


A tape recording of the following
statement, made by our fallen com-
rade, George Jackson, was played to
the thousands who attended the revolu-
tionary memorial services for our
Field Marshal. We print it here for
your close study.

the element that's guiding that social
unit. and attempt in some way -and
we'll get possibilities, there are a
thousand ways of approaching: playing
on loyalties; or, let's say, the money
thing, the money syndrome, we've had
that trained into us from infancy; or
they' II attempt to show us the futility
of our actions; and then perhaps, if

America and the establishment not
being able to deal with Black national-
ism. Well they have been. They've
built foundations, you know, the Ford
Foundation, Rockefeller Foundation,
and so forth. They bought them off.
.How do we stop those things from
happening. As far as Pm concerned
our dialectic, our intentions, our goals
are so mutually exclusive to those of
our opposition, that I can't see any-
where we can find anything to agree
on. And, we have to stop it right from
the beginning. In other words, no ac-
ceptance of tokens, none whatsoever ,
in the building of the People's world.
We do it on our own. We do it with
our own facilities. And to say that
we can't do it, to say that we don't
have the personnel, that we don't have
the financial means is just like saying
that producers can't produce, that
breadmakers can't make bread. We
don't need them. That's the whole point.
So we stop them by barring them com-
pletely from our program.

We can't limit ourselves to anyone
particular form of struggle; but Pm
saying that the peoPle who are given
the responsibility of deciding which
facilities that we'll take and use for
our own, for the building of the infra-
structure, for our own, I think that
these peoPle should use extreme cau-
tion and always bear in mind that the
underlying motive is tokenism, and at
all times be -cynical. Take, yes; but,
take it in the spirit of reparations,
and reparations only.

We have a very, very, very touchy,
fundamental problem; and, I think it
begins with the ideal -I don't think
we fully understand the period or stage
that we're in right now, the stage of
the struggle that we're in right now.
The ideal situation, where each man can
be a man, can be an individual -and
I don't mean in the existentialist sense -
where each man can be truly free, to
make decisions on his own. Make
decisions on his own, and from his
own mind. We haven't reached that
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The co-optation thing is a mechanism
of the American brand of fascism.
We have to understand that first. In
essence, how it works is that each
group, each social unit, larger than
two, the powers-that-be will approach

that doesn't work, they'll exPlain to us
how ac~lly our goals are the same
as theirs and that they're not such
bad guys after all. But it's worked.
It's worked in the past. You've heard
the stories, the tales about white
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history. And they each took a different
form. In Spain, Francoism and the
Spanish new state, that was one form;
Italian fascism, that was one form; the
Rumanian armed guard, that was one
form; then, of course, the national
socialism ofGermany, that was another
form altogether; Peronism, that was
another form -that has to be examined
very carefully, because there were
several asides that altered it from thL
other forms that swept EuroPe. The
princiPal difference betweenPeronisni
and the thing that Vargas pulled off
in Brazil is that thaugh both those
countries were under the influence,
the sphere of influence of the Unite(£
States, and, in effect, they were reall:i
neo-colonies and had been ever sinc.J
the Monroe Doctrine -actually their
(Argentina's Peronism) particular
brand of fascis~ W1S in a W1y (thi,-
is a very abstract and com;licate;l
question) -this particular form tende,l
to mirror the samt' thing that wen'
dow:'L here in this co'antry. Peron dis-
guised his palticular fascism almos,
as a ba'Mfit to the workers. I meal
and disguised it mnre So than the thing
in Germany. The thing in German:\'
W(;;s outright slavery. It was like, a'
far as I'm co:'tcerned, my reading 0.1
history, it looked like almost a re
version to the slave state. Wherea."
Peron was shrewd Jnough to try to
.~eep a balance -a real balance, no:
real, but, let's say, a superficial
balance -betwi.'en the w:Jrking class
and th,~ 'i"uling class -which is just
aboat what happened here in this
Co'.l;~try -and paralleled a brand, the
particular brand of corporative fas-
cism here in this country.

ImPortant in the understanding of
fascism, I believe, is not to confuse
the different dimensions of the move-
ment. And, we firstly concede that i,!
is a movement, a thing, like I said,
at the oPening of monopoly capital.
First it's obvioUS that once monopoly
capital started forming,old bour-
geoisie dem,')cracy began to die, in
process. As monopoly caPital took
over political rule, the political ~Ie
of, lee's term it, bourgeoisie demo-
cracy started diminishing. And at the
end of that process, like I said, the
culmination of that process, wasalmos
total centralization. So it's not (
question of coup, it's not a question 0.
a certain uprising of a small politi-
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point yeti and it might be 2,000 years
before we reach that point. Right now,
at the present, to think that that thing
is possible is verging on anarchy. And
I seriously feel that the problem lies
in the fact that we don't understand
what Democratic Centralism means,
and its function and its power, and its
power to all of our movement. I really,
seriously don't believe that anything
can be accomplished without Dem,)-
cratic Centralism at this stage, be-
cause we've inherited things from
thousands and thousands of years ago
into our character, into our beings.
In particular, we've inherited things
over the last 300 years of capitalism
and over the last few decades of fas-
cism, corporativism. We've inherited
things that disallow us from, let'ssay,
egalitarian conduct. I think we have to
recognize that, and understand that our
movement has to be carried by, guided
by disciplined and sincere; but or-
ganized, Democratic Centralism.

Power, in its essence, has a growth
process, just like everythinf( else. If

we snatch that thing up out of its
process and look at it as it WAS, we're
looking at a thing that's dead. It's a
thing in process, just like everything
else. It goes through a state of in-
fancy, maturity and then, of course,
decline. The prestige of power at its
maturity is a thing that will prevent
peoPle from acting against that power.
This pig is a psychological thing, a
state of being wherein the bourgeoisie
reign of terror need not rely on vio-
lence to sustain itself. It's relying
on something that happened in the
past, or some accom,'>lishm.int, or
som~, let's say, coup, that went doum
in the past, where it secured itself.
And it's drifting at this point, the
prestige of power means that it's
drifting at this paint and living off its
laurels. At this stage, peoPle just are
not inclined to attack that power. So,
consequently, our first attack is on
the prestige of pow2r. That was Jona-
than's job, to destroy the prestige of
power, the iconoclastic act of crushing
symb).!s. Once these symbols are
crU$,lzed, and peoPle see that they are
vu~erable, then we can move on to
th\3 aciual destruction of the ba;gs of
power. Because powllr, after, after
the destruction of the pre.itige of power ,
POWfJY will be ,fo',ced to revert back
to its o',iginal force, raw brute force
-violence.

First of all, I'd like to clear up a
couPle of points in that area that have
come up, criticisms of my particular
analysis of fascism. First, I would
like to state unequivocally that com-
plete totalitarianism, the perfect to-
talitarian state is impossible. We've
had 6,000 years of hierarchy; we've
had 6,000 years of attempts, of men
making attempts to Place themselves
above society. It's never worked; it's
never worked. So, in essence, pure
fascism, pure totalitarianism is im-
possible, first of all. Then I'd like to
emphasize tlwt fascism right from the
beginning::,. pnd when I say beginning,
I'm going altthe troy back to the point
where monopoly caPitalfirst started its
formation -the culmination of
monopoly capital was the fascist cor-
porative. And it took different forms
in different countries; and those dif-
ferent forms were principally account-
able to the differing national situations,
the differing crises that the particular
nations were facing; and, of course,
the difference in time and Place in














