruling class and 
media validates the counterinsurgent activities 
of the colonial ruling class and state. It validates 
the counterinsurgency itself, notwithstanding the 
hollow protestations of the groups to the contrary.

The approach of our Party has been to identify the 
counterinsurgency and all its obvious components 
as the primary contradiction and to attempt to win 
all in our oppressed colonial community who can 
be won to struggle against the counterinsurgency, 
including the government importation of drugs into 
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our community and the vicious war against our 
people in the name of a war against drugs.

This approach makes the government the 
enemy and calls on everyone, including the penny-
ante drug dealers to unite against the government 
in every way, including a cessation of distribution 
and usage of drugs. The other approach makes 
the African youths the enemy and unites with a 
government campaign against them.22

As our Party has summed up, the African working class 
was demoralized and under intense ideological and political 
assault, exacerbated by our apparent “voluntary” participation 
in the illegal drug economy that had been organized by 
the U.S. government and made possible in part by the 
counterinsurgency war that had effectively neutralized the 
most influential, organized components of the anti-colonial 
struggle. 

It was this “voluntary” aspect of the drug war that made 
the counterinsurgency so effective. It gave the appearance 
of the victim being the perpetrator—even to the victim. 
Nevertheless there was a common refrain within the African 
colony that recognized, “we don’t have the planes and ships to 
bring the drugs into our community.” This popular statement 
echoed countless speeches, Spear articles by myself and 
demonstrations held by Party-led organizations over many 
years.

Neocolonialism key to the success of  
the counterinsurgency

Kwame Nkrumah, the first president of independent 
Ghana introduced the term neocolonialism to the world. In 

22 Ibid., pp. 5-7.
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his 1965 book, Neocolonialism, The Last Stage of Imperialism, 
Nkrumah wrote:

Neo-colonialism is also the worst form of 
imperialism. For those who practise it, it means 
power without responsibility and for those who 
suffer from it, it means exploitation without redress. 
In the days of old-fashioned colonialism, the 
imperial power had at least to explain and justify at 
home the actions it was taking abroad. In the colony 
those who served the ruling imperial power could at 
least look to its protection against any violent move 
by their opponents. With neo-colonialism neither is 
the case.23

 While we don’t necessarily disagree with this 
statement, it does not get at the heart to the critical fact that 
neocolonialism is carried out by the African petty bourgeoisie.

As we explained in the Political Report to the Sixth Congress 
of the African People’s Socialist Party, An Uneasy Equilibrium: 
The African Revolution versus Parasitic Capitalism:

[O]ur Party has been able to advance the 
understanding of neocolonialism, giving it a 
class character and identifying the African petty 
bourgeoisie as the social base from which it springs. 
Throughout the world when the movements for 
liberation grew to an extent that masses rose up 
with the blood-curdling cry of “kill the white man” 
it became no longer tenable for white power to 
exercise its rule directly.

Indirect rule, neocolonialism, white power in 
black face became necessary. The mass struggles 

23 Nkrumah, Kwame. Neo-colonialism, The Last Stage of Imperialism, p. xi. 
International Publishers, 1966.
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for liberation necessitated an obvious transfer of 
political power from the white colonizer to the black 
colonized. This serves to obscure the fact that the 
white colonizer continues to dominate the colonized 
through control of the economy and hence control of 
the politics of the colonized.

Neocolonialism is the concept developed 
by Kwame Nkrumah to define the new face of 
colonialism. Nkrumah taught how the continued 
control of African economies allowed for indirect 
rule by the same powers. However, it was our Party 
that defined African neocolonialists according to 
their class character. It was we who recognized the 
role of class in the implementation of neocolonial 
rule. This had not been previously understood.24

In our 1991 pamphlet, “Dialectics of Black Revolution: 
The Struggle to Defeat the Counterinsurgency in the 
U.S.,” we showed how the U.S. government deepened the 
counterinsurgency against the African Revolution using 
neocolonialism:

 With the defeat of the Black Revolution of the 
Sixties, the strategic target of the counterinsurgency 
shifted to include the entire African population, with 
emphasis on the African working class—employed 
and the increasingly enlarged unemployed. An 
essential component of this counterinsurgency 
is a drug economy, imposed on our economically 
dependent colonized community by the U.S. 
government. Accompanying this is the cynically 
deployed “war on drugs” used to justify a near-

24 Yeshitela, Omali. An Uneasy Equilibrium: The African Revolution versus 
Parasitic Capitalism, p. 219. Burning Spear Publications, 2014.
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total abrogation of the national democratic rights of 
African people that we fought and died for.

To facilitate the criminalization of the African 
community, the counterinsurgency also utilizes 
a neocolonial policy which elevated thousands of 
Africans as elected officials and administrators. 
This has served to deflect consciousness of a 
defeated black revolution and gives a false sense of 
African “progress.”

Neocolonialism acts as a cover for the 
counterinsurgency either through the silence of 
these officials or through their actual hands-on 
participation in the attack on our people. Such 
was the case with the 1985 bombing of an African 
community in Philadelphia under the direction of an 
African mayor, Wilson Goode.25 

In our book, Black Power Since the ‘60s, in the chapter, 
“The Counterinsurgency Against Our People and the 
Response of the Black Movement,” we provided the example 
of Washington, DC as a template for U.S. counterinsurgency 
with the complicity of the neocolonial class:

On April 10, 1989 the U.S. capitalist white power 
government revealed the newly-unfolding form of 
the government’s counterinsurgency against our 
people’s just struggle for freedom and repossession 
of the material wealth stolen from us by 400 years 
of slavery and foreign domination.

April 10 was the day that William J. Bennett, 
the national drug policy director or drug czar [under 
then-U.S. president Ronald Wilson Reagan], flanked 

25 Yeshitela, Omali. “The Dialectics of Black Revolution: The Struggle to 
Defeat the Counterinsurgency in the U.S.,” p. vi. Burning Spear Uhuru 
Publications, Second Edition, 1997.



103How the Party survived the counterinsurgency 

by Secretary of Housing and Urban Development 
Jack Kemp and Richard Thornburg, U.S. attorney 
general, outlined an incredible state of martial law 
for Washington, D.C. that is public consolidation of a 
general campaign directed toward the domestically 
colonized African population. 

Bennett’s plan, which effectively nullified the 
election of the sleazy, neo-colonialist Marion Barry 
administration and returned the D.C. government 
to direct white control, calls for the deployment 
in Washington, D.C. of a so-called Metropolitan 
Area Task Force consisting of representatives 
from the Drug Enforcement Administration, FBI, 
U.S. Marshal’s Service, Department of Defense, 
U.S. Attorney’s Office, Internal Revenue Service, 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, Bureau 
of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, U.S. Customs 
Service, Park Police, D.C. Metropolitan Police 
Department and state and local police agencies 
from Maryland and Virginia.

The immediate effect of Bennett’s action was 
a legal coup d’etat as a means of countering one 
profound security problem for world capitalism 
led by U.S. imperialism; namely: the seat of 
international white power, the U.S. capitol, sitting in 
the middle of a population that is 70 percent African 
and extremely hostile toward the U.S. colonial 
government and its domestic and foreign policy.26

In a sense, Bennett’s attack on African people 
in Washington, D.C. is testimony to the growing 
limitations of neocolonialism as the main strategy 

26 Note that African people are only 47 percent of the population of 
Washington, DC in 2019, after being a majority in the city for more 
than 50 years, proving again that the gentrification by white people in 
urban African communities serves well the aims of counterinsurgency.
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for U.S. imperialism in its war against African 
people.

The fact is that the authority of the black 
puppet regimes established by white power in cities 
throughout the U.S. is wearing thin for the millions 
of oppressed and literally starving African working 
and poor people.

The neocolonialism, more appropriately called 
‘Negro-colonialism’ by some Party members, 
became a chief component of the counterinsurgency 
against our struggle following the defeat of the 
Black Revolution of the Sixties.

Hundreds and thousands of well-trained, 
generally educated individuals, who together make 
up the worst kind of social scum, were recruited 
to the service of white power in the form of black 
elected officials, administrators and policy initiators 
such as civil rights groups and personalities. Their 
job was to act as political covers for white power 
by allowing it to assert itself against our people 
through themselves or their programs.27

Our Party has made it clear from the very beginning of 
our existence that the African petty bourgeoisie as a class will 
always betray the African Revolution which must be led by the 
African working class with fierce adherence to its interests.

As we laid out in our 1981 book, Bread, Peace and Black 
Power: Political Report to the First Congress of the African 
People’s Socialist Party: 

This epoch of struggles and victories over 
neocolonialism and dependency represents the 
leading revolutionary tendency in the world today. 

27 Yeshitela, Black Power Since the ‘60s, pp. 15-16.
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It is an epoch which finally thrusts humanity upon 
the threshold of world socialism, for it challenges 
the very foundations upon which world capitalism 
is built. This epoch of struggles and victories over 
neocolonialism and dependency directly threatens 
the primitive and non-capitalist accumulation 
of capital upon which world capitalism was 
constructed and without which it cannot survive in 
its present form.28

The neocolonial strategy of the imperialist powers 
continues to serve the colonizers today, if not so well.

Only our Party, the Vanguard and Advanced Detachment, 
never stopped defending, engaging and upholding the interests 
of the African working class while neocolonial politicians and 
celebrities such as Jesse Jackson viciously attacked them. In 
later years Bill Cosby joined in the attack on African workers.

Today, thanks to the counterinsurgency, there are an 
astounding 2.3 million people in U.S. prisons—a 500 percent 
increase since the 1970s, when our Party was founded. This 
is in the context that the U.S. population has only increased 
by 48 percent in that time period.29

Colonized African and Indigenous people inside the U.S. 
officially account for 37 percent of the US population, yet we 
represent 67 percent of the prison population according to 
The Sentencing Project. We should note that those African 
prisoners who register as “mixed race” are now counted as 
white, allowing the U.S. government to give the appearance 
that the number of African prisoners in the U.S. has declined 
in recent years.

28 Yeshitela, Omali. The Struggle for Bread, Peace and Black Power: 
Political Report to the First Congress of the African People’s Socialist 
Party, p. 5. Burning Spear Publications, 1981. 

29 The Sentencing Project, sentencingproject.org.
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African men, colonial subjects, are nearly six times as likely 
to be incarcerated as white men, and federal courts imposed 
prison sentences on African men that were 19 percent longer 
than those imposed on similarly situated white men between 
2011 and 2016.

In 2015, 48,043 children were in U.S. juvenile prisons, of 
which 44 percent were African. There are about 1600 children 
in the U.S. serving life sentences without parole, 80 percent 
of which are colonized African children.30 The U.S. is the only 
country in the world that sentences children to life in prison.

One of every eight people imprisoned in the entire world is 
an African man in the U.S.

This is significant not only because the large populations 
of China and India must be factored into the equation, but 
also because the entire billion strong population of colonized 
Africans throughout the world is factored in.

It is abundantly clear that the leap in prison incarceration 
within the U.S. is a direct result of the U.S. counterinsurgency 
that crushed the Black Revolution of the Sixties. A host of 
designer laws created especially for our movement and people 
were initiated and virtually every politician running for 
political office, often including Africans, ran on a platform of a 
public policy of police containment of the African community.

White people feigned ignorance of the war against 
African people

While it was clearly a war against our struggle for liberation 
from a hostile and alien foreign domination that is usually 
recognized as colonialism, the North American population, 
resting upon a parasitic foundation, was able to feign 
ignorance of the murderous assault against our Movement.

30 Ibid.
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As we wrote in the Main Resolution to the First Party 
Congress published as A New Beginning: The Road to Black 
Freedom and Socialism in 1981:

In the U.S. imperialism was constructed off 
the enslavement of African people and the near-
decimation of the Native population. This system 
has been the cornerstone of world capitalism since 
the Second Imperialist World War, which means 
among other things, that the resources, the wealth, 
the near slave-labor of the vast majority of the 
peoples of the world have been the basis for the 
development, not only of the wealth of the ruling 
class but of the entire North American society. 
Consequently the bases of opportunism within the 
U.S. are very deep.31

White people were an objective component of the U.S. 
counterinsurgency, especially the “whites who love us,” 
as they were characterized in Occupied Azania by Robert 
Sobukwe, a primary leader of our struggle there. These whites 
were the leftists, including Marxists and other socialists and 
communists, who made regular forays into our communities 
from the comfortable and generally safe libraries and cafes 
where they usually resided. They all expressed sympathy for 
our plight and cause, but not enough to get off our backs or 
to unite with our fight for self-determination.

With few exceptions they did not recognize that the 
socialism or communism they claimed to seek was to be found 
in the struggle for the liberation of our people. Instead they 
sought to show us the errors of our ways and introduce us to 
the “science of revolution” that required Africans and others 

31 Yeshitela, Omali. A New Beginning: The Road to Black Freedom and 
Socialism, p. 29. Burning Spear Publications, 1982.
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colonized within current borders of the U.S., to submit to the 
leadership of the colonizers that they called “workers.” 

Many of these white Left opportunists also politically 
supported and financially backed neocolonial politicians 
who were beginning to be elected to office in great numbers 
throughout the U.S. after the defeat of the Black Revolution.

The white opportunists rejected their responsibility to win 
the white “workers” to be organized under the leadership of 
colonized Africans who were on the front lines of the anti-
capitalist wars within our colonized spaces. Nor did they see 
a responsibility to organize the colonizer population, white 
workers and otherwise, against the obvious war that was 
being waged against our leaders and organizations that were 
often being televised for the world to see.

Objectively, their role was no different from the strategy 
outlined in the August 1967 COINTELPRO memorandum to 
prevent anti-colonial coalitions from developing, to prevent 
our organizations “from gaining respectability” and to “prevent 
the long-range growth” of our Movement.32 

As we summed up in our 1984 article, “A Political 
and Economic Critique of Imperialism and Imperialist 
Opportunism,” white opportunism subsequent to the 
counterinsurgency that destroyed the African Revolution of 
the Sixties raised its ugly head:

Many of the radical white intellectuals who 
had previously lent ideological support to the 
Black Revolution found themselves conveniently 
rethinking their positions to bring them more in 
line with the tepid traditional politics of the Old 
Left radicals who had always ignored the plight 
of black people. As anticipated by some black 
organizations, the hippies took baths, cut their hair 

32 Churchill and Vander Wall, The COINTELPRO Papers, p. 110.
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and often became successful lower-level capitalists, 
liberal Democratic politicians or overt right-wing, 
anti-black reactionaries.33

African Internationalism enabled our Party to 
survive the counterinsurgency

The leadership that enabled our Party to survive those 
turbulent years of open U.S. government warfare was reflected 
in our political theory and our efforts to solve the problems 
of the Revolution. We did not, like some cultural nationalists, 
conjure up esoteric explanations within which our reality had 
to fit. We have always been practical revolutionaries. Our 
foray into theory was made necessary by the shortcomings 
in the inadequate explanations and solutions that we had 
inherited after the defeat of our Revolution.

Most of us who occupied the camp that we identified as 
pro-independence because of our determination to liberate 
ourselves from white colonial state power and become self-
governing, were generally incapable of providing a scientific 
explanation for our relationship to each other as Africans and 
to our white oppressors.

For many years, stretching back to the sixties, we 
recognized our condition as being colonized within the U.S. 
as we obviously were in Africa and other places. From the 
beginning it has been clear to us that the problem of African 
people inside the U.S. and everywhere is not racism, the ideas 
in white people’s heads. 

During the 1960s, important books were written by African 
scholars affirming our colonial status. More importantly, our 
political leaders were using the colonial analysis as guides for 
our general movement within the U.S. 

33 Yeshitela, Omali. “A Political and Economic Critique of Imperialism and 
Imperialist Opportunism,” The Road to Socialism is Painted Black, p. 
153. Burning Spear Publications, 1987.
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Malcolm X, Frantz Fanon, Albert Memmi, Eldridge Cleaver 
and others within the Black Panther Party used this analysis 
that we are a colonized people within the U.S. It was an 
analysis embraced by what became the Uhuru Movement as 
far back as the SNCC and JOMO period.

The understanding that African people live under 
colonialism inside the U.S. and everywhere we are located is 
critical for us to be able to defeat the U.S. counterinsurgency 
and wage and win an anti-colonial war for the liberation of 
our homeland and people around the world.

We were in many ways blindsided by the colonial-capitalist 
war against our youthful movement in the ‘60s, coming at the 
very moment that we defined ourselves as colonial subjects 
struggling for power. With the military defeat of our Movement, 
the U.S. government also used a massive propaganda war 
telling us that we are victims of “racism” rather than a 
colonized nation of people fighting for liberation.

The colonial analysis rescued us from the impotent 
“racism” position forwarded by a sector of the African petty 
bourgeoisie, which implied that our problem was that white 
people did not like us. This analysis kept us in the very slavish 
position of struggling to win favor with the colonizer. This was 
true notwithstanding the fact that some liberals, even some 
associated with the black power position would begin to talk 
about “institutional racism,” to explain why the system itself 
worked against the interests of African people.

Those who were not blinded by their profound desire to 
maintain their relationship to the U.S. empire were, with 
the slightest struggle, forced to recognize that the term 
“institutional racism” was simply used to obscure the colonial 
reality! 

The struggle against racism was part of the ideological trap 
that kept our revolution based on efforts to reform or perfect 
U.S. imperialism. Even many black power proponents were 
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defining ours as a struggle against racism and colonialism, 
using the terms interchangeably, a form of philosophical 
dualism.

As we showed in An Uneasy Equilibrium, the Political 
Report to our Sixth Party Congress in 2013:

The science of African Internationalism enabled 
our Party to avoid the ideological pitfalls that 
validate the assumption of the superiority of white 
people. Thus, we have never been diverted from 
our mission of capturing power and uniting Africa 
and our nation under the leadership of the African 
working class.

Our Party brought science to our defeated 
African Liberation Movement at a time when it 
was generally bogged down in racial and cultural 
nationalism that indulged in candlelit ceremonies, 
religious obscurantism and nostalgia for an 
often imaginary African past. Through African 
Internationalism we were able to discover the 
material basis for the exploitation and oppression 
of Africans and others in this world….

We determined long ago that characterizing 
our movement as a struggle against racism was 
a self-defeating waste of time. What is called 
racism is simply the ideological foundation of 
capitalist imperialism. Racism is a concept that 
denies Africans our national identity and dignity, 
rather than defining the system of our oppression. 
It relegates us to the Sisyphean task of winning 
acceptance from, and often becoming one with our 
oppressors….

Africans are not a race but a nation of people, 
forcibly dispersed across the globe. We have 
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been pushed out of history by our imperialist 
oppressors…Our national homeland has been 
occupied in various ways for millennia. Our people 
have been captured and shipped around the globe 
as capitalist commodities. Our labor and land have 
been violently extracted to build the European 
nation and the international capitalist system. This 
is what determines our reality and the contours of 
the struggle in which we have been engaged for 
more than 500 years.34

The African People’s Socialist Party leads as the 
Advanced Detachment 

People make revolutions but it is the Advanced Detachment 
that leads them. An anti-colonialist, socialist revolution must 
be led by the Advanced Detachment of the African or colonized 
working class.

Our people have always resisted colonial slavery, but 
the creation of the African People’s Socialist Party provided 
African people and workers with our own revolutionary class-
based Party, led by African workers and informed by advanced 
revolutionary theory for the first time in history.

It is because of the existence of our Party that our struggle 
continues today despite its setbacks and despite the vicious 
total war made against our people by the U.S. government in 
the U.S. and by imperialist forces throughout the world. 

Our Party has always understood that real national 
liberation can only be achieved through the leadership of the 
African working class. This is why we were able to recognize 
the counterinsurgency that, while directed at our total 
struggle, gave strategic primacy to an attack on the African 
working class.

34 Yeshitela, An Uneasy Equilibrium, p. 59.
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It was only the African People’s Socialist Party that initiated 
the campaign to identify and defeat the counterinsurgency 
that enveloped our nation and immobilized our Movement.

The defeat of the Black Revolution of the Sixties helped 
to define the task of our Party: Solve the problems of the 
Revolution. Complete the Black Revolution of the Sixties. 

Central to this task, as can be seen in this chapter, was 
the urgency to expose and defeat the U.S. government’s 
colonial counterinsurgency, the program that destroyed our 
Movement. Had we not taken on this work relentlessly over 
a period of decades our struggle to unite and liberate Africa 
and African people everywhere might have been set back for a 
hundred years or more.

For years we fought a persistent battle to win the unity 
of the U.S.-based anti-colonial movement with our efforts to 
expose and defeat the deadly counterinsurgency.

This struggle by the Party also forced upon us the task of 
determining why the anti-colonial movement could not unite 
with our efforts overturn the counterinsurgency despite all 
its destructive implications and the attempts by our Party. 
As we have shown, their stance was based in petty bourgeois 
unity with a neocolonial outcome and a fear that the African 
Revolution, led firmly by the African working class, could 
actually win our liberation and defeat U.S. imperialism!

Our struggle to expose and defeat the counterinsurgency 
is also the explanation of why the Party has advanced the 
African Revolution. Instead of moving backwards in history, 
attempting to build movements based primarily on the fight 
for democracy or a replay of the Civil Rights Movement under 
colonial capitalism, we continued to tenaciously pursue the 
revolutionary trajectory for total liberation. 

Instead of raising empty slogans proclaiming to the 
colonialist-capitalist ruling class and state that “black lives 
matter,” our Party has continued to develop a coherent theory 
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and political practice. We equipped the African nation and 
essentially the oppressed peoples of the planet to be able to 
move from the last era of revolutionary struggle to usher in a 
new period in which revolution is becoming the main trend in 
the world again.

We summed up all the contradictions of the Black 
Revolution of the Sixties that allowed it to be set back by the 
U.S. government counterinsurgency. 

This struggle deepened our understanding of colonialism 
and it helped us to understand opportunism within our own 
movement and the opportunism of the white colonizer Left 
even more.

This brief and incomplete summation of the 
counterinsurgency is possible only because we are adherents of 
African Internationalism. We have built a Party of professional 
revolutionaries organized under democratic centralist 
principles. We have carried out our strategy from the very 
beginning to prevent the isolation of the African Liberation 
Movement by building the African Socialist International that 
gives our Revolution a strategic character everywhere it is 
located—in Africa, the U.S., Europe, Australia, etc. No longer 
will an African in Haiti, in Congo or the North Side of St. 
Louis, U.S. struggle alone. The African Socialist International 
with the slogans, “Touch one! Touch all!” and “One Africa! 
One Nation!” has brought our dispersed nation together.

We have single-handedly rebuilt an anti-colonial 
movement and have successfully fought and won ideological 
and political recognition of the fact that African people are 
colonized wherever we are. We have single-handedly defended 
and extolled the leadership of the African working class. We 
have identified the previously unrecognized class struggle 
raging within our overall struggle for national liberation. 

We have won solidarity for the African liberation struggle 
within the U.S. and globally, especially from other oppressed 
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peoples. Through African Internationalism and the African 
People’s Socialist Party it is now recognized that our struggle 
is intertwined with the struggle of our Mexican, Indigenous 
and Palestinian comrades and all the oppressed peoples of 
the Earth.

We have tapped into the Achilles heel of imperialist white 
power with the creation of the African People’s Solidarity 
Committee, which extended the African Revolution into the 
citadel of U.S. imperialism. APSC and the solidarity movement 
are actively winning growing sectors of white people to 
practical unity with the Party’s demand for reparations. 

We have created dual and contending power that includes 
our own African working class media and a myriad of economic 
institutions which form the incipient socialist, anti-colonial 
economic foundation of the liberated African nation.

We created a mass organization with the fundamental 
task of exposing and defeating the counterinsurgency as 
far back as 1985. In 1991, that organization became the 
International People’s Democratic Uhuru Movement, which 
has fought against police murder, mass imprisonment and 
every manifestation of colonial violence while promoting the 
strategy for political power and independence.

Our summation of counterinsurgency goes beyond the 
recognition of the involvement of the colonial state in the form 
of police, courts and the prison system. It also recognizes 
the role of counterinsurgent psychological warfare and the 
imperialist narrative in causing confusion within the African 
nation about our collective identity. We have scientifically 
and incontestably given definition to our dispersed African 
nation longing to be free and reunited. This collective identity 
is absolutely necessary for any liberation struggle to achieve 
a successful, united anti-colonial victory. 

We solved the problems and attempted to overturn 
all weaknesses, contradictions and vulnerabilities of our 
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revolutionary movement of the previous period. As the 
Vanguard, the Advanced Detachment, the African People’s 
Socialist Party is ready. This time we are going to win. Indeed, 
we are winning!


