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Editorial: 
I had not intended this publication to have any particular “theme” per issue, 

but as I gathered articles for this issue, I faced several recurring ideas 

which complemented each other, and were best presented together to give their 

full impact. The theme that has emerged are some pieces on armed self defense 

and the early struggles for the abolition of slavery, and black liberation 

which paved the road for later groups like the Black Panthers Party for Self 

Defense. Many times the liberation groups of the 1960’s and 1970’s a viewed in a 

singular moment in history, something that was tried but failed. But a larger 

view of the peoples history of resistance to oppression shows that they were 

incarnations of the larger struggle, intermediate steps in the Peoples War 

for liberation and equality through socialism. This path was paved in blood, 

and marked by the sacrifices of many fallen comrades, and we as socialists 

and revolutionaries must pick up their rifles and fight on militantly and 

boldly, not pandering to bourgeois politics or falling for reformist oppor-

tunism:  

“A revolution is not a dinner party, or writing an essay, or painting a pic-

ture, or doing embroidery; it cannot be so refined, so leisurely and gentle, so 

temperate, kind, courteous, restrained and magnanimous. A revolution is an in-

surrection, an act of violence by which one class overthrows another.” 

                                                                               - Mao Zedong  

Cover art: Harriet Tubman From “Arm the Spirit” a revolutionary pris-

oners newspaper, artist unnamed. Used with respect. 

We welcome voices from across the Socialist spectrum to contrib-

ute to this zine  -  to submit an article or work for considera-

tion,  or letter to the editor, please send it to:     

socialistgunreview@gmail.com 



"I'll die gladly" 
 

They are going to kill me 

when? 

I don't know.. 

What I do know clearly is that I'll die 

that way, assassinated by the enemy. 

As I continue fighting, 

I will always fight to die that way 

As I will want to die with the people, 

I will never be separate from them. 

As our cry continues to come, 

we will have to shout it always. 

Since the future and history is with us, 

never again, will I turn away from the path 

Since I aspire to be a revolutionary, 

my perspectives and all of my aspirations 

will always be a part of them. 

I will never be afraid. 

Everything you do has to be a blow to  

    the enemy 

In whatever form it is given, 

I will always be active. 

What is certain is that they will kill me, 

and my blood will water our land 

and the flowers of freedom will grow.. 

and the future will open its arms and warmly, 

full of love, welcome us into its chest. 

Our mother, 

our country 

will laugh happily at being reunited with  

    her son, 

with her people, with the child that yesterday  

    wept for a crust of bread 

and who today grows like a river, 

with the mother who died slowly, 

and lives in her distant dreams of yesterday, 

with the eternal combat whose blood, 

nourished the day that will soon come. 

Yes, I'll die gladly, full of love. 

I want to die the most natural death of our  

    times in my country; 

assassinated by the enemy of my people! 

- Delfina Góchez Fernández, 

Page 3 

Delfina was an  El Salvadoran activist, organizer, and guer-
rilla, she was a member of the BRP Bloque Popular Revolu-
cionary, a forerunner of the FLMN. She was shot in 1979 at a 
demonstration outside the Venezuelan embassy.  
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 Gun News & Current events Page 4 

Law-abiding Connecticut gun owners may face 
FELONY CHARGES for failing to register weapons 

Connecticut’s gun control deadline requiring gun reg-

istration has come and gone — putting tens of thou-

sands of law-abiding citizens at risk of felony charges, 

should officials decide to crack down on what one gun 

owner called a stand of “civil disobedience.” 

Last January after the Sandy Hook shooting, Connecti-

cut passed a stringent new gun control laws, and in 

April, Gov. Dannel Mallory approved restrictions 

which redefined the definition of an “assault weapon” 

to ban 100 more types of semi-automatic weapons. 

The law’s grandfather clause allowed gun owners al-

ready possessing AR-15s and similar weapons to keep 

them, but they must submit their personal information 

to a statewide registry. A photo taken by George Roe-

lofson depicting long lines of gun owners waiting to 

register their weapons and ammunition went viral in 

December as the law’s deadline approached: 

Now, as Connecticut’s The Courant estimates, as many 

as 100,000 gun owners with 350,000 unregistered 

weapons have yet to come forward, making state offi-

cials uneasy. Furthermore, estimates concerning 

banned magazines holding more than ten rounds — 

which have no serial numbers and are impossible to 

track unless registered — show that only 36,932 have 

been entered into the state’s databases, while over 

two million remain on the market. 

“I honestly thought from my own standpoint that the 

vast majority would register. If you pass laws that peo-

ple have no respect for and they don’t follow them, 

then you have a real problem,” Republican state Sen. 

Tony Guglielmo, ranking senator on the legislature’s 

public safety committee, told The Courant. 

Last week, a gun owner informed Guglielmo during a 

constituents’ meeting that he and fellow gun owners 

refused to submit to the law’s registration require-

ments. 

“He made the analogy to prohibition. I said, ‘You’re 

talking about civil disobedience, and he said ‘Yes,’ 

“ Guglielmo said. 

Mike Lawlor, undersecretary of Connecticut’s Office of 

Policy and Management, said that the state will not yet 

aggressively pursue unregistered gun owners — even 

sending out a reminder letter could spark tensions be-

tween gun owners and officials. Lawlor instead sug-

gested first extending the deadline and holding an 

“outreach campaign” to encourage submissions. 

Lawlor added that the law, having technically ren-

dered otherwise law-abiding citizens with no criminal 

history felons in one fell swoop, has partly succeeded 

in its goal to eliminate assault weapon ownership in 

the state. 

“Like anything else, people who violate the law face 

consequences,” he told The Courant, leaving open the 

possibility of future prosecutions. “That’s their deci-

sion. The consequences are pretty clear… There’s 

nothing unique about this. The goal is to have fewer of 

these types of weapons in circulation.” 

Meanwhile, Scott Wilson, president of Connecticut Cit-

izens Defense League, Inc. (CCDL) has led the charge 

against Connecticut’s gun restrictions, suing the state 

in May for passing an unconstitutional law 

that violates the Second Amendment. 

“I think that the state would be better served using its 

resources going after violent criminals — ones that 

are perpetuating acts of violence in their community 

— instead of going after law-abiding citizens,” Wilson 

told The Daily Caller. 

Many Connecticut gun owners either remain unaware 

that the law requires registration, or don’t believe that 

their particular models fall under the law’s jurisdic-

tion at all, Wilson added. He also noted that he had 

been contacted by many gun owners after the regis-
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The U.S. has Installed a Neo-Nazi  
Government in Ukraine 

According to the New York Times, “The United 

States and the European Union have embraced the 

revolution here as another flowering of democracy, 

a blow to authoritarianism and kleptocracy in the 

former Soviet space.” ( After Initial Triumph, 

Ukraine’s Leaders Face Battle for Credibility,  NY-

Times.com, March 1, 2014, emphasis added) 

“Flowering Democracy, Revolution”?  The grim real-

ities are otherwise. What is a stake is a US-EU-

NATO sponsored coup d’Etat in blatant violation of 

international law. 

The forbidden truth is that the West has engineered 

–through a carefully staged covert operation– the 

formation of a proxy regime integrated by Neo-

Nazis. 

Confirmed by Assistant Secretary of State Victoria 

Nuland, key organizations in the Ukraine including 

the Neo-Nazi party Svoboda were generously sup-

ported by Washington: “We have invested more 

than 5 billion dollars to help Ukraine to achieve 

these and other goals. … We will continue to pro-

mote Ukraine to the future it deserves.” 

The Western media has casually avoided to analyze 

the composition and ideological underpinnings of 

the government coalition. The word “Neo-Nazi” is a 

Neo Nazi Svoboda leader Oleh Tyahnybok  

By Prof Michel Chossudovsky ,   Global Research, March 02, 2014 

http://www.globalresearch.ca/the-u-s-has-installed-a-neo-nazi-government-in-ukraine/5371554 

tration deadline passed who were afraid to come 

forward and get slapped with criminal charges. 

“My sincerest hope is that the state of Connecticut 

will come to [its] senses and the law that was 

passed Jan. 1 will one day be repealed by the state 

legislature,” Wilson said. 

A U.S. district court judge ruled in favor of the state 

last week, but CCDL filed a notice to appeal the de-

cision the day after. 

Connecticut state police declined to comment, 

while the state’s firearm licensing department 

could not be reached. 

Read more: http://dailycaller.com/2014/02/13/law-abiding-

connecticut-gun-owners-may-face-felony-charges-for-failing-to-register-

weapons/#ixzz2vTrOQCSv  

UPDATE: The State of Connecticut has sent letters 

to more than 200 people who tried to register their 

weapons or declare ownership of high-capacity 

magazines but missed the Jan. 1 deadline that tells 

them what they should do with the weapons and 

magazines that are now illegal under state law. The 

letters are not a warning but rather a notification 

that their application was rejected, according to 

state police spokesman Lt. J. Paul Vance. The letter 

offers options on what to do: Render the weapon or 

magazine permanently inoperable, sell it to a li-

censed gun dealer, remove it from the state or 

make arrangements to hand it over to local or state 

police. 



taboo. It has been excluded from the dictionary of 

mainstream media commentary. It will not appear in 

the pages of the New York Times, the Washington Post 

or The Independent. Journalists have been instructed 

not to use the term “Neo-Nazi” to designate Svoboda 

and the Right Sector. 

Composition of the Coalition Government 

We are not dealing with a transitional government in 

which Neo-Nazi elements integrate the fringe of the 

coalition, formally led by the Fatherland party. 

The Cabinet is not only integrated by the Svoboda and 

Right Sector (not to mention former members of de-

funct fascist UNA-UNSO), the two main Neo-Nazi enti-

ties have been entrusted with key positions which 

grant them de facto control over the Armed Forces, 

Police, Justice and National Security. 

While Yatsenuyk’s Fatherland Party controls the ma-

jority of portfolios and Svoboda Neo-Nazi leader Oleh 

Tyahnybok was not granted a major cabinet post 

(apparently at the request of assistant Secretary of 

State Victoria Nuland), members of Svoboda and the 

Right Sector occupy key positions in the areas of De-

fense, Law Enforcement, Education and Economic Af-

fairs. 

Andriy Parubiy [right] co-founder of the Neo-Nazi  So-

cial-National Party of Ukraine (subsequently renamed 

Svoboda) was appointed Secretary of the National Se-

curity and National Defense Committee 

(RNBOU). (Рада національної  безпеки і оборони 

Украї ни), a key position which overseas the Ministry 

of Defense, the Armed Forces, Law Enforcement, Na-

tional Security and Intelligence. The RNBOU is central 

decision-making body. While it is formally headed by 

the president, it is run by the Secretariat with a staff of 

180 people including defense, intelligence and nation-

al security experts. 

Parubiy was one of the main leaders behind the Or-

ange Revolution in 2004. His organization was funded 

by the West. He is referred to by the Western media as 

the “kommandant” of the EuroMaidan movement. An-

driy Parubiy together with party leader Oleh Tyahny-

bok is a follower of Ukrainian Nazi Stepan Bandera, 

who collaborated in the mass murderer of Jews and 

Poles during World War II.  

In turn, Dmytro Yarosh, leader of the Right Sector del-

egation in the parliament, has been appointed Paru-

biy’s deputy Secretary of the RNBOU. 

Yarosh was the leader of the Brown Shirt Neo-Nazi 

paramilitary during the EuroMaidan “protest” move-

ment. He has called for disbanding the Party of the re-

gions and the Communist Party. 

The Neo Nazi party also controls the judicial process 

with the appointment of  Oleh Makhnitsky of the Svo-

boda party to the position of prosecutor-general of 

Ukraine. What kind of justice will prevail with a re-

known Neo-Nazi in charge of the Prosecutor’s Office of 

Ukraine? 

Cabinet positions were also allocated to former mem-

bers of the Neo-Nazi fringe organizationUkrainian Na-

tional Assembly – Ukrainian National Self Defense 

(UNA-UNSO): 

“Tetyana Chernovol, portrayed in the Western press 

as a crusading investigative journalist without refer-

ence to her past involvement in the anti-Semitic UNA-

UNSO, was named chair of the government’s anti-

corruption committee. Dmytro Bulatov,known for his 

alleged kidnapping by police, but also with UNA-UNSO 

connections, was appointed minister of youth and 

sports. 

Yegor Sobolev, leader of a civic group in Independ-

ence Maidan and politically close to Yatsenyuk, was 

appointed chair of the Lustration Committee, charged 

with purging followers of President Yanukovych from 

government and public life. (See Ukraine Transition 

Government: Neo-Nazis in Control of Armed Forces, 

National Security, Economy, Justice and Education, 

Global Research, March 02, 2014 

The Lustration Committee is to organize the Neo-Nazi 

witch-hunt against all opponents of the new Neo-Nazi 
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Confrontational Politics is a brand new name for 

an upgraded style of militant, forceful, head-on tac-

tics; designed to challenge the racist oppressor. It 

incorporates armed and unarmed aggressive self-

defense in an above-ground blend of using disci-

plined Black formations. Its genesis and early be-

ginning has roots that 

stretch way back to 

Marcus Gar-

vey’s United Negro Im-

provement Associa-

tion‘s self defense wing 

called the Black Legion 

and Malcolm X’s late 

1950s Fruit of Islam. 

Marcus Garvey was a 

great black leader who 

understood the neces-

sity to present to the 

Black masses a disci-

plined above ground 

militant unit that 

would represent an uncompromising stance in the 

face of violent white racist retaliation triggered by 

any black organization seeking freedom. He was 

the premier leader who first put the critical need 

for self-defense on the map. He understood that 

security and protection was interconnected with 

Black dignity especially since white supremacy 

and capitalism relied on sheer force to enslave 

black people. 

This racist intimidation was emitted from many 

different elements of white Amerikkkan society. It 

is what forbids the majority of Blacks from partici-

pating in any legitimate struggle whether it be con-

sciously or unconsciously acknowledged. 

Garvey’s Black Legion wore military clothing, 

trained openly in military drills, and carried long 

swords publicly whenever it was legal to do so. It 

was an above-ground apparatus. When the US gov-

ernment’s secret police force, known as the Feder-

al Bureau of Investigation (FBI), recognized the 

threat of the Black Le-

gion, Marcus Garvey 

was one of the first 

blacks put on the dan-

gerous subversive list. 

The US government’s 

secret war plan 

called Counter Intelli-

gence Pro-

gram (COINTELPRO) 

was originally created 

to target him and his 

organization. 

COINTELPRO’s insidi-

ous use of legal and 

illegal tactics to disrupt 

and neutralize Gar-

vey’s “Back to Africa” movement consisted of in-

formants, agent provocateurs, attempted assassi-

nations, and bogus trumped up charges against 

innocent Black people in the UNIA. 

Though the Black Legion never really engaged the 

racist authorities or any white supremacy organi-

zation in an above-ground confrontational political 

ERASE THE FEAR OF ABOVEGROUND  

SELF-DEFENSE 
By General T.A.C.O. 

General T.A.C.O. (Take All Capitalists Out)  is a member of 

the central committee of the BRLP and at the time of the 

writing was a political prisoner in minimum security with 

a GPS ankle bracelet (21st Century slave shackle) monitor-

ing his movements. Reach the BRLP at PO Box 8297, LA CA 

90008, blackriderslp@yahoo.com  
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demonstration, the seed of potential of a clash was 

planted in the racist white psyche, so therefore, 

the UNIA was sought out to be eliminated. This is 

not to say that there were no underground aggres-

sive attacks launched by the Black Legion but what 

we are mainly concerned with within this analysis 

is above-ground confrontation. We are very sure 

that there were secret strikes carried out by the 

Black Legion against critical racist targets. But the 

official policy of the UNIA towards the Black mass-

es was that the Black Legion represented just the 

idea or concept of self-defense and was not a for-

mation that engaged in serious direct confronta-

tion. It mainly provided security for the organiza-

tion and its leadership 

officials at public events 

or it paraded around in 

large formations as a 

self-defense symbol of 

dignity for Black people. 

In the late 1950s Mal-

colm Little became Mal-

colm X after he joined 

the original Nation of 

Islam led by Elijah Mu-

hammad. Malcolm X 

was fresh out of prison 

where he was recruited 

into the NOI. Since Mal-

colm was a former 

street hustler and ex-

prisoner, he maintained 

a link to Black people in 

those areas. Elijah Mu-

hammad gave Malcolm 

permission to organize those Blacks into a self-

defense unit called the Fruit of Islam (FOI). 

Malcolm brought brothers in off the streets and 

taught them judo, martial arts, military drills, dis-

cipline, and the NOI self-defense philosophy. Offi-

cially they carried no carnal (bodily) weapons. 

They didn’t have a policy towards confrontational 

political demonstrations at that time mainly be-

cause they considered themselves to be primarily 

a spiritual organization. 

Then on one amazing politically charged night, 

Malcolm X was put in an extraordinary dilemma 

when a NOI member was brutally beaten by the 

racist NY police. Robert was savagely dragged to 

the precinct and was being denied medical treat-

ment after his head was busted open by police 

nightsticks. Malcolm, the head minister at the NY 

NOI temple, led a large, disciplined formation of 

the FOI through the streets of Harlem, causing a 

large commotion and a Black crowd of people fol-

lowed them there. 

The Muslims lined up in a 

militant line facing the police 

station with the enormous 

crowd positioned behind 

them. This militant action 

sent shock waves through 

the police station and com-

munity because this was the 

first time in the history of 

Black people in racist 

Amerikkka that anyone had 

the heart and courage to 

openly confront the police in 

such a strong manner! Then 

Malcolm boldly walked into 

the police station, flanked by 

just a couple of Muslims and 

let the other FOI members 

positioned in a long disci-

plined formation outside, 

casting a menacing silent au-

ra. He went to the front desk and then demanded 

that the injured Muslim be given medical atten-

tion. 

The police in the station only agreed to the de-

mand once they saw the large militant confronta-

tion taking place outside. Malcolm walked out and 
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then led the FOI and the gigantic crowd to the hos-

pital to guarantee that the injured Muslim was giv-

en medical care. Once he was sure that the Muslim 

got the help he deserved, Malcolm used just one 

hand turn and the Muslims did a militant right face 

and dispersed with the crowd in a matter of sec-

onds! 

The white police officer who witnessed Malcolm X 

dismiss the Muslims with just one hand gesture, 

remarked out loud that “That’s too much power 

for one Black man to have!” After this first ever 

use of confrontational politics, Malcolm X became 

well known and admired 

among local Black residents in 

New York when the newspa-

pers reported the story the 

next morning. He was regard-

ed as a true leader of the 

Black community who would 

not break down even in the 

face of overwhelming odds. 

This was the last time Mal-

colm was allowed to use the 

FOI in a confrontational politi-

cal demonstration. Yet, he 

was emboldened by this suc-

cessful use of power against 

power and also began to pub-

licly advocate the use of guns 

in self-defense of the Black community. He was 

later suspended and left the Nation of Islam. The 

US government put him under surveillance and 

directly in the gun sight of COINTELPRO’s cross 

hairs. 

When his family was threatened and harassed by 

racist forces, he allowed himself to be photo-

graphed with a M-1 carbine assault rifle while he 

peered out of his home window. This picture be-

came extremely popular throughout the Black 

movement as Malcolm’s most worthy call for the 

need of armed self-defense of the Black communi-

ty. This picture was definitely worth more than a 

thousand words for Black people. 

The FOI went on to disavow and prohibit confron-

tational political demonstrations. They became a 

division within the Nation of Islam that provided 

security for Muslims and high leadership officials 

in the organization. They also focused on checking 

internal sub-divisions and activities of secret 

agents placed within the organization by racist 

forces and secured complete records of all persons 

employed by their organization. It is not known if 

they ever launched any underground strikes 

against their racist enemies 

but I believe most likely they 

did at sometime. 

There were many different 

organizations that had a criti-

cal influence that advanced 

confrontational political strat-

egy throughout the 1960s like 

Robert Williams’ armed chap-

ter of the NAACP, the Student 

‘Non-Violent’ Coordinating 

Committee, the Deacons for 

Defense, Malcolm X’s Organi-

zation of Afro-American Unity, 

the Revolutionary Action 

Movement, and a host of oth-

ers. 

The Black Panther Party for Self-Defense, started 

in 1966 by Huey P. Newton and Bobby Seale, took 

confrontational politics to its highest level during 

the ’60s. Minister of Defense Huey P. Newton was 

a street devotee to Malcolm X’s theories and prac-

tice. In fact, the entire Black Panther Party for Self-

Defense was created in the spirit of Malcolm X af-

ter Malcolm was brutally gunned down by 

COINTELPRO. 

Huey decided to confront the racist police forces 

in Oakland whenever they pulled over Black peo-

ple and tried to brutalize them. Unlike the commu-
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nity patrol organization that just took pictures of 

random acts of police brutality that operated at 

that time in L.A, Huey took it a step further by pa-

trolling the police while openly brandishing shot-

guns because it was still legal to do so in the state 

of California. 

This was also a small scale adoption of Malcolm X’s 

late night confrontation at the New York police 

station. Huey learned from Malcolm that the racist 

authorities could be effectively challenged and 

confronted with Black Power against White Power 

approach. As long as a group maintained a disci-

plined and legal posture, then the police could 

check on their illegal brutality and murder of Black 

people. Huey and Bobby also began to call the po-

lice “pigs” on these patrols because it was 

also a legal thing to do. Huey understood 

that such a serious act of confronting a 

deadly tentacle of our oppression in a mili-

tant way would inspire brothers and sisters 

from off the block to join the struggle for 

Black liberation. 

Out on these patrols facing down the police 

while openly displaying their weapons 

helped the Panthers capture the hearts and 

minds of the Black community. When re-

cruits from off the block began to stream 

into the Panthers, Huey and Bobby took the 

confrontations to an even higher level by 

being armed openly, confronting an entire 

police station after the savage police mur-

der of Denzel Dowel. Many Black organiza-

tions at that time began to criticize the 

Black Panthers for being what they referred 

to as the Panthers being “prematurely para-

military” and thought the Panthers should 

have kept their activities underground. 

Huey responded to these absurd critiques 

by writing an article called “The Correct 

Handling of a Revolution.” He pointed out 

that it was impossible to mobilize the com-

munity in a significant manner if the Black revolu-

tionaries did not openly confront the racist enemy 

to educate the people to resistance. He correctly 

analyzed that those groups that tried to criticize 

the Panthers were imposters and fake revolution-

aries because they wanted the people of the com-

munity to bear the pressure of the police retalia-

tion for such resistance while the so-called revolu-

tionaries hid. He accused these groups of being 

fake revolutionaries who did nothing but talk and 

were too afraid to draw the oppressors’ blood! 

He wrote that any true revolutionaries always 

started out above-ground in order to educate the 

people to the revolutionary organization’s exist-

ence and desire to help liberate the people, so the 
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government would not be able to lie to the people 

and make them feel that the revolutionaries were 

some type of crazy fanatical violent group out to 

harm the community. He wrote that the group 

started out above-ground but eventually has to go 

underground once the oppressor began to target 

the group in an extreme manner. By then the revo-

lutionaries would have already won the respect of 

the people and would have created conditions for 

underground operations to be carried out success-

fully with the protection of the community. 

Eventually Huey’s analysis of the struggle would 

be proven right, but the practice of the Panthers 

took a strategic sharp turn from this position. 

COINTELPRO sent out a directive to the California 

State Government to pass a law to effectively strip 

the Panthers of their right to openly carry guns in 

public by creating the Mulford Act in 1967. The 

Black Panthers marched on the state capital build-

ing openly armed with guns, while the politicians 

were in the process of passing the Mulford Act, 

and started the media into helping the Panthers 

organization. But the Mulford Act was passed, 

stripping the communities’ right to openly bear 

arms, and eliminated the Panthers patrolling the 

police with guns. 

This is the critical point in the Panther history, 

when they began to confuse the mandatory sepa-

ration necessary for above-ground and under-

ground operational activities. Their “legal” con-

frontational politics dissolved into launching of-

fensive strikes in the public arena when Huey car-

ried a concealed handgun in a hollowed out legal 

book, he carried around on the night of the 

shootout between him and the Oakland Police 

took place. This one event has remained concealed 

from most people for over 40 years until the 

book, Will You Die With Me? by Flores “Fly” 

Forbes was published. In this book Fly exposes the 

truth about the death of officer Frey and the re-

sulting Free Huey movement to save Huey from 

the gas chamber and get him released. Fly was a 

high-ranking Panther security official and person-

al bodyguard for Huey. 

When Minister of Information Eldridge Cleaver 

took it upon himself to attempt to register an of-

fensive retaliation against the system and openly 

shot cops in full Panther uniform after the assassi-

nation of Martin Luther King Jr., the Panthers were 

put permanently on a course of confusion towards 

the proper practice and balance between above-

ground and underground operations. This also 

provided the government a convenient way to 

convince the public that the Panthers were crazed 

fanatics in need of extermination and should be 

deemed Public Enemy Number One! 

Eventually the Panthers were manipulated by 

COINTELPRO into violently feuding with each oth-

er in a tragic episode most have come to regard as 

“the split” in the organization. Incorrectly thought 

of as the East Coast chapters against the West 

Coast chapters, it was more accurately a division 

between those Panthers who wanted to stay above

-ground and those who wanted to go under-

ground. The above-ground faction sided with 

Huey and the underground sided with Eldridge. 

None of them realized then that the government’s 

COINTELPRO had set them all up and manipulated 

the wedge between them by manufacturing pre-

cise handwritten letters and signatures of both 

Huey and Eldridge. One letter was written to Huey, 

signed by the government in Eldridge’s handwrit-

ing stating that Eldridge intended to do serious 

harm to Huey. The other letter was written to El-

dridge by the government in Huey’s handwriting 

stating that Huey intended to shoot at Eldridge. 

Divide and conquer led to the destruction of the 

most highly advanced Black organization of the 

1960′s for Black people trapped in the hells of 

Amerikkka! All this could have been avoided if the 

Black Panthers adhered to a strict line of above-

ground armed self-defense and underground 

armed struggle. 
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Out of this unfortunate disaster of the most effec-

tive groups in the 1960′s Black Liberation struggle 

arose a war-torn group of Panther Elders from 

that period, who embody a pessimistic post-

traumatic stress defeatism. There are a few elders 

from that era who still have faith in the struggle 

for freedom so there are some exceptions to the 

rule, but most elders from back then took to criti-

cizing the youth for 

their lack of 

knowledge of self, 

fighting each other, 

and apolitical ways. 

These holier-than-

thou, self-righteous 

elders fail to take 

responsibility for 

being manipulated 

by COINTELPRO 

into Black (Panther) 

on Black (Panther) 

violence them-

selves. Instead of 

being brave and 

properly educating us, the youth just inherited the 

Black on Black violence from these elders. Some of 

them even go so far as to still be foolish enough to 

feud with each other to this very day at different 

Panther reunions and rallies for political prisoners 

who are still locked down from back then! 

The Black Riders are the New Generation Black 

Panthers. We have scientifically analyzed history 

and mastered the art of confrontational politics. 

We started off striking fear in the enemy by creat-

ing our Watch-A-Pig program. This hard line pro-

gram consists of fearless Black Rider Warriors 

who wear camouflaged paramilitary fatigues, be-

rets, and big black boots. We patrol the ruthless 

barbarian police with video cameras, high tech 

walkie-talkies, state of the art police scanners, 

TASERs, mace, bats, knives, and any other legal 

weapons we can get hold of. 

This educates Black people to be fearless against 

police terrorism. Many people have come out of 

their homes with their own video cameras or cam-

era phones and joined us in line to help watch the 

pigs, to stop them from hurting the Black commu-

nity. We have been operating the Watch-A-Pig pro-

gram for over thirteen years now. 

Since the passage of the Mulford Act outlawing the 

original Panthers’ 

and the communi-

ties’ right to openly 

carry guns in pub-

lic, we keep legally 

registered guns on 

security in Black 

Rider homes and 

buildings in case 

the pigs attack us 

unjustly and we 

have to defend our-

selves. We openly 

do military drills 

and carry long 

swords or machetes 

whenever legal to do so. We train in many differ-

ent martial arts armed and unarmed combat styles 

like short staff, sword fighting, katana, Judo, Kung-

Fu, Dynamic kicks, arts of breaking, and especially 

Shodokan death blows. Most of our warriors have 

developed unorthodox fighting methods gleaned 

from survival on the dangerous Los Angeles gang-

land streets. 

We have launched large-scale political confronta-

tions against many different military type pig sta-

tions all over L.A. The most known confrontational 

political demonstration we did was when we 

struck the LAPD headquarters “Thirty Deep,” 

strong, seething with animosity, hostility, and 

stern faced, after they savagely murdered a 13 

year old boy named Devin Brown in 2005. 

We led 500 people in a full-scale clash with the 
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Tune into Anti Capitalist Radio! 
A Weekly program featuring 
today's news without the cor-
porate slant, including the lat-
est on people's struggles and 
building a Left challenge to the 
two-party system.  

armed supremacist group called the Minutemen 

and their racist police bodyguards in Leimert Park. 

We kicked the “Minute-Klan” completely out the 

“hood.” We also stood face to face against over-

whelming odds, when we ran up on the gigantic L.A 

Federal Building to confront the viciously sadistic 

FBI because of their unjust attack and political in-

carceration of the San Francisco 8 Panther Elders 

stemming from a charge that happened way back 

in 1971. 

We have an upgraded self-defense philosophy and 

a strict policy of separating above-ground and un-

derground activity. The US government’s new 

COINTELPRO, called Homeland Security, and their 

USA PATRIOT Act guidelines have tried to attack us 

many times and we have defended ourselves from 

their weak, mindless attempts to eliminate our or-

ganization. We will advance the New Black Libera-

tion Movement wave after wave until our people’s 

freedom is secured. 

He who does not fear the death of a thousand cuts 

will dare to unseat the emperor! 

The Black man and Black woman, once culturally 

inspired, properly trained, and boldly led, are the 

greatest human fighting machines the world has 

ever known! 

 

POLITICS IS WAR WITHOUT BLOODSHED  

AND WAR IS POLITICS WITH BLOODSHED! 

POWER TO THE PEOPLE WHO DON’T FEAR     

FREEDOM! 
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Where does the revolutionary spark come from? How do some people come to transcend and challenge the 

crushing oppressions of the world? International Women's Day (IWD) has something to teach us. If the politi-

cal theoreticians of the radical movements of the 19th and early 20th century were mostly men, it was radical 

women, close to the grinding brutality and poverty of industrialism's golden age, who encapsulated the per-

sonal rage and determination needed to transform suffering and oppression into resistance. It was female an-

archist Emma Goldman who said succinctly and straightforwardly, "Ask for work. If they don't give you work, 

ask for bread. If they do not give you work or bread, then take bread.” 

The IWD holiday was first carved out as a day for working women to celebrate their mutual solidarity and em-

powerment back in 1908, by striking women workers in Chicago. A few short years later in 1914, the world 

socialist movement adopted March 8 as a political holiday to demand political and social rights for women. The 

ideals of that socialist movement were promptly tested as the world plunged into war and much of the socialist 

movement betrayed internationalism, but brave women kept the holiday alive. 

And then by 1917, this simple holiday showed its revolutionary potential: A women's day demonstration in 

Russia for peace and bread (shown above right) turned into a mass strike which quickly became the February 

Revolution that overthrew the centuries-old rule of the Tsars. Revolutionaries had been organizing against the 

Tsars for decades with increasing mass success. But it took a demonstration of women workers, of mothers, 

sisters, daughters, wives, lovers, making an urgent heartfelt plea for an end to death and hunger that captured 

the mass imagination and changed the once unthinkable into the possible. 

After the October revolution in Russia, International Working Women's Day, often shortened to just Interna-

tional Women's Day, was added to the canon of revolutionary holidays celebrated by communists around the 

world. It became a moment of recognition for women attempting to create new realities in socialist countries, 

and a rallying cry for women around the world challenging capitalism and imperialism. 

In the modern era the holiday has been often co-opted by the mainstream bourgeois feminist movement: in-

stead of radical appeals for social transformation, this depoliticized holiday came to celebrate the "sisterhood" 

of reactionary female politicians, or served to elevate women celebrities. But even cheapened into a feel-good 

holiday affirming the humanity and achievement of women, IWD has not lost all its power. (It's a remarkable 

statement that after all these years female humanity still needs to be affirmed.) The deep connection between 

women's experience of oppression and their potential to lead revolution remains. 

In 1979, Iranian women played a major role in the overthrow of the U.S.-backed Shah. Communist women had 

joined guerrilla forces and urban revolutionary groups and been subject to bloody, brutal and violent repres-

sion along with their male comrades. 

The Iranian revolution triumphed when the political opposition was joined by the mass Islamist movement. 

After the Shah was overthrown, the new rulers attempted to impose conservative religious laws on the general 

population: On IWD 1979, thousands of Iranian women filled the streets of Tehran to object (right). Under slo-

gans like "In the Dawn of Freedom There Is no Freedom!" "Women's Liberation Is Society's Libera-

Continued on Page  46 
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On October 16, 1859, John Brown led 19 men in a 

raid on the federal armory at Harper’s Ferry, West 

Virginia. The objective of the raid was to seize arms 

and initiate a revolt against the Southern slave sys-

tem. The John Brown raid failed in its immediate 

aims but has been described as the opening salvo in 

the U.S. Civil War, which culminated in the revolu-

tionary defeat of the slave system.  

John Brown and others involved in the raid were 

convicted on Oct. 27, 1859 and executed by the U.S. 

government less than two months later. Soldiers in 

the Union army, and especially the African-

American regiments -- the most determined fight-

ers in the Civil War -- often sang as they marched: 

"John Brown’s body lies a mould’ring in the grave/

His soul’s marching on!" 

Three years before the Harper’s Ferry raid, Brown 

led attacks against pro-slavery forces during 

"Bleeding Kansas," the 1854-1858 war between 

pro- and anti-slavery forces in Kansas and Mis-

souri. John Brown had come to the conclusion that 

slavery would not be defeated through moral per-

suasion. In fact, pro-slavery forces were using vio-

lence to expand the slave territory, and it was 

working. On the battlefield, Brown put his convic-

tion into action. 

John Brown has been both demonized and romanti-

cized for his actions in Kansas and Harper’s Ferry. 

He has been cast as a madman and as a saint. 

Brown has also been oversimplified as a purely anti

-racist, anti-slavery figure. John Brown gave his life 

to end what he saw as a continuous and brutal war 

against African Americans, a people he regarded as 

his sisters and brothers. While his anti-racist con-

victions were advanced for the time in which he 

lived, a thorough understanding of John Brown’s 

John Brown: revolutionary of his time 

By Ed Felton 
http://www2.pslweb.org/site/News2?

page=NewsArticle&id=13131&news_iv_ctrl=1361 



life and times reveals an even more powerful 

theme: revolutionary commitment. 

John Brown’s opposition to racism and slavery be-

gan early in his life. Through the influence of fami-

ly, religious teachings and childhood experiences 

with African American peers, Brown developed a 

sense of outrage against the brutality of the slave 

system. 

There were certainly many other whites who de-

veloped a similar outrage against slavery. What 

distinguished Brown was his sense of duty to be an 

instrument in the struggle against slavery. As 

Brown’s life progressed, his proclamations of com-

mitment to make war against slavery grew strong-

er. Brown understood this commitment as prima-

ry; all other aspects of his later life were under-

stood in the context of this commitment. 

John Brown carried on various business endeavors, 

including farming, tanning hides, cattle trading, and 

horse and sheep breeding—with limited success. 

However, by the mid-1840s Brown had gained a 

reputation as an expert in fine sheep and wool. 

Throughout his adult life, he tirelessly endeavored 

to bring to his side all those with whom he came in 

contact. He consciously cultivated a reputation as a 

trusted and reliable person in the communities 

where he lived and worked, understanding such 

relations as potentially important to his future anti-

slavery endeavors. 

John Brown undertook his anti-slavery organizing 

efforts with the seriousness and commitment of a 

professional revolutionary. He traveled to meet 

with other important leaders in the abolitionist 

movement. He strategized and planned, seeking 

and gaining material and financial support, while 

maintaining his commitment to militancy as neces-

sary to assure victory. 

John Brown was an agrarian revolutionist who was 

intrigued by some of the socialist experiments of 

his time. 

Brown’s communal sensibility was most evidenced 

by his participation in the Timbuctoo experiment 

in the Adirondack Mountains of New York. Begin-

ning in 1846, wealthy abolitionist Gerrit Smith gave 

thousands of African Americans 40 acres each on a 

120,000-acre expanse he donated for the purpose 

of promoting African American freedom and their 

right to vote. 

Smith hoped that Timbuctoo would develop into a 

thriving agricultural community while providing 

many African Americans with the means to meet 

the minimum voting requirement of the time: own-

ership of property valued at $250. Brown contrib-

uted some provisions and lent his farming exper-

tise to the Timbuctoo experiment, while continuing 

his organizing efforts aimed at a military assault 

against the slave system. 

Further evidence of Brown’s revolutionary political 

understanding includes the provisional constitu-

tion he drafted in 1858, ready for enactment upon 

the seizure of power by anti-slavery forces. The 

provisional constitution included language such as 

"[a]ll captured or confiscated property and all 

property… shall be held as the property of the 

whole … and may be used for the common benefit. 

…" Brown viewed the struggle against slavery not 

as an exclusive struggle, but as part and parcel of a 

general social revolution. 

John Brown committed his life to the struggle to 

end slavery—a struggle that constituted the revo-

lutionary movement of his time. Brown carried out 

his commitment with the material available to him. 

Since John Brown’s time, the working class has ac-

cumulated vast experience, especially from social-

ist revolutions, anti-colonial struggles and mass 

movements for civil rights. As we organize toward 

the next revolutionary victory, we can be inspired 

by John Brown’s commitment, realizing that each 

of our contributions has the potential to be more 

and more decisive. 
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“There are many white people in this country, espe-

cially the younger generation, who realize that the 

injustice that has been done and is being done to 

black people cannot go on without the chickens com-

ing home to roost eventually. And those white peo-

ple, even if they’re not morally motivated, their in-

telligence forces them to see that something must be 

done.  

     “And many of them would 

     be willing to involve 

     themselves in the type 

     of operation that you 

     were  just talking about. 

 

     “For one, when a white 

     man comes to me and 

     tells me how liberal he 

     is, the first thing I  

     want to know, is he a  

     nonviolent liberal, or 

     the other kind. I don’t go 

     for any non violent  

     white liberals.  

 

     “If you are for me 

     and my problems - 

     when I say me, I  

     mean us, our  

     people – then you 

     have to be willing 

     to do as old John 

     Brown did.  

 
     “And if you’re not of the 

     John Brown school of  

     liberals, we’ll get you 

     later – later.” 

     

     - Malcom X 
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ABSTRACT 

"A war between the races would help nobody and 

free nobody and should be avoided at all costs. But 

a one-sided race war with Black people as the tar-

gets and white people shooting the guns is worse."- 

Assata Shakur 

"‘You can't help but wonder that if Sakia Gunn had 

a weapon, would she be in jail right now?. . .' ‘If we 

don't have the right to self-defense, how are we 

supposed to survive?"'  -Bran Fenner 

Killings, even mass killings of children and youth, 

are terribly common. Over 50,000 Iraqi children 

and over 15,000 Afghani children have been killed 

through U.S. military intervention in recent years. 

U.S. drone strikes have killed 178 children in Af-

ghanistan and Pakistan as of December 2012. In 

just one week in the Bronx in 2012, the NYPD shot 

three young Black men to death. At least eight Pal-

estinian children were killed by Israeli forces with-

in the first six days of the Gaza Strip offensive be-

ginning November 2012. At least thirteen trans 

women of color, most of them young, were mur-

dered in 2012 throughout the U.S. Adam Lanza 

murdered twenty children and seven adults in 

Newtown in December 2012. These are just a few 

of many horrific examples. 

Media outlets, policymakers, and much of the pub-

lic place blame differently depending on what type 

of incident causes violent deaths. When it is a U.S., 

Canadian, Israeli, or European institution killing 

large numbers of Black or Brown people, it seems 

like often no one gets blamed. If anyone does, it is 

often the victims. The dead people--even the chil-

dren--are perceived as disposable rather than fully 

human. They are all actual or potential terrorists 

and gang members, deserving of death. If blame 

does come to the government or other institutions, 

it is usually in sanitized and abstract terms. After 

killings perpetrated by individual people of color 

or Muslims, the person's race or religion is often 

blamed for their actions. However, after mass kill-

ings by white civilian men, the blame tends to get 

placed differently: on guns and mental illness. The 

fallout from Newtown has followed this model. 

Newtown and its aftermath may not seem to have 

much to do with trans people of color and queer 

women of color. After all, as far as we know Adam 

Lanza was not trans, queer, or a person of color 

and did not target trans people of color or queer 

women of color. Most acts of violence that do tar-

get trans people of color and queer women of color 

don't tend to attract nearly as much media atten-

tion as Newtown. However, the debates about vio-

lence, guns, and mental illness that have surround-

ed this and other school shootings have significant 

implications for trans people of color and queer 

women of color. Current gun control laws and pro-

posals for expansions of gun control laws harm 

trans people of color and queer women of color 

without addressing the sources of most violence 

against these communities. The demonization of 

mental illness and push to increase the commit-

ment of people labeled mentally ill also contributes 

to greater racial, gender, and sexual--as well as dis-

ability-based--violence. In this article, I consider 

these implications, with particular attention to is-

sues of survival for Black trans people and Black 

By Gabriel Arkles, Associate Academic Specialist at Northeastern University School of Law. 

Gun Control, Mental Illness, and Black Trans and Lesbian Survival, 42 Southwestern Law Review 855-899 (2013)  

Gun Control, Mental Illness, and 
Black Trans and Lesbian Survival 
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lesbians. 

First, I address issues of guns and gun control. 

Queer women of color and trans people of color are 

among those most vulnerable to severe forms of 

interpersonal and institutional violence. The police 

do not protect queer women of color or trans peo-

ple of color from this violence, but perpetrate much 

of it. When queer women of color and trans people 

of color seek to defend themselves, they are often 

criminalized. 

Gun control laws are a 

mechanism of this crimi-

nalization. Rather than 

preventing violence, 

most existing and pro-

posed gun control laws 

increase violence 

through creating more 

mechanisms for the 

search, arrest, prosecu-

tion, and incarceration 

of marginalized commu-

nities, particularly com-

munities of color. Laws 

purportedly about re-

ducing guns and gun vi-

olence serve to justify 

greater use of guns on 

the part of law enforcement and corrections offic-

ers to enforce those laws. I propose an alternative 

approach to gun control, that would focus on elimi-

nating the most destructive weapons that do the 

most harm to the most people--those in the control 

of military, law enforcement, and other institutions. 

I then turn to the controversies over mental illness. 

Mental illness itself is a contested and socially con-

structed category. Queer women of color and trans 

people of color have often been pathologized be-

cause of gender, sexuality, race, and class. Traumat-

ic violence and systemic discrimination can also 

contribute to high rates of emotional distress and 

psychological injury among trans people of color 

and queer women of color. While mentally ill peo-

ple are often suspected of being violent, in fact 

these suspicions are often tied more to scapegoat-

ing or to anxieties about changing social hierar-

chies than to reality. Mentally ill people, however, 

experience very high rates of both interpersonal 

and institutional violence, including violence per-

petuated in the name of "treatment." Queer women 

of color and trans people of color have been partic-

ularly targeted for various forms of psychiatric 

abuse, yet have often been 

denied access to quality, 

consensual mental health 

services. I propose an al-

ternative approach to im-

proving services and sup-

port to people who are 

perceived to be mentally 

ill; rather than commit-

ment, control, and coer-

cion, I suggest honoring 

the self-determination of 

mentally ill people, includ-

ing trans people of color 

and queer women of color. 

* * * 

Those of us concerned 

with racial, gender, sexual, economic, or disability 

justice should be concerned about the direction 

and focus of national conversations in the wake of 

Newtown. Controversies over gun control and 

mental health treatment have a profound impact 

on those marginalized based on race, gender, sexu-

ality, class, and disability. 

Gun control laws so far have been disastrous for 

trans people of color and queer women of color, as 

well as those labeled mentally ill, failing to reduce 

interpersonal violence but increasing the violence 

of the criminal legal system. Instead of focusing on 

greater incarceration of people in marginalized 
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communities who choose to carry guns, we should 

consider true disarmament. This disarmament 

would involve demilitarizing police, decreasing in-

carceration, keeping cops out of schools, disinvest-

ing in the armed forces, and instead investing in 

communities. Expanded power to commit people 

based on mental illness, whether on an outpatient 

or inpatient basis, would also be deeply harmful, 

especially to queer women of color and trans peo-

ple of color who are already highly vulnerable to 

pathologization, disablement, institutionalization, 

and abuse. Instead, we should consider investing 

more deeply in holistic, community-directed ser-

vices for mentally ill people that support self-

determination and social change, including fighting 

state and interpersonal violence against people 

with mental illness. 

In seeking to prevent violence, we must take care 

to ensure we are not actually perpetrating it. 

Gay Rights + Gun Rights 
posters disgruntle liberal 

gun control advocates 
Several online liberal blogs, including The Stranger  

and Thinkprogress.org  reported numerous flyers 

being posted around the Capitol Hill area in Seattle, 

Washington last year. The Stranger suggested the 

posters were “trolling” the gay community,  saying 

“What better way to make people feel unsafe in gay-

friendly Capitol Hill than by slyly referencing homo-

phobia and hate crimes in pro-gun propaganda plas-

tered on every street corner? “  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The QR code on the posters leads to http://www.a-

human-right.com/ - “Self Defense is a Human Right” 

The site has  numerous links to Gun Rights infor-

mation, some articles on gun use and safety, and a lot 

of “Hi-Res” clip art.  

While the site itself is certainly NOT “pro-

socialist” (the site’s writer claims to have grown up 

in the USSR and has “seen what happens when citi-

zens are reduced to the status of subjects.” - Ridicu-

lous western propaganda, an article is due soon  in 

the Socialist Gun Review about gun rights in socialist 

countries.) we certainly can appreciate the message 

about promoting armed self defense for oppressed 

groups, such as the LGBT community and women. 
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SKS: The Peoples’ Rifle 

By Wyatt Wright  

 

The SKS semi-automatic carbine is a very interesting 

rifle with a rich history. Although it was designed in 

the USSR during World War II and a design ahead of 

most nations of the time it was made obsolete within a 

couple of years when the AK-47 started to take the 

spotlight. By the 1950’s it was taken out of front line 

service although it still served in second line units for 

decades. It has served in many Eastern Bloc countries 

as well as throughout Asia by soldiers and guerrilla 

fighters and is still used to this modern day by many. 

  The SKS saw extensive service in China as it fit-

ted the tactic of “People’s War” that the Chinese pre-

ferred. In people’s war the main emphasis is on long-

range sniping, ambushes and spoiling attacks. The gun, 

due to its size, accuracy and relative light weight made 

it ideal for the highly mobile and self-reliant guerrilla 



forces and rural militias protecting their villages. It 

was so popular that it was often preferred over the 

AK pattern rifles. Even when a new rifle was pro-

duced to take its place, the Type 63, the SKS was still 

preferred by front line soldiers which eventually 

forced the Type 63 to be abandoned. The basic 

squad setup was to have the squad leader and assis-

tant squad leader have assault rifles, with the major-

ity of other soldiers in the squad carrying SKS car-

bines with two light machine guns in addition. The 

SKS was eventually replaced due to lessons learned 

during the 1979 border war with Vietnam, namely 

that the guns longer range advantage over the AK 

pattern rifles was wasted in the close quarters of 

mountain jungles. The new and more improved Type 

81 rifle completely replaced the older SKS and AK 

models within the Chinese military by the time bor-

der hostilities broke out again in 1983. 

  During World War II it became increasingly 

apparent that the main battle rifles of the period and 

the ammunition they used were over-qualified for 

the job. The primary rifles used by every nation fired 

a full-sized cartridge which was usually effective out 

to 1000 meters. The rifles produced at this time 

were typically adjustable out to 2000 meters. It be-

came apparent that firefights typically took place at 

less than 300 meters. The heavier battle rifle and 

ammunition was only necessary for a sniper who 

would fire out to extreme ranges while your average 

soldier needed something lighter with an increased 

fire rate. 

 Germany, the US and the USSR were the lead-

ing developers of new cartridges of an intermediate 

size, between the full sized rifle cartridge and the 

small pistol/submachine-gun rounds. All had their 

respective rifles and rounds but it was that of the 

USSR that really took hold for decades. The result 

was the 7.62x39mm round, a rimless cartridge using 

the .30 caliber bullet, which was common for Rus-

sian guns at the time to cut down on needing costly 

new equipment. The new gun to accompany this 

new round was the SKS. 

 The official designation of the SKS-45 which 

is a shortened form of its true name: Samozaryadnyj 

Karabin sistemy Simonova, 1945. The SKS was de-

signed during the last couple of years of World War 

II and it is rumored that it saw limited front line ser-

vice in the last months of the war. Whether that is 

true it officially came into service in 1945. It was de-

signed by Sergei Gavrilovich Simonov who had pre-

viously designed the AVS-36, an overly-complicated, 

select-fire rifle in the 7.62x54r cartridge which had 

many problems. By the time Simonov designed the 

SKS he had learned a lot. 

 The SKS, while a similar design to the AVS-36, 

was a vast improvement. The SKS is a semi-

automatic rifle, being able to fire every time the trig-

ger is pulled. It features a wooden stock with a small 

trap-door in the rear to hold a cleaning kit. The SKS  

is a gas-operated weapon that has a spring-loaded 

bolt carrier and a gas piston rod that work the action 

via gas pressure pushing against them. Also, it has a 

"tilting bolt" action locking system, which means 

when the gun is empty the bolt locks open making it 

easy to reload and chamber a round. Early Russian 

models used a spring-loaded firing pin. This was 

eventually discontinued in favor of a much simpler 

“free-float” design where the firing pin is allowed to 

travel in the bolt without a spring. However this 

means that the bolt needs to be checked regularly to 

see that the firing pin can still move freely. Too much 

debris within the firing pin hole can cause the gun to 

“slam-fire” or shoot automatically when the bolt is 

closed. This is a very unlikely scenario as long as the 

weapon is cleaned from time to time. 

 The SKS uses a 10-round box magazine at-

tached to the gun and loaded by stripper-clips. There 

is a “clip-holder” on the bolt where you place the clip 

and push the 10 rounds into the box magazine, the 

clip then being disposable or able to be saved and 

used in future loading. The gun uses a safety on the 

right side of the trigger, easily moved with the trig-

ger finger for right hand shooters. All SKS models 

were designed with a folding bayonet underneath 
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the barrel. Some of these bayonets are of the tradi-

tion blade design while others are a “cruciform” or 

spiked bayonet similar to that of the Mosin-Nagant 

rifles. The adjustable rear sight has a setting out to 

1000 meters. 

 There are many different SKS rifles that can be 

purchased. Many are essentially the same with the 

only difference being the country of manufacture. All 

the rifles (excluding Yugoslavian models) have 

chrome lined barrels. Chrome lined barrels help 

make cleaning much easier and corrosion less of a 

problem, especially in humid environments or mili-

tary conditions. The primary models being sold are 

from Russia, China, Yugoslavia and Albania with 

much rarer examples from Vietnam or North Korea. 

The most common rifles right now are from China 

with Yugoslavian rifles coming next. Russian and Al-

banian examples are rather rare and usually demand 

a higher price for collectability. There are also two 

main Chinese models, the military Type 56 and one 

made specifically for export by Norinco. 

 I have found that the SKS, while holding less 

ammo than the AK-47 and being slightly longer (at 

least 4 inches) is also slightly more accurate. It also 

has the advantage of being able to load single rounds 

easily whereas the AK-47 or other guns fed with de-

tachable magazines can only be loaded with function-

ing magazines. The gun is very reliable and able to 

shoot through any ammo without much trouble. The 

only trouble I have experienced on a “stock” model, 

and this is rare, is with hollow point ammunition 

catching on the feed ramp as it loads into the gun.  

  Ammo is very cheap and easily available, be-

ing sold at most sporting goods stores, many pawn 

shops and even Walmart as well as traditional gun 

shops. Prices for ammunition tend to be about $5-6 

per 20 round box. The price of an SKS is typically 

around the $300-400 mark with rarer examples 

fetching more. There has been a surge in recent 

months of the Chinese Type 56 which sell for around 

$300 online. The availability of an SKS is like all mili-

tary surplus rifles in that it is hard to know where to 

find them. Pawn shops in your local area, as well as 

larger sporting goods stores like Cabelas, Big 5, Gan-

der Mountain, etc. tend to get them into stock from 

time to time. They can also be found at jgsales.com, 

classicarms.us, aimsurplus.com or gunbroker.com. 

The last being a gun version of eBay. 

 When looking for an SKS the most important 

things to look for is that the bore is still very shiny. As 

stated earlier the bore is chrome lined so it should be 

quite bright. Most of these rifles saw limited to no 

service so the internals should still be very nice. 

Many will have “storage marks” which are small 

dings or marks on the stock. This is common and not 

really a bad thing. As long as the rifle seems to func-

tion properly and has no serious rust, with a good 

bore, then you can start looking at things like match-

ing numbers on the major parts. Now I should specify 

on the rust. A bit of surface rust can be cleaned up, 

what I mean by serious rust is rust that has caused 

moving parts to either stop moving or move slower. 

Some of the Chinese Type 56 models have surface 

rust as the Chinese SKS rifles saw use in rural militias 

for decades. Again, a bit of rust isn’t a bad thing as it 

can be cleaned up. If you aren’t a fan of the wooden 

stock and prefer a more “tactical” or “modern” style 

there are many companies that make stock replace-

ments and scope mounts for the SKS rifles. There are 

also “replacement” magazines that allow it to func-

tion similar to the AK-47. I do not recommend these 

as they tend to cause unnecessary jams for little im-

provement in capacity. These can be found easily 

online, at gun shops or at major sporting goods out-

lets. 

 The SKS is, in my opinion, one of the best rifle 

options around. It has an affordable price, ammo is 

still readily available and it can be customized to a 

certain degree. It is extremely reliable and relatively 

easy to clean. The accuracy of this firearm rivals more 

modern rifles like the AK-47 or AR—15. This is cer-

tainly a gun for the working class. 
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A well regulated militia being necessary to the security 

of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear 

arms shall not be infringed. --U.S. Const. amend. II. 

... No state shall make or enforce any law which shall 

abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the 

United States; nor shall any state deprive any person 

of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; 

nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 

protection of the laws. --U.S. Const. amend. XIV, § 1. 

If African Americans were citizens, observed Chief 

Justice Taney in Dred Scott v. Sandford, "it would 

give to persons of the negro race ... the full liberty of 

speech ...; to hold public meetings upon political af-

fairs, and to keep and carry arms wherever they 

went." If this interpretation ignores that Articles I 

and II of the Bill of Rights designate the respective 

freedoms guaranteed therein to "the people" and not 

simply the citizens (much less a select group of ora-

tors or militia), contrariwise Dred Scott followed an-

tebellum judicial thought in recognizing keeping and 

bearing arms as an individual right protected from 

The Fourteenth Amendment and the Right 
To Keep and Bear Arms:  

The Intent of the Framers 

Editor’s Note:  While we recognize that such things as rights for working people in our bourgeois 

dictatorship are transitory at best, easily revoked at any time by the ruling class, it is im-

portant to know  and uphold the workers struggles which have won those rights, no matter how 

temporary, and to hold our bourgeois dictators accountable by knowing the law better than they 

do, in order to greater emphasize the contradictions inherent within a Capitalist “Democracy”. 

By Stephen P. Halbrook  
[ Originally published as Report of the Subcommittee on the Constitution of the Committee on the Judiciary, United States 

Senate, 97th Cong., 2d Sess., The Right to Keep and Bear Arms, 68-82 (1982) ("Other Views"). Reproduced in the 1982 Senate 

Report, pg. 68-82. Dr. Halbrook is the author of Freedmen, the Fourteenth Amendment, and the Right to Bear Arms, 1866-

1876 which may be obtained from amazon.com]  
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both federal and state infringement. The exception to 

this interpretation were cases holding that the Sec-

ond Amendment only protected citizens from federal, 

not state, infringement of the right to keep and bear 

arms, to provide judicial approval of laws disarming 

black freemen and slaves. 

Since the Fourteenth Amendment was meant to over-

rule Dred Scott by extending individual constitution-

al rights to black Americans and by providing protec-

tion thereof against state infringement, the question 

arises whether the framers of Amendment XIV and 

related enforcement legislation recognized keeping 

and bearing arms as an individual right on which no 

state could infringe. The congressional intent in re-

spect to the Fourteenth Amendment is revealed in 

the debates over both Amendments XIII and XIV as 

well as the Civil Rights Act of 1866, the Anti-KKK Act 

of 1871, and the Civil Rights Act of 1875. Given the 

unanimity of opinion concerning state regulation of 

privately held arms by the legislators who framed the 

Fourteenth Amendment and its enforcement legisla-

tion, it is surprising that judicial opinions and schol-

arly articles fail to analyze the Reconstruction de-

bates.  

A. Arms and Slavery 

Having won their national independence from Eng-

land through armed struggle, post-Revolutionary 

War Americans were acutely (p.69)aware that the 

sword and sovereignty go hand in hand, and that the 

firearms technology ushered in a new epoch in the 

human struggle for freedom. Furthermore, both pro-

ponents and opponents of slavery were cognizant 

that an armed black population meant the abolition 

of slavery, although plantation slaves were often 

trusted with arms for hunting. This sociological fact 

explained not only the legal disarming of blacks but 

also the advocacy of a weapons culture by abolition-

ists. Having employed the instruments for self-

defense against his pro-slavery attackers, abolitionist 

and Republican Party founder Cassius Marcellus Clay 

wrote that "`the pistol and the Bowie knife' are to us 

as sacred as the gown and the pulpit." And it was 

John Brown who argued that "the practice of carrying 

arms would be a good one for the colored people to 

adopt, as it would give them a sense of their man-

hood."  

The practical necessities of the long, bloody Civil 

War, demanding every human resource, led to the 

arming of blacks as soldiers. While originally they 

considered it a "white man's war," Northern authori-

ties by 1863 were organizing black regiments on a 

wide scale. At the same time, black civilians were 

forced to arm themselves privately against mob vio-

lence. During the anti-draft riots in New York, ac-

cording to a Negro newspaper of the time, "The col-

ored men who had manhood in them armed them-

selves, and threw out their pickets every day and 

night, determined to die defending their homes.... 

Most of the colored men in Brooklyn who remained 

in the city were armed daily for self-defense."  

Toward the end of the war Southerners began to sup-

port the arming and freeing of slaves willing to fight 

the invaders, and the Virginia legislature, on passing 

a bill providing for the use of black soldiers, repealed 

its laws against the bearing of arms by blacks. One 

opponent of these measures declared: "What would 

be the character of the returned negro soldiers, made 

familiar with the use of fire-arms, and taught by us, 

that freedom was worth fighting for?" Being evident 

that slaves plus guns equaled abolition, the rebels 

were divided between those who valued nationhood 

to slavery and those who preferred a restored union 

which might not destroy the servile condition of 

black labor. 

As the movement began before the end of the war for 

the complete abolition of slavery via the Thirteenth 

Amendment, members of the U.S. Congress recog-

nized the key role that the bearing of arms was al-

ready playing in the freeing of the slaves. In debate 

over the proposed Amendment, Rep. George A. 

Yeaman (Unionist, Ky.) contended that whoever won 

the war, the abolition of slavery was inevitable due to 
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the arming of blacks: 

Let proclamations be withdrawn, let statutes be re-

pealed, let our armies be defeated, let the South 

achieve its independence, yet come out of the war ... 

with an army of slaves made freemen for their ser-

vice, who have been contracted with, been armed 

and drilled, and have seen the force of combination. 

Their personal status is enhanced.... They will not be 

returned to slavery.  

At the same time, members of the slavocracy were 

planning to disarm the freedmen. Arguing for speedy 

adoption of the Thirteenth Amendment, Rep. William 

D. Kelley (R., Penn.) ex-

pressed (p.70)shock at 

the words of an anti-

secessionist planter in 

Mississippi who ex-

pected the union to re-

store slavery. Kelly cited 

a letter from a U.S. briga-

dier general who wrote: 

"`What,' said I, `these 

men who have had arms 

in their hands?' `Yes,' he 

said, `we should take the arms away from them, of 

course.'" 

The northern government won the war only because 

of the arming of the slaves, according to Sen. Charles 

Sumner (R., Mass.), who argued that necessity de-

manded "first, that the slaves should be declared 

free; and secondly, that muskets should be put into 

their hands for the common defense.... Without 

emancipation, followed by the arming of the slaves, 

rebel slavery would not have been overcome."  

B. The Civil Rights Act of 1866 

After the war was concluded, the slave codes, which 

limited access of blacks to land, to arms, and to the 

courts, began to reappear in the form of the black 

codes, and United States legislators turned their at-

tention to the protection of the freedmen. In support 

of Senate Bill No. 9, which declared as void all laws in 

the rebel states which recognized inequality of rights 

based on race, Sen. Henry Wilson (R., Mass.) ex-

plained in part: "In Mississippi rebel State forces, 

men who were in the rebel armies, are traversing the 

State, visiting the freedmen, disarming them, perpe-

trating murders and outrages on them...."  

When Congress took up Senate Bill No. 61, which be-

came the Civil Rights Act of 1866, Sen. Lyman Trum-

bull (R., Ill.), Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Com-

mittee, indicated that the bill was intended to pro-

hibit inequalities embodied in the black codes, in-

cluding those provisions which "prohibit any negro 

or mulatto from having 

fire-arms." In abolishing 

the badges of slavery, 

the bill would enforce 

fundamental rights 

against racial discrimi-

nation in respect to civil 

rights, the rights to con-

tract, sue and engage in 

commerce, and equal 

criminal penalties. Sen. 

William Saulsbury (D., 

Del.) added: "In my State 

for many years, and I presume there are similar laws 

in most of the southern States, there has existed a 

law of the State based upon and founded in its police 

power, which declares that free negroes shall not 

have the possession of firearms or ammunition. This 

bill proposes to take away from the States this police 

power...." The Delaware Democrat opposed the bill 

on this basis, anticipating a time when "a numerous 

body of dangerous persons belonging to any distinct 

race" endangered the state, for "the State shall not 

have the power to disarm them without disarming 

the whole population." Thus, the bill would have pro-

hibited legislative schemes which in effect disarmed 

blacks but not whites. Still, supporters of the bill 

were soon to contend that arms bearing was a basic 

right of citizenship or personhood. 

In the meantime, the legislators turned their atten-
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tion to the Freedmen's Bureau Bill. Rep. Thomas D. 

Eloit (R., Mass.) attacked an Opelousas, Louisiana or-

dinance which deprived blacks of various civil rights, 

including the following provision: "No freedman who 

is not in the military service shall be allowed to carry 

firearms, or any kind of weapons, within the limits of 

the town of Opelousas without the special permission 

of his employer ... and(p.71)approved by the mayor 

or president of the board of police." And Rep. Josiah 

B. Grinnell (R., Iowa) complained: "A white man in 

Kentucky may keep a gun; if a black man buys a gun 

he forfeits it and pays a fine of five dollars, if presum-

ing to keep in his possession a musket which he has 

carried through the war." Yet the right of blacks to 

have arms existed partly as self-defense against the 

state militia itself, which implied that militia needs 

were not the only constitutional basis for the right to 

bear arms. Sen. Trumbull cited a report from Vicks-

burg, Mississippi which stated: "Nearly all the dissat-

isfaction that now exists among the freedmen is 

caused by the abusive conduct of this militia." Rather 

than restore order, the militia would typically "hand 

some freedman or search negro houses for arms." As 

debate returned to the Civil Rights Bill, Rep. Henry J. 

Raymond (R., N.Y.) explained of the rights of citizen-

ship: "Make the colored man a citizen of the United 

States and he has every right which you or I have as 

citizens of the United States under the laws and Con-

stitution of the United States.... He has a defined sta-

tus; he has a country and a home; a right to defend 

himself and his wife and children; a right to bear 

arms...." Rep. Roswell Hart (R., N.Y.) further states: 

"The Constitution clearly describes that to be a re-

publican form of government for which it was ex-

pressly framed. A government ... where 'no law shall 

be made prohibiting a free exercise of religion;' 

where 'the right of the people to keep and bear arms 

shall not be infringed;'...." He concluded that it was 

the duty of the United States to guarantee that the 

states have such a form of government.  

Rep. Sidney Clarke (R., Kansas) referred to an 1866 

Alabama law providing: "That it shall not be lawful 

for any freedman, mulatto, or free person of color in 

this State, to own firearms, or carry about his person 

a pistol or other deadly weapon." This same statute 

made it unlawful "to sell, give, or lend fire-arms or 

ammunition of any description whatever, to any 

freedman, free negro, or mulatto...." Clarke also at-

tacked Mississippi, "whose rebel militia, upon the sei-

zure of the arms of black Union Soldiers, appropriat-

ed the same to their own use."  

Sir, I find in the Constitution of the United States an 

article which declares that "the right of the people to 

keep and bear arms shall not be infringed." For my-

self, I shall insist that the reconstructed rebels of Mis-

sissippi respect the Constitution in their local laws....  

Emotionally referring to the disarming of black sol-

diers, Clarke added: 

Nearly every white man in that State that could bear 

arms was in the rebel ranks. Nearly all of their able-

bodied colored men who could reach our lines enlist-

ed under the old flag. Many of these brave defenders 

of the nation paid for the arms with which they went 

to battle.... The "reconstructed" State authorities of 

Mississippi were allowed to rob and disarm our vet-

eran soldiers.... (p.72) 

In sum, Clarke presupposed a constitutional right to 

keep privately held arms for protection against op-

pressive state militia. 

C. The Fourteenth Amendment 

The need for a more solid foundation for the protec-

tion of freedmen as well as white citizens was recog-

nized, and the result was a significant new proposal--

the Fourteenth Amendment. A chief exponent of the 

amendment, Sen. Jacob M. Howard (R., Mich.), re-

ferred to "the personal rights guaranteed and se-

cured by the first eight amendments of the Constitu-

tion; such as freedom of speech and of the press; ... 

the right to keep and bear arms...." Adoption of the 

Fourteenth Amendment was necessary because pres-

ently these rights were not guaranteed against state 

legislation. "The great object of the first section of 
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this amendment is, therefore, to restrain the power 

of the States and compel them at all times to respect 

these great fundamental guarantees."  

The Fourteenth Amendment was viewed as neces-

sary to buttress the objectives of the Civil Rights Act 

of 1866. Rep. George W. Julian (R., Ind.) noted that 

the act 

Is pronounced void by the jurists and courts of the 

South. Florida makes it a misdemeanor for colored 

men to carry weapons without a license to do so from 

a probate judge, 

and the punish-

ment of the of-

fense is whipping 

and the pillory. 

South Carolina 

has the same en-

actments... Cun-

ning legislative 

devices are being 

invented in most 

of the States to 

restore slavery in 

fact.  

It is hardly sur-

prising that the 

arms question was viewed as part of a partisan strug-

gle. "As you once needed the muskets of the colored 

persons, so now you need their votes," Sen. Sumner 

explained to his fellow Republicans in support of 

black suffrage in the District of Columbia. At the op-

posite extreme, Rep. Michael C. Kerr (D., Ind.) an op-

ponent of black suffrage and of the Fourteenth 

Amendment, attacked a military ordinance in Ala-

bama that set up a volunteer militia of all males be-

tween ages 18 and 45 "without regard to race or col-

or" on these grounds: 

Of whom will that militia consist? Mr. Speaker, it will 

consist only of the black men of Alabama. The white 

men will not degrade themselves by going into the 

ranks and becoming a part of the militia of the State 

with negroes.... Are the civil laws of Alabama to be 

enforced by this negro militia? Are white men to be 

disarmed by them?  

Kerr predicted that the disfranchisement of white 

voters and the above military measures would result 

in a "war of races."  

D. The Anti-KKK Act 

Although the Fourteenth Amendment became law in 

1868, within three years the Congress was consider-

ing enforcement legislation to suppress the Ku Klux 

Klan. The famous re-

port by Rep. Benja-

min F. Butler (R., 

Mass.) on violence in 

the South assumed 

that the right to keep 

arms was necessary 

for protection 

against the militia 

but also against local 

law enforcement 

agencies. Not-

ing (p.73)instances 

of "armed confeder-

ates" terrorizing the 

negro, the report 

stated that "in many counties they have preceded 

their outrages upon him by disarming him, in viola-

tion of his right as a citizen to `keep and bear arms,' 

which the Constitution expressly says shall never be 

infringed." The congressional power based on the 

Fourteenth Amendment to legislate to prevent states 

from depriving any U.S. citizen of life, liberty, or 

property justified the following provision of the com-

mittee's anti-KKK bill: 

That whoever shall, without due process of law, by 

violence, intimidation, or threats, take away or de-

prive any citizen of the United States of any arms or 

weapons he may have in his house or possession for 

the defense of his person, family, or property, shall be 

deemed guilty of a larceny thereof, and be punished 
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as provided in this act for a felony.  

Rep. Butler explained the purpose of this provision in 

these words: 

Section eight is intended to enforce the well-known 

constitutional provision guaranteeing the right in the 

citizen to "keep and bear arms," and provides that 

whoever shall take away, by force or violence, or by 

threats and intimidation, the arms and weapons 

which any person may have for his defense, shall be 

deemed guilty of larceny of the same. This provision 

seemed to your committee to be necessary, because 

they had observed that, before these midnight ma-

rauders made attacks upon peaceful citizens, there 

were very many instances in the South where the 

sheriff of the county had 

preceded them and taken 

away the arms of their vic-

tims. This was specially no-

ticeable in Union County, 

where all the negro popula-

tion were disarmed by the 

sheriff only a few months 

ago under the order of the 

judge...; and then, the sher-

iff having disarmed the citi-

zens, the five hundred 

masked men rode at night 

and murdered and other-

wise maltreated the ten 

persons who were in jail in 

that county.  

The bill was referred to the 

Judiciary Committee, and when later reported as H.R. 

No. 320 the above section was deleted--probably be-

cause its proscription extended to simple individual 

larceny over which Congress had no constitutional 

authority, and because state or conspiratorial action 

involving the disarming of blacks would be covered 

by more general provisions of the bill. Supporters of 

the rewritten anti-KKK bill continued to show the 

same concern over the disarming of freedmen. Sen. 

John Sherman (R., Ohio) stated the Republican posi-

tion: "Wherever the negro population preponderates, 

there they [the KKK] hold their sway, for a few deter-

mined men ... can carry terror among ignorant ne-

groes ... without arms, equipment, or discipline."  

Further comments clarified that the right to arms 

was a necessary condition for the right of free speech. 

Sen. Adelbert Ames (R., Miss.) averred: "In some 

counties it was impossible to advocate Republican 

principles, those attempting it being hunted like wild 

beasts; in other, the speakers had to be armed and 

supported by (p.74)not a few friends." Rep. William 

L. Stoughton (R., Mich.) exclaimed: "If political oppo-

nents can be marked for slaughter by secret bands of 

cowardly assassins who ride forth with impunity to 

execute the decrees upon 

the unarmed and defense-

less, it will be fatal alike to 

the Republican party and 

civil liberty." Section 1 of 

the bill, which was taken 

partly from Section 2 of the 

Civil Rights Act of 1866 and 

survives today as 42 U.S.C. 

§ 1983, was meant to en-

force Section 1 of the Four-

teenth Amendment by es-

tablishing a remedy for 

deprivation under color of 

state law of federal consti-

tutional rights of all people, 

not only former slaves. This 

portion of the bill provided: 

That any person who, under color of any law, statute, 

ordinance, regulation, custom, or usage of any State, 

shall subject, or cause to be subjected, any person 

within the jurisdiction of the United States to the 

deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities to 

which ... he is entitled under the Constitution or laws 

of the United States, shall ... be liable to the party in-

jured in an action at law, suit in equity, or other prop-

er proceeding for redress...."  
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Rep. Washington C. Whitthorne (D., Tenn.), who com-

plained that "in having organized a negro militia, in 

having disarmed the white man," the Republicans 

had "plundered and robbed" the whites of South Car-

olina through "unequal laws," objected to Section 1 of 

the anti-KKK bill on these grounds: 

It will be noted that by the first section suits may be 

instituted without regard to amount or character of 

claim by any person within the limits of the United 

States who conceives that he has been deprived of 

any right, privilege, or immunity secured him by the 

Constitution of the United States, under color of any 

law, statute, ordinance, regulation, custom, or usage 

of any State. This is to say, that if a police officer of 

the city of Richmond or New York should find a 

drunken negro or white man upon the streets with a 

loaded pistol flourishing it, &c., and by virtue of any 

ordinance, law, or usage, either of city or State, he 

takes it away, the officer may be sued, because the 

right to bear arms is secured by the Constitution, and 

such suit brought in distant and expensive tribunals.  

The Tennessee Democrat assumed that the right to 

bear arms was absolute, deprivation of which created 

a cause of action against state agents under Section 1 

of the anti-KKK bill. In the minds of the bill's support-

ers, however, the Second Amendment as incorpo-

rated in the Fourteenth Amendment recognized a 

right to keep and bear arms safe from state infringe-

ment, not a right to commit assault or otherwise en-

gage in criminal conduct with arms by pointing them 

at people or wantonly brandishing them about so as 

to endanger others. Contrary to the congressman's 

exaggerations, the proponents of the bill had the jus-

tified fear that the opposite development would oc-

cur, i.e., that a black or white man of the wrong politi-

cal party would legitimately have or possess arms 

and a police officer of the city of Richmond or New 

York who was (p.75)drunken with racial prejudice or 

partisan politics would take it away, perhaps to en-

sure the success of an extremist group's attack. Sig-

nificantly, none of the representative's colleagues dis-

puted his assumption that state agents could be sued 

under the predecessor to § 1983 for deprivation of 

the right to keep arms. 

Rep. William D. Kelly (R., Penn.), speaking after and 

in reply to Rep. Whitthorne, did not deny the argu-

ment that Section 1 allowed suit for deprivation of 

the right to possess arms, but emphasized the arming 

of the KKK. He referred to "great numbers of Win-

chester rifles, and a particular species of revolving 

pistol" coming into Charleston's ports. "Poor men, 

without visible means of support, whose clothes are 

ragged and whose lives are almost or absolutely 

those of vagrants, are thus armed with new and cost-

ly rifles, and wear in their belts a brace of expensive 

pistols."[49] These weapons were used against 

Southern Republicans, whose constitutional rights 

must thereby be guaranteed by law and arms. 

However, like Congressman Whitthorne, Rep. Bar-

bour Lewis (R., Tenn.) also decried the loss of state 

agent's immunity should the bill pass: "By the first 

section, in certain cases, the judge of a State court, 

through acting under oath of office, is made liable to a 

suit in the Federal Court and subject to damages for 

his decision against a suitor, however honest and 

conscientious that decision may be; and a ministerial 

officer is subject to the same pains and penalties...." 

Tennessee Republicans and Democrats alike thus 

agreed that what is today § 1983 provided an action 

for damages against state agents in general for depri-

vation of constitutional rights. 

Debate over the anti-KKK bill naturally required ex-

position of Section 1 of the Fourteenth Amendment, 

and none was better qualified to explain that section 

than its draftsman, Rep. John A. Bingham (R., Ohio): 

Mr. Speaker, that the scope and meaning of the limi-

tations imposed by the first section, fourteenth 

amendment of the Constitution may be more fully 

understood, permit me to say that the privileges and 

immunities of citizens of a State, are chiefly defined 

in the first eight amendments to the constitution of 

the United States. Those eight amendments are as 

follows: 
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article i 

Congress shall make no law respecting an establish-

ment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise there-

of, or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press, 

or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and 

to petition the Government for a redress of grievances. 

article ii 

A well-regulated militia being necessary to the security 

of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear 

arms shall not be infringed.... [Amendments III-VIII, 

also listed by Bingham, are here omitted.](p.76) 

These eight articles I have shown never were limita-

tions upon the power of the States, until made so by 

the Fourteenth Amendment. The words of that 

amendment, "no State shall make or enforce any law 

which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of 

citizens of the United States," are an express prohibi-

tion upon every State of the Union....  

This is a most explicit statement of the incorporation 

thesis by the architect of the Fourteenth Amendment. 

Although he based the incorporation on the privileg-

es and immunities clause and not the due process 

clause as did subsequent courts of selective incorpo-

ration, Rep. Bingham could hardly have anticipated 

the judicial metaphysics of the twentieth century in 

this respect. In any case, whether based on the due 

process clause or on the privileges and immunities 

clause, the legislative history supports the view that 

the incorporation of Amendments I-VII was clear and 

unmistakable in the minds of the framers of Amend-

ment XIV. 

In contrast with the above legal analysis, some com-

ments on the enforcement of the Fourteenth Amend-

ment returned to discussion of power struggle be-

tween Republicans and unreconstructed Confeder-

ates. While Republicans deplored the armed condi-

tion of white Southerners and the unarmed state of 

black Southerners, Democrats argued that the 

South's whites were disarmed and endangered by 

armed carpetbaggers and negro militia. Thus, Rep. 

Ellis H. Roberts (R., N.Y.) lamented the partisan char-

acter of KKK violence: "The victims whose property 

is destroyed, whose persons are mutilated, whose 

lives are sacrificed, are always Republicans. They 

may be black or white...." Of the still rebellious 

whites: "Their weapons are often new and of im-

proved patterns; and however poor may be the indi-

vidual member he never lacks for arms or ammuni-

tion.... In many respects the Ku Klux Klan is an army, 

organized and officered, and armed for deadly strife."  

Rep. Boyd Winchester (D., Ky.) set forth the contrary 

position, favorably citing a letter from an ex-

governor of South Carolina to the reconstruction gov-

ernor regretting the latter's "Winchester rifle 

speech" which "fiendishly proclaimed that this in-

strument of death, in the hands of the negroes of 

South Carolina, was the most effective means of 

maintaining order and quiet in the State." Calling on 

the governor to "disarm your militia," the letter re-

ferred to the disaster which resulted "when you or-

ganized colored troops throughout the State, and put 

arms into their hands, with powder and ball, and de-

nied the same to the white people." The letter pro-

ceeded to cite numerous instances where the 

"colored militia" murdered white people. According 

to Rep. Winchester, it was the arming of blacks and 

disarming of whites which resulted in white re-

sistance. "It would seem that wherever military and 

carpetbagger domination in the South has been 

marked by the greatest contempt for law and right, 

and practiced the greatest cruelty toward the people, 

Ku Klux operations have multiplied."  

An instance of black Republican armed resistance to 

agents of the state who were in the Klan was re-

counted in a letter cited by Rep. Benjamin F. Butler:

(p.77) 

Then the Ku Klux fired on them through the window, 

one of the bullets striking a colored woman ... and 

wounding her through the knee badly. The colored 

men then fired on the Ku Klux, and killed their leader 

or captain right there on the steps of the colored 
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men's house.... There he remained until morning 

when he was identified, and proved to be "Pat In-

man," a constable and deputy sheriff....  

By contrast, Rep. Samuel S. Cox (D., Ohio) assailed 

those who "arm negro militia and create a situation 

of terror," exclaimed that South Carolinians actually 

clamored for United States troops to save them from 

the rapacity and murder of the negro bands and their 

white allies," and saw the Klan as their only defense: 

"Is not repression the father of revolution?" The con-

gressman compared the Klan with the French Jacobi-

ans, Italian Carbonari, and Irish Fenians. Rep. John 

Coburn (R., Ind.) saw the situation in an opposite em-

pirical light, deploring both state and private disarm-

ing of blacks. "How much more oppressive is the pas-

sage of a law that they shall not bear arms than the 

practical seizure of all arms from the hands of the 

colored men?"  

The next day Rep. Henry L. Dawes (R., Mass.) re-

turned to a legal analysis which again asserted the 

incorporation thesis. Of the anti-Klan bill he argued: 

The rights, privileges, and immunities of the Ameri-

can citizen, secured to him under the Constitution of 

the United States, are the subject-matter of this bill.... 

... In addition to the original rights secured to him in 

the first article of amendments he had secured the 

free exercise of his religious belief, and freedom of 

speech and of the press. Then again he has secured 

to him the right to keep and bear arms in his defense. 

[Dawes then summarizes the remainder of the first 

eight amendments.] ... 

... And still later, sir, after the bloody sacrifice of our 

four years' war, we gave the most grand of all these 

rights, privileges, and immunities, by one single 

amendment to the Constitution, to four millions of 

American citizens.... 

... [I]t is to protect and secure to him in these rights, 

privileges, and immunities this bill is before the 

House.  

Rep. Horatio C. Burchard (R., Ill.), while generally fa-

voring the bill insofar as it provided against oppres-

sive state action, rejected the interpretation by 

Dawes and Bingham regarding the definition of 

"privileges and immunities," which Burchard felt 

were contained only in Articles IV, V, and VI rather 

than I-VIII. However, Burchard still spoke in terms of 

"the application of their eight amendments to the 

States," and in any case Dawes had used the terms 

"rights, privileges and immunities." The anti-Klan bill 

finally was passed along partisan lines as An Act to 

Enforce the Provisions of the Fourteenth Amend-

ment.  

E. The Civil Rights Act of 1875 

After passage of the anti-Klan bill, discussion con-

cerning arms persisted as interest developed toward 

what became the Civil Rights Act of 1875, now 42 

U.S.C. § 1984. A report on affairs in the South by Sen. 

John Scott (R., Penn.) indicated the need for further 

enforcement legislation: "negroes who were 

whipped testified that those who beat them told 

them they did so because they had voted the radical 

ticket, and in many cases made them promise that 

they would not do so again, and wherever they had 

guns took them from them."  

Following the introduction of the civil rights bill the 

debate over the meaning of the privileges and im-

munities clause returned. Sen. Matthew H. Carpenter 

(R., Wis.) cited Cummings v. Missouri, a case con-

trasting the French legal system, which allowed dep-

rivation of civil rights, "and among these of the right 

of voting, ... of bearing arms," with the American legal 

system, averring that the Fourteenth Amendment 

prevented states from taking away the privileges of 

the American citizen.  

Sen. Allen G. Thurman (D., Ohio) argued that the 

"rights, privileges, and immunities of a citizen of the 

United States" were included in Amendments I-VIII. 

Reading and commenting on each of these amend-

ments, he said of the Second: "Here is another right 

of a citizen of the United States, expressly declared to 

be his right--the right to bear arms; and this right, 
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says the Constitution, shall not be infringed." After 

prodding from John A. Sherman (R., Ohio), Thurman 

added the Ninth Amendment to the list.  

The incorporationist thesis was stated succinctly by 

Senator Thomas M. Norwood (D., Ga.) in one of the 

final debates over the civil rights bill. Referring to a 

U.S. citizen residing in a Territory, Senator Norwood 

stated: 

His right to bear arms, to freedom of religious opin-

ion, freedom of speech, and all others enumerated in 

the Constitution would still remain indefeasibly his, 

whether he remained in the Territory or removed to 

a State. 

And those and certain others are the privileges and 

immunities which belong to him in common with 

every citizen of the United States, and which no State 

can take away or abridge, and they are given and 

protected by the Constitution ... 

The following are most, if not all, the privileges and 

immunities of a citizen of the United States: 

The right to writ of habeas corpus; of peaceable as-

sembly and of petition; ... to keep and bear arms; ... 

from being deprived of the right to vote on account 

of race, color or previous condition of servitude.  

Arguing that the Fourteenth Amendment created no 

new rights but declared that "certain existing rights 

should not be abridged by States," the Georgia Demo-

crat explained: 

Before its [Fourteenth Amendment] adoption any 

State might have established a particular religion, or 

restricted freedom of speech and of the press, or the 

right to bear arms ... A State could have deprived its 

citizens of any of the privileges and immunities con-

tained in those eight articles, but the Federal Govern-

ment could not ...(p.79) 

... And the instant the Fourteenth amendment be-

came a part of the Constitution, every State was at 

that moment disabled from making or enforcing any 

law which would deprive any citizen of a State of the 

benefits enjoyed by citizens of the United States un-

der the first eight amendments to the Federal Consti-

tution.  

In sum, in the understanding of Southern Democrats 

and Radical Republicans alike, the right to keep and 

bear arms, like other Bill of Rights freedoms, was 

made applicable to the states by the Fourteenth 

Amendment. 

The framers of the Fourteenth Amendment and of 

the civil rights acts of Reconstruction, rather than 

predicating the right to keep and bear arms on the 

needs of an organized state militia, based it on the 

right of the people individually to possess arms for 

protection against any oppressive force--including 

racist or political violence by the militia itself or by 

other state agents such as sheriffs. At the same time, 

the militia was understood to be the whole body of 

the people, including blacks. In discussion concern-

ing the Civil Rights Act of 1875, Sen. James A. Alcorn 

(R., Miss.) defined the militia in these terms: "The cit-

izens of the United States, the Posse comitatus, or the 

militia if you please, and the colored man composes 

part of these." Every citizen, in short, was a militia-

man. With the passage of the Fourteenth Amend-

ment, the right and privilege individually to keep and 

bear arms was protected from both state and federal 

infringement.  

 

* For the sake of brevity, all footnotes in this article 

have been omitted. To read a full version of this arti-

cle with footnotes, go to:  http://www.guncite.com/

journals/senhal14.html 
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Childhood & the Gathering Storm 

Focus on Amazons. About why we deal with real women as 

myths. Girls who never really existed. Yet and again, are all 

around us & that we can’t bring ourselves to see. Cause see-

ing through white men’s eyes is about non-vision of our-

selves. So let’s deal with a real Amazon. 

Think about Harriet Tubman. Take six months. In fact, take a 

year & think. Break it on down. What does it mean to be the 

most famous New Afrikan woman in u.s. history? What does 

it mean to be stuck in that lie? What’s the meaning of being 

famous while being hidden and dis-figured and dissed? Let’s 

jailbreak Harriet Tubman out of white his-story and place 

her in Amazon and New Afrikan herstory. Her story, her peo-

ples’ story. 

Harriet Tubman’s life is a live weapon placed in our minds, 

showing us what it means to be an Amazon. Which is why 

the capitalist patriarchy has forbidden us to touch it for so 

long. In this, maybe for the first time, we can see Amazons as 

a future force in the clash of peoples & nations. Not as myths, 

but as players in the whole difficult course of world politics. 

We can also appreciate the bittersweet tang of reality, as the 

peeling away of layers of propaganda and disfigurement 

which have hidden Harriet from us exposes how much we 

assume and how little we’ve known. 

Black women have already pointed out the significant pat-

tern of Harriet’s exclusion. Cultural critic bell hooks said re-

cently: “I mean if we could recover Ida B. Wells and Harriet 

Tubman to the extent that we have recovered, say, Zora 

Neale Hurston, I think that’s an important contrast because 

people want to bury that revolutionary black female histo-

ry…” 

Historian Deborah Gray White connects Harriet’s treatment 

to a larger pattern in mainstream history of slavery, in which 

Black women “were reduced to insignificance and largely 

ignored.” In examining the influential historian Stanley 

Elkins, she points out: 

That Elkins seemed to omit women altogether was accentu-

ated by his description of slaves whom he identified as part 

of an American ‘underground’, those who never succumbed 

to Samboism. Among those mentioned were Gabriel, who led 

the revolt of 1820, Denmark Vessey, leading spirit of the 

1822 plot at Charleston, and Nat Turner — an omission, con-

spicuous by its absence, was Harriet Tubman… If Elkins had 

really been thinking of slaves of both sexes he would hardly 

have forgotten this woman, who became widely known as 

the Moses of her people. 

Patriarchal capitalisms, which only want Amazons to be ex-

otic myths from forgotten ages, have hidden Harriet Tubman 

in her own fame. They both trivialize and exceptionalize her. 

These are tools of oppressor culture. The stripped-down and 

censored version of her life is told in elementary schools all 

over the US empire. So much so that everyone thinks they 

know her story already, although they don’t. Harriet Tubman 

Excerpts from : 

Jailbreak out of History: 
the re-biography of  
Harriet Tubman 
By Butch Lee 
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was born in slavery in Maryland around 1820. She escaped 

to the north when she was 29, but kept returning secretly to 

the South again & again to help other slaves escape. For this 

she became known as “Moses.” True statements. But by lim-

iting her it becomes clever propaganda against her. And 

against her people. 

Where patriarchy has been unable to deny that women do 

significant things, it denies the full meaning of what we do by 

trivializing them. Mary Daly, feminist philosopher, traces the 

enormity of what patriarchy has done to us. In ancient 

Greece the goddess Hecate (also known later as Artemis and 

Diana) was sometimes known as Trivia (and represented by 

a three-faced statue). That was also the name used for the 

intersection of three paths, which in many old cultures were 

the sites of mystical power. She writes inGynecology: 

In light of the cosmic significance of the term trivia as the 

crossing of the three roads and of the goddess who bears 

this name, contemporary meaning of the term in English 

should be examined. The English term, which, according to 

Merriam-Webster, is derived from the Lat-

in trivium (crossroads), is defined as ‘common, ordinary, 

commonplace… of little worth or importance: insignificant, 

flimsy, minor, slight.’ Of course, according to patriarchal val-

ues, that which is ‘commonplace’ is of little worth, for in a 

competitive hierarchical society scarcity is intrinsic to 

‘worth.’ Thus gold is more important than fresh air, and con-

sequently we are forced to live in a world in which gold is 

easier to find than pure air. 

So to trivialize Harriet Tubman the capitalist patriarchy pic-

tures her as an idealized woman by their definition, who 

makes a life of helping others. Thus her deeds are squeezed 

into women’s assigned maternal role as nurturer, helper and 

rescuer of men (who then go on to do the important 

things). But Harriet wasn’t repping Mother Teresa. She was-

n’t even any kind of civilian at all. She was a combatant, a 

guerrilla, a warrior carrying pistol and rifle, fighting in her 

people’s long war for freedom. A war that rocked the founda-

tions of Amerikkkan society and that has never gone away. 

Think about what it means to be called “Moses” (which was 

the code name other slaves gave her, and which became Har-

riet’s famous warrior name in the Anti-Slavery under-

ground). When we check out the bible, we can see that Mo-

ses was a ruthless visionary, someone who forced the bold-

est changes and risks upon his people so that they could sur-

vive. Who led them out of slavery. To put it simply, Moses 

was a leader in a time of war. So, too, was Harriet Tubman. 

What trivializing her as a “rescuer” also does is that it takes 

her out of her own politics. Harriet Tubman was a radical 

political figure, someone totally involved as a player in the 

great political ideas and military storms of her day. She was 

a guerrilla. Someone who lived and taught others to live by 

the communal and working class New Afrikan culture that 

her people had planted in this difficult ground, and a Black 

Feminist to the end. 

In her own lifetime, white people were referring to her as 

“superhuman,” as “a woman who did what no man could 

do” (as if this were some exceptional standard). Thus, even 

then her white supporters needed to exceptionalize her, as 

something unique and singular. This made her less danger-

ous to them. Easier to handle. Less awesome. After all, pic-

ture a nation of Harriet Tubmans. 

First of all, there was nothing mythical or superhuman about 

her. Harriet Tubman was one Afrikan slave woman among 

many. And her most striking qualities were qualities she had 

in common with many other Afrikan women and children, 

who like her came out of a culture of communal resistance 

and strength. So to insist on her supposed unique individual-

ity as a compliment, is actually denying her real identity. 

To understand Harriet, We must first understand the 

war 

If they think of it at all, people look back on the Underground 

Railroad in civilian terms, as a “movement” like Civil Rights. 

In fact, such comparisons are often made. But the Under-

ground Railroad cannot be understood in civilian 

terms, because New Afrikans then were not civilians. 

Here again, it’s easy to let ourselves be fooled by the dis-

information of patriarchal capitalist history. It’s easy to not 

really understand the distinction between civilian and mili-

tary. 

The meaning of these distinctions is important to us, and yet 

we never think about it. Harriet wasn’t an Amazon because 

she was oppressed, or even because she dissented or re-

belled. You’re only military if that’s what you are. Just be-

cause you’re oppressed doesn’t mean you’re at war. Just be-

cause you rebel or protest that doesn’t make you a soldier. 

New Afrikans today still are oppressed, but they certainly 

aren’t at war. That may have been true in the 1960s, the 

mass ghetto uprisings and the role of the Black Panther Par-

ty and the Black Liberation Army, but it’s not true of the 

Black Nation today. 

When Harriet and the other jail break leaders were referred 

to back then as “conductors,” when the chiefs of local Under-

ground Railroad committees were always spoken of as 

“station masters” and “brakemen,” that was cover. Civilian-

sounding words for illegal military activity. Harriet and the 

rest of the Underground Railroad had military goals, had 

military strategy and tactics. It wasn’t any accident that Har-
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riet and many of the other guides (those front-line guerrillas 

who moved through Slaveowner territory) were armed. 

They were soldiers on a military mission, even though they 

may have been wearing work clothes and not have a patriar-

chal military hierarchy anywhere on them. 

Remember, most white men back then in the South or on the 

frontier weren’t civilians exactly, either, even though they, 

too, may not have worn what we recognize as uniforms. 

Most white men there were armed, as a normal matter. Had 

to be, when you come to think of it. (Most nations of the capi-

talist metropolis have histories of strict personal gun con-

trol, like England and Japan. There the ruling class was afraid 

of class warfare. While in settler-colonialist societies — such 

as South Afrika, the u.s.a., and Israel — white men have al-

ways had armed and militarized mass cultures.) 

In its origins as a white men’s invasion culture, Team USA 

itself may have looked civilian to us, but it was really mili-

tary. The masses of armed settler men were 

their own military. Banding together in militias or Slave Pa-

trols or Committees of Correspondence to commit genocide 

against Indians and prisonguard their Afrikan and women 

property. 

The ways of life, the culture created by the young Black Na-

tion in this furnace, were centered on dangerous and illegal 

resistance of all kinds. Even their music and their personal 

lives were part of this resistance. Because without such 

guerrilla activity they would have had no space or human life 

at all. Those were the stakes. And the New Afrikan political 

struggle against this armed oppressor had definite charac-

teristics; it was not only conspiratorial and communal, em-

bracing all forms of resistance from illegal education and sly 

sabotage to violence, but its only goal — understood by all 

— was the total destruction of the enemy slave-owning soci-

ety. That is, it was inescapably military in its full dimensions, 

just as its situation was military. 

Being disarmed is not the same thing as being civilian. A dis-

tinction that patriarchal capitalism loves to mess over in our 

minds. 

Increasing Violence and Will 

We have to step back a moment and take in the whole sweep 

of the crisis, as the Black Nation, with increasing violence 

and will, slowly stood up against the limit of its chains. This 

was the national crisis that at first deformed — and then 

destroyed into the rubble of war — the old planter capital-

ism of the George Washingtons and Thomas Jeffersons. We 

pick up the larger story from the book Settlers* : 

The Northern States had slowly begun abolishing slavery as 

early as Vermont in 1777, in the hopes that the numbers of 

Afrikans could be kept down. It was also widely believed by 

settlers that in small numbers the ‘childlike’ ex-slaves could 

be kept docile and easily ruled. The explosive growth of the 

number of Afrikans held prisoner within the slave system, 

and the resultant eruptions of Afrikan struggles in all 

spheres of life, blew this settler illusion away. 

The Haitian Revolution of 1791 marked a decisive point in 

the politics of both settler and slave. The news from Santo 

Domingo that Afrikan prisoners had risen and successfully 

set up a new nation electrified the entire Western Hemi-

sphere. When it became undeniably true that Afrikan peo-

ples’ armies, under the leadership of a 50 year-old former 

field hand, had in protracted war outmaneuvered and out-

fought the professional armies of the Old European Powers, 

the relevancy of the lesson to Amerika was intense. Intense. 

The effect of Haiti’s great victory was felt immediately. Hai-

tian slaves forcibly evacuated from that island with their 

French masters helped spread the word that Revolution and 

Independence were possible. The new Haitian Republic 

proudly offered citizenship to any Indians and Afrikans who 

wanted it, and thousands of free Afrikans emigrated. This 

great breakthrough stimulated rebellion and the vision of 

national liberation among the oppressed, while hardening 

the resolve of settler society to defend their hegemony with 

the most violent and naked terror. 

The Virginia insurrection led by Gabriel some nine years 

later, in which thousands of Afrikans were involved, as well 

as that of Nat Turner in 1831, caused discussions within the 

Virginia legislature on ending slavery. The 1831 uprising, in 

which sixty settlers died, so terrified them that public rallies 

were held in Western Virginia to demand an all-white Vir-

ginia. Virginia’s Governor Floyd publicly endorsed the total 

removal of all Afrikans out of the state. If such proposals 

could be entertained in the heartland of the slave system, we 

can imagine how popular that must have been among set-

tlers in the Northern States. 

The problem facing the settlers was not limited to potential 

uprisings on the plantations. Everywhere Afrikan prisoners 

were pressing beyond the colonial boundaries set for them. 

The situation became more acute as the developing capitalist 

economy created trends of urbanization and industrializa-

tion. In the early 1800s the Afrikan population of many cities 

was rising faster than that of Euro-Amerikans. In 1820 Afri-

kans comprised at least 25% of the total population of Wash-

ington, Louisville, Baltimore, and St. Louis; at least 50% of 

the total population in New Orleans, Richmond Mobile, and 

Savannah. The percentage of whites owning slaves was high-

er in the cities than it was in the countryside. In cities such 

as Louisville, Charleston, and Richmond, some 65-75% of all 
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Euro-Amerikan families owned Afrikan slaves. And the com-

merce and industry of these cities brought together and edu-

cated masses of Afrikan colonial proletarians-in the textile 

mills, mines, ironworks, docks, railroads, tobacco factories, 

and so on. 

In such concentrations, Afrikans bent and often broke the 

bars surrounding them. Increasingly, more and more slaves 

were no longer under tight control. Illegal grog shops (white-

owned, of course) and informal clubs flourished on the back 

streets. Restrictions on even the daily movements of many 

slaves faltered in the urban crowds. 

Contemporary white travelers often wrote of how alarmed 

they were when visiting Southern cities at the large numbers 

of Afrikans on the streets. One historian writes of New Orle-

ans: ‘It was not unusual for slaves to gather on street corners 

at night….’ Louisville newspaper editorial complained in 

1835 that ‘Negroes scarcely realize the fact that they are 

slaves … insolent, intractable…’ 

It was natural in these urban concentrations that slave es-

capes (prison breaks) became increasingly common. The 

Afrikan communities in the cities were also human forests, 

partially opaque to the eye of the settler, in which escapees 

from the plantations quietly sought refuge. During one 16 

month period in the 1850’s the New Orleans settler police 

arrested 982 “runaway slaves” — a number equal to approx-

imately 7% of the city’s slave population. In 1837 the Balti-

more settler police arrested almost 300 Afrikans as proven 

or suspected escapees—a number equal to over 9% of that 

city’s slave population. 

And, of course, these are just those who were caught. Many 

others evaded the settler law enforcement apparatus. Fred-

erick Douglass, we remember, had been a carpenter and 

shipyard worker in Baltimore before escaping Northward to 

pursue his agitation. At least 100,000 slaves did escape to 

the North and Canada during these years. 

Nor should it be forgotten that some of the largest armed 

insurrections and conspiracies of the period involved the 

urban proletariat. The Gabriel uprising of 1800 was based on 

the Richmond proletariat (Gabriel himself was a blacksmith, 

and most of his lieutenants were other skilled workers). So 

many Afrikans were involved in that planned uprising that 

one Southern newspaper declared that prosecutions had to 

be halted lest it bankrupt the Richmond capitalists by caus-

ing ‘the annihilation of the Blacks in this part of the country.’ 

The Charleston Conspiracy of 1822, led by Denmark Vesey (a 

free carpenter), was an organization of urban proletarians — 

stevedores, millers, lumberyard workers, blacksmiths, etc. 

Similarly, the great conspiracy of 1856 was organized among 

coal mine, mill and factory workers across Kentucky and 

Tennessee. In its failure, some 65 Afrikans were killed at 

Senator Bell’s iron works alone. It was particularly alarming 

to the settlers that those Afrikans who had been given the 

advantages of urban living, and who had skilled positions, 

just used their relative mobility to strike at the colonial sys-

tem all the more effectively. 

The Largest Radical Conspiracy in U.S. History 

The Underground Railroad when Harriet found it had al-

ready been in existence over fifty years. Not only as the larg-

est radical conspiracy in u.s. history, involving many thou-

sands, but as a major front of the New Afrikan liberation war. 

Every war has its own character, its unique unfolding. Spon-

taneously, the mass revolutionary strategy of the New Afri-

kan slaves had first been to escape, by any means necessary. 

Stranded on a strange continent, these trickles and streams 

of escapees flowed together to create “free” communities of 

New Afrikans in the North, and in the Indian nations, to be 

seedbeds from which rebuilding offensives would grow. 

While at the same time robbing the Slave Power of expensive 

property and its already thin sense of security, weakening 

the pre-Confederate economy. 

We are speaking here of a Peoples’ strategy, worked out in 

practice by masses of slaves and ex-slaves themselves, of 

mass movements breaking out of prison camps and across 

borders. During the settler slaveowners’ 1776-1783 War of 

Independence from the British Empire, there was a great 

tidal wave of New Afrikans escaping and allying themselves 

with the British. (It is an irony that today white Left organi-

zations name themselves after the settler patriots’ organiza-

tion, the “Committees of Correspondence” — for the original 

Committees of Correspondence organized night patrols of 

white men in the North to intercept and kill escaping Afri-

kans.) Again, the book Settlers gives us a true account of this 

suppressed story: 

The British, short of troops and laborers, decided to use both 

the Indian nations and the Afrikan slaves to help bring down 

the settler rebels. This was nothing unique; the French had 

extensively used Indian military alliances and the British 

extensively used Afrikan slave recruits in their 1756-63 war 

over North America (called ‘The French & Indian War’ in 

settler history books). But the Euro-Amerikan settlers, sit-

ting on the dynamite of a restive, nationally oppressed Afri-

kan population, were terrified — and outraged. 

This was the final proof to many settlers of King George III’s 

evil tyranny. An English gentlewoman traveling in the Colo-

nies wrote that popular settler indignation was so great that 

it stood to unite rebels and Tories again. Tom Paine, in his 

revolutionary pamphletCommon Sense, raged against ‘…that 
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barbarous and, hellish power which hath stirred up Indians 

and Negroes to destroy us.’ But oppressed peoples saw this 

war as a wonderful contradiction to be exploited in the ranks 

of the European capitalists. 

Lord Dunmore was Royal Governor of Virginia in name, but 

ruler over so little that he had to reside aboard a British war-

ship anchored offshore. Urgently needing reinforcements for 

his outnumbered command, on Nov. 5, 1775 he issued a 

proclamation that any slaves enlisting in his forces would be 

freed. Sir Henry Clinton, commander of British forces in 

North America, later issued an even broader offer: 

‘I do most strictly forbid any Person to sell or claim Right 

over any Negroe, the property of a Rebel, who may claim 

refuge in any part of this Army; And I do promise to every 

Negroe who shall desert the Rebel Standard, full security to 

follow within these Lines, any Occupation which he shall 

think proper.’ 

Could any horn have called more clearly? By the thousands 

upon thousands, Afrikans struggled to reach British lines. 

One historian of the Exodus has said: ‘The British move was 

countered by the Americans, who exercised closer vigilance 

over their slaves, removed the able-bodied to interior places 

far from the scene of the war, and threatened with dire pun-

ishment all who sought to join the enemy. To Negroes at-

tempting to flee to the British the alternatives “Liberty or 

Death” took on an almost literal meaning. Nevertheless, by 

land and sea they made their way to the British forces.’ 

The war was a disruption to Slave Amerika, a chaotic gap in 

the European capitalist ranks to be hit hard. Afrikans seized 

the time — not by the tens or hundreds, but by the many 

thousands. Amerika shook with the tremors of their move-

ment. The signers of the Declaration of Independence were 

bitter about their personal losses: Thomas Jefferson lost 

many of his slaves; Virginia’s Governor Benjamin Harrison 

lost thirty of ‘my finest slaves’; William Lee lost sixty-five 

slaves, and said two of his neighbors ‘lost every slave they 

had in the world’; South Carolina’s Arthur Middleton lost 

fifty slaves. 

Afrikans were writing their own ‘Declaration of Independ-

ence’ by escaping. Many settler patriots tried to appeal to the 

British forces to exercise European solidarity and expel the 

Rebel slaves. George Washington had to denounce his own 

brother for bringing food to the British troops, in a vain ef-

fort to coax them into returning the Washington family 

slaves. Yes, the settler patriots were definitely upset to see 

some real freedom get loosed upon the land. 

To this day no one really knows how many slaves freed 

themselves during the war. Georgia settlers were said to 

have lost over 10,000 slaves, while the number of Afrikan 

escaped prisoners in South Carolina and Virginia was 

thought to total well over 50,000. Many, in the disruption of 

war, passed themselves off as freemen and relocated in oth-

er territories, fled to British Florida and Canada, or took ref-

uge in Maroon communities or with the Indian nations. It 

has been estimated that 100,000 Afrikan prisoners — some 

20% of the slave population — freed themselves during the 

war. 

The thousands of rebellious Afrikans sustained the British 

war machinery. After all, if the price of refuge from the slave-

master was helping the British throw down the settlers, it 

was not such a distasteful task. Lord Dunmore had an 

‘Ethiopian Regiment’ of ex-slaves (who went into battle with 

the motto ‘Liberty to Slaves’ sewn on their jackets) who 

helped the British capture and burn Norfolk, Va. on New 

Years Day, 1776. That must have been sweet, indeed. Every-

where, Afrikans appeared with the British units as soldiers, 

porters, road-builders, guides and intelligence agents. Wash-

ington declared that unless the slave escapes could be halted 

the British Army would inexorably grow ‘like a snowball in 

rolling.’ 

What was primary for the Afrikan masses was a strategic 

relationship with the British Empire against settler Amerika. 

To use an Old European power against the Euro-Amerikan 

settlers — who were the nearest and most immediate enemy 

— was just common sense to many. 65,000 Afrikans joined 

the British forces — over ten for every one enlisted in the 

Continental U.S. ranks… 

Even in the ruins of British defeat, the soundness of this 

viewpoint was born out in practice. While the jubilant Patri-

ots watched the defeated British army evacuate New York 

City in 1783, some 4,000 Afrikans swarmed aboard the de-

parting ships to escape Amerika. Another 4,000 Afrikans 

escaped with the British from Savannah, 6,000 from Charles-

ton, and 5,000 escaped aboard British ships prior to the sur-

render. Did these brothers and sisters ‘lose’ the war — com-

pared to those still in chains on the plantations? 

Others chose neither to leave nor submit. All during the war 

Indian and Afrikan guerrillas struck at the settlers. In one 

case, three hundred Afrikan ex-slaves fought an extended 

guerrilla campaign against the planters in both Georgia and 

South Carolina. Originally allied to the British forces, they 

continued their independent campaign long after the British 

defeat. They were not overcome until 1786, when their se-

cret fort at Bear Creek was discovered and overwhelmed. 

This was but one front in the true democratic struggle 

against Amerika. 

When Harriet Tubman reached the first “free” (non-Slavery) 
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city of Philadelphia, she met with William Still, the New Afri-

kan leader of the Underground Railroad there. Hooked up 

now, and having a rear base area, Harriet became a self-

sufficient “conductor” on the Underground Railroad. Work-

ing most of the year as a laborer, cleaning or doing laundry 

or cutting wood, to support herself and save money for raids 

in the South. Twice a year, usually in the Spring and Fall, Har-

riet Tubman would travel hundreds of miles (much of it on 

foot) infiltrating Slave territory to bring escapees out. She 

conducted nineteen guerrilla raids, even reaching deep into 

the Carolina plantation country. 

While the Underground Railroad was famous in its own day, 

especially after being popularized in Harriet Beecher Stowe’s 

best selling novel, Uncle Tom’s Cabin, in 1852, it was very 

different than the images of daring white Quakers we are 

spoon-fed today. It was mainly composed of New Afrikans, 

not euro-americans. There were many white Abolitionists in 

the north, but relatively few were willing to risk themselves, 

or even contribute much money. 

In the South, a handful of “free” Afrikans and Anti-Slavery 

whites played a key role, but the river of New Afrikan prison-

ers breaking out was, of course, the largest single part of the 

Underground Railroad. Most of the “station-masters” and 

“brakemen” (local Underground Railroad coordinators) were 

New Afrikan as well. And when it came to the over five hun-

dred “conductors,” those frontline guerrillas who actually 

penetrated Slave territory to lead prison breaks, virtually all 

were New Afrikan. It was their war. 

We’ve said it before, but we have to repeat it so that we real-

ly get it. The Underground Railroad that Harriet joined in 

1849 and came to help lead, wasn’t civilian, but a military 

activity. In fact, it was themain Black military activity in their 

protracted war against the Slave System. It was a mass form 

of guerrilla warfare. This is the key that opens up an under-

standing about the nature of war by the oppressed. Which is 

a level of understanding long denied women, but that we 

Amazons must break into. 

When the capitalist patriarchy praises the Underground Rail-

road with dusty words, it does so to mislead us. To turn us 

away from Harriet’s own tracks. In our school daze the Un-

derground Railroad is always falsely praised for being about 

humanitarian rescue. For being about New Afrikans seeking 

safety in the white North. As though the Underground were 

only some Red Cross mission. As though the white North was 

safe for New Afrikan women. No, not even close to true when 

we really think about it. 

For the Black guerrillas like Harriet the North served as the 

rear base area in their long war against the Slave System. 

Rear base areas are little discussed, but essential to guerril-

las. This is something precise: a large area or territory, bor-

dering on the main battle zone, where the other side cannot 

freely operate. Either for reasons of remoteness or impene-

trable mountain ranges, or because it crosses political 

boundaries. The North as a rear base gave New Afrikans the 

space to rest, repair and rebuild themselves. This was a 

deeper process than we’ve thought about. 

In real life, revolutionary guerrillas spend most of their time 

in rear base areas, not out on raids. In China, Mao Zedong 

even thought that only one battle every three months was 

the right spacing for full-time guerrillas units. Because it’s in 

the rear base areas that the process of mass change, of the 

oppressed changing themselves into new people education-

ally and politically and classwise and in identity, was cen-

tered. So rear base areas were and are not passive, not like 

highway rest stops. And escaping Northward for ex-slaves 

then wasn’t an end in itself, but only a beginning. 

The war of liberation was at work just as hard in the North-

ern rear base area as in the Southern battle zone, although 

the shape of the activities was clearly different. It is true that 

relatively few escapees became guerrillas, as Harriet did. 

Most New Afrikans in the North as individuals were largely 

concerned in their daily lives about finding jobs, caring for 

children, and all the other difficult demands of survival in 

Babylon. But as a community what they had in common was 

the liberation war. Their collective efforts, the institutions 

they built so painfully from nothing in a hostile land, the new 

leaders they raised up, were all about making war against 

the Slave System. 

Although the white North back then is sentimentally pic-

tured for us as being “the land of freedom,” actually it was 

cold and barren and hostile for New Afrikans. Before the Civ-

il War many towns and even entire states banned New Afri-

kans as residents, as did almost all skilled trades, profes-

sions, hospitals, schools, churches, and government services. 

To start a primary school for New Afrikan children in most 

Northern towns then was seen as a shocking crime, and often 

such small attempts were burned to the ground by angry 

white mobs. There was nothing Black, no progress or failure, 

that was not part of the liberation war. 

If Harriet Tubman lived in the North, working as a laborer 

nine or ten months a year during her guerrilla years, this was 

not a “time-out.” If William Still wore a suit and tie and 

worked as a clerk in Philadelphia during those years, that 

didn’t make him a civilian (He was a major leader of the sin-

gle largest Eastern station on the Underground Railroad). 

Every Black community association or institution back then 

was involved in the war. The first formal New Afrikan church 

— the African Methodist Episcopal Church in lower Manhat-
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tan — was formed in a split from a white church that wasn’t 

militant enough for them against slavery. For years it and 

sister churches throughout the North acted against the law 

as dissident political centers and as hideouts for fugitive 

New Afrikans. 

Again, the rear base area in the North wasn’t a passive ref-

uge but an area of possible advantage and also danger that 

had to be continually fought for, enlarged, and changed. 

Which Harriet Tubman was very busy doing all the time. 

Virtually none of this was recorded in men’s history, of 

course, since the actual fabric of women’s politics has always 

been judged too trivial for that. When Harriet took in poor 

children in a communal way, urging everyone to construct 

their households in similar communal fashion, this was a 

political statement so strong that few women here and now 

can even discuss it. 

While there were already anti-capitalists in the u.s. at that 

time, Harriet’s working class politics weren’t expressed ideo-

logically but in living her New Afrikan communalism. 

(Although she never hid her political view that it was wrong 

to have any personal wealth or advantage whatsoever.) 

The constant struggle by Harriet and her comrades to build a 

New Afrikan culture in the Northern rear base area grew 

more visible after the passage of the Fugitive Slave Act in 

1850. Not only were “slavecatchers” and federal marshals 

(the forerunners of today’s f.b.i.) seizing escaped Afrikans, 

but in the shadows of this law white kidnapping of any Afri-

kans in the North for quick sale on the Southern auction 

blocks was taking place. 

A movement of illegal but open mass resistance arose to the 

u.s. criminal justice system. A mass movement that rescued 

Black prisoners and fought the police and courts and federal 

marshals. Like all true mass struggles, it had many leaders 

and many brilliant local battles. One of the most famous then 

was the Battle of Troy, New York. Which was led by an illit-

erate working class woman who was herself a fugitive with a 

bounty on her head. None other than Harriet Tubman (for 

you see, in real life “America’s Most Wanted” was a Black 

woman). 

On April 27, 1860, Harriet Tubman was traveling to Boston 

to attend a large Anti Slavery meeting. Stopping in Troy to 

visit a relative, she was immediately told that a fugitive New 

Afrikan, Charles Nalle, had been captured by the slavers. 

Federal marshals were holding him at the downtown court-

house, where his owner was applying to a u.s. commissioner 

for Nalle’s return in chains back to Virginia. (Those at the 

hearing were surprised, for the thirty-year-old Nalle and his 

owner looked strikingly alike, differing only in a shade of 

skin color. They were biologically two brothers with the 

same father, but one the slave and one the owner.) Down-

town stores had closed, as everyone was going to the court-

house to see the Roman spectacle. 

Harriet had helped quickly organize a conspiracy. With her 

face hidden in a large shawl, carrying a basket, Harriet bent 

over acting like an old woman. Two other Black women were 

by her side, pretending to support her by the arms. Tugging 

the guard by his coat, Harriet persuaded him to admit the 

“harmless” women to the courtroom. Where she sank down 

in the doorway. 

Outside, a New Afrikan man named William Henry started 

speaking to the crowd, covertly warning some among them 

to get ready: “There’s a fugitive in that office. Pretty soon you 

will see him come forth…He’s going to be taken to the depot 

to go to Virginia on the first train.” Henry, who was an un-

known laborer, is believed to be Harriet’s brother and the 

relative she was visiting in Troy. 

When the u.s. commissioner ruled against Nalle, the prisoner 

suddenly leapt for the window and stepped out on the ledge. 

Cries of support came from below. But his hopes to jump 

down into the crowd were cut off when Federal agents 

grabbed him and dragged him back inside. As the local news-

paper reported: 

The crowd at this time numbered nearly a thousand persons. 

Many were black, and a good share were of the female sex. 

They blocked up State Street from First street to the alley, 

and kept surging to and from. 

Nalle’s defense attorney, Martin Townsend, delayed the slav-

ers by filing an emergency appeal right then and there. He 

won an order demanding Nalle’s appearance before a judge 

of the State Supreme Court. As the slavers and Federal 

agents convoyed the chained Nalle out, Harriet Tubman rose 

and threw off her disguise. Racing to the open window, she 

shouted to the Anti-Slavery fighters mixed in the crowd: 

“Here he comes! Take him!” 

Harriet and her Underground group had arranged for a boat 

to be secretly waiting at the river outside town. She ran 

down the courthouse stairs, overtaking the Federal party 

and breaking into their circle. Locking her arms with Nalle’s 

Harriet began pulling him away from the u.s. marshals. “This 

man shall not go back to slavery!” she shouted. “Take him, 

friends! Drag him to the river!” 

In the middle of a crowded downtown street, a small battle 

raged. Federal agents and police swung their clubs, and 

some drew their pistols and began firing. Black guerrillas 

and their white allies charged into them. Nalle himself fought 

desperately to get free, side by side with Harriet. Attorney 

Townsend witnessed it all: 
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In the melee she was repeatedly beaten over the head with 

policemen’s clubs, but she never for a moment released her 

hold, but cheered Nalle and his friends with her voice, and 

struggled with the officers until they were literally worn out 

with their exertions, and Nalle was separated from them. 

They hurried Nalle down to the river, where a sympathetic 

ferryman rowed him to the other side. But no sooner had a 

bloodied and exhausted Nalle touched the shore again than 

he was recaptured. This time the u.s. marshals and police 

rushed him under heavy guard to Police Justice Stewart’s 

office, which they barricaded. Just in time, as Harriet had led 

a rush of four hundred Anti-Slavers on to the steam ferry 

boat and across the river. 

When the u.s. marshals hiding inside started firing wildly at 

the surrounding force, someone rallied the attackers. “They 

can only kill a dozen of us — come on!” New Afrikan men 

charged up the stairs and forced open the door. The first of 

them was cut down by a hatchet swung by Deputy Sheriff 

Morrison. His body stuck in the doorway, though, so the door 

could not be slammed shut. The Anti-Slavery men broke in, 

but were overcome in hand-to-hand fighting one by one. 

Then, as Attorney Martin Townsend tells us, it was all on a 

squad of Black Amazons to win or lose the battle: 

And when the men who led the assault upon the door of 

Judge Stewart’s office were stricken down, Harriet and a 

number of other colored women rushed over their bodies, 

brought Nalle out, and putting him into the first wagon pass-

ing, started him for the West. 

After the battle u.s. marshals tried to hunt them down, but 

members of the underground hid them well. And an entire 

Black Nation protected Harriet. How shallow is today’s false 

image of Harriet as a lone, non-political do-gooder, when we 

glimpse her reality as an Amazon leader of an entire people 

at war. What was happening in the guerrilla war was that 

violent battles were taking place not only in the South but in 

the North as well. Thousands upon thousands of New Afri-

kans — women easily as much as men — created new battle-

grounds, and endured the real costs and real casualties of 

bitter struggles. In that long, difficult, and successful process 

to develop the North as a vibrant Rear Base Area for their 

war, Black women and men stepped up to recreate them-

selves in dignity. Freedom is never given, but only won. 

Underground Railroad leader William Still gave an example 

of the militancy of escaping New Afrikans. In 1855, six fugi-

tives breaking out of Virginia complete with the owner’s 

horses and carriage, were stopped on the road by a posse of 

white patrollers: 

At this juncture, the fugitives verily believing that time had 

arrived for the practical use of their pistols and dirks, pulled 

them out of concealment — the young women as well as the 

young men — and declared they would not be taken! One of 

the white men raised his gun, pointing the muzzle directly 

towards one of the young women, with the threat that he 

would ‘shoot’, etc. ‘Shoot! shoot!! shoot!!!’ she exclaimed, 

with a double barrelled pistol in one hand and a long dirk 

knife in the other, utterly unterrified and fully ready for a 

death struggle. The male leader of the fugitives by this time 

had pulled back the hammers of his pistols, and was about to 

fire! Their adversaries seeing the weapons, and the unflinch-

ing determination on the part of the runaways to stand their 

ground, ‘spill blood, kill, or die,’ rather than be taken, very 

prudently ‘sidled over to the other side of the road’… 

“ Moses” and “The General” 

All this is the larger context in which Harriet Tubman was a 

part. To blow away the individualistic fiction of Harriet as a 

lone rescuer or as a Black superwoman takes nothing that is 

hers away from her. Instead, it frees her in our understand-

ing to be her true self, a New Afrikan woman who was part of 

the military and political leadership in her Peoples’ war. 

While her underground name was “Moses,” it was meaning-

ful that both John Brown and Union Army commanders who 

knew her respectfully called Harriet “the General.” 

Her second biographer, Earl Conrad, pinpointed the wide-

spread lack of understanding of Harriet Tub-

man’s military role, and the real influence she had in the ma-

jor events leading to the destruction of the Slave Power: 

It has often been said, ‘She made nineteen trips into the slave 

country,’ but the meaning of this enormous enterprise has 

been hidden in the lack of illustration. A trip into the slave 

territory and the “kidnapping” of a band of blacks was no 

less than a military campaign, a raid upon an entrenched and 

an armed enemy. If it was anything less than a military task 

then it would not have engaged the attention of such a mar-

tial figure as John Brown, as for many years it did. If conduct-

ing was not a military assignment then no men would have 

been hounded, harassed, jailed and wounded, and no lives 

would have been lost. 

The Underground Railroad era was one of prolonged, small-

scale guerrilla warfare between the North and the South, a 

campaign that, for its activities, was often violent and always 

perilous. It was so much like guerrilla warfare that it influ-

enced John Brown into the theory that a more extensive de-

velopment of this type of conflict might be useful as a means 

of breaking the grip of the slaveholders upon the economy, 

the politics and the government of the nation; it was one of 

the longest campaigns of defiance in the nation’s history. 
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When it is remembered that the Underground was an insti-

tution in American life for at least a half century, that by 

1850 it was an issue so much at the core of the American 

problem that called forth an ignominious Fugitive Slave Law, 

and that it was one of the greatest forces which brought on 

the Civil War, and thus destroyed slavery, then alone is it 

possible to comprehend its significance. Harriet Tubman’s 

outstanding participation in the Underground in its last and 

most vigorous phase, from 1850 until the Civil War, must be 

approached in the light of such a far-reaching influence as 

that. 

We have to go more consciously into the question of Har-

riet’s politics. For when Amazons and fighting women ap-

pear — as we always will — Patriarchal Capitalism tries to 

contain us ideologically. We are marginalized in one way or 

another, even if they have to romanticize us as lone exotic 

super-women. You know, like the talking dog. It isn’t what 

she says that’s important, it’s that she talks at all that’s amaz-

ing. 

So even when Amazons are supposedly being “honored” it is 

usually irritating, to say the least. If you saw that wretched 

television movie about Harriet Tubman, you can catch what I 

mean. There’s elegant Cecily Tyson playing Harriet as some 

kind of arrogant saint, having to pump up and push ahead 

the dumb, fearful slaves she was freeing. As if Harriet was 

the only New Afrikan there with any guts. As if Cecily Tyson 

has anything to do with Harriet. Again, to take women out of 

our political context trivializes us. 

Harriet wasn’t leading the weak. No, that’s got it backwards. 

She was leading the strong . The great anti-slavery struggle 

was a movement of the best and the bravest, the most seri-

ous-minded folks of that day. And it was among these, the 

strong, that Harriet was a leader. She was an Amazon player 

in the political decisions that determined the ending of the 

slave system. 

Harriet did this during the years when she was a wanted 

fugitive and doing political-military work underground. It 

wasn’t only in the South that her guerrilla activity violated 

the laws of the u.s. empire. No sooner had she liberated her-

self than congress passed the infamous Fugitive Slave Act of 

1850, which authorized the hunting of escaped New Afrikan 

prisoners and wanted revolutionaries in the North. The act 

paid a special fee to u.s. marshals for handing over accused 

Afrikans, while it denied the accused bail or trial in the 

North. 

This unleashed a legion of Southern agents and bounty hunt-

ers throughout the country. Harriet and many others had to 

shift their base of operations. For seven years, Harriet and 

those of her family she had helped escape lived in exile in St. 

Catherine’s, Ontario in Canada. This then-frontier town was 

one of the first “free” New Afrikan settlements and was much 

looked to. While whites and Indians lived there as well, to 

New Afrikans, it was a temporary rear base area. The battle 

lines had shifted, the North was no longer safe for escaped 

prisoners, and Harriet used Canada as her rear base to rest 

up between raids, to take new fugitives to. 

Eventually, the slaveowners would put bounties totaling 

$40,000 (in 1850’s dollars) on Harriet’s head. It wasn’t her 

guerrilla raids on their plantations alone that hurt the slave-

ocracy, but the growing effect of her example to others and 

her larger political role. Confederates would even point to 

her later with frustration as one of the causes of the rebel-

lion. On June 1, 1860, for example, feminists gathered in Bos-

ton for the annual New England Anti-Slavery Society Confer-

ence staged their own “Drawing Room Convention” at Melo-

deon Hall to discuss women’s role in culture. Harriet Tub-

man was one of the speakers. A newspaper reported the ap-

pearance of the wanted Amazon: “A colored woman of the 

name of Moses, who [is] herself a fugitive, has eight times 

returned to the slave states for the purpose of rescuing oth-

ers from bondage, and who has met with extraordinary suc-

cess in her efforts, won much applause.” 

The pro-slavery writer John Bell Robinson would single out 

that day as a special injury to white men’s power: “Now I ask 

all the candid men to look at the congregation of traitors a 

little, and see if the South had no reason not only to be in-

sulted, but alarmed to the extreme, when they learned that 

enough such men and women at Melodeon Hall in Boston in 

1860, to densely fill it, and would laugh and shout over such 

wickedness in a poor weak-minded Negro woman, in tram-

pling upon the rights of the South with impunity. What could 

be more insulting after having lost over $50,000 worth of 

property by that deluded Negress, than for a large congrega-

tion of whites and well-educated people of Boston to en-

dorse such an imposition on the constitutional rights of the 

slave states.” 

Fun to laugh at that frustrated white supremacist, but home 

in on the fact that even 150 years later women have, in our 

own way, as much difficulty accepting Harriet as he did. 

That’s why the capitalist patriarchy has so easily dis-figured 

her. Harriet was a guerrilla not just in the obvious way, but 

on a deeper level. We have trouble seeing her as real because 

she totally disobeyed the patriarchal and hierarchical rules 

that we still live by; in which peoples’ lives are strictly bar-

coded by dress and role, race and gender, and, above all, by 

class. 

It’s a take on us that the capitalist patriarchy has so easily 

conned us into thinking that Harriet — the New Afrikan Am-
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azon who was one of the most subversive players in u.s. his-

tory — was only a goody two-shoes. Check us out on that. 

Frederick Douglass is considered the preeminent New Afri-

kan leader of the 19th century. A brilliant and persuasive 

public speaker and writer, Douglass was a towering public 

figure of that age. But Harriet was no less a leader of her peo-

ple. As Douglass himself wrote to her: “I have wrought in the 

day — you in the night. I have had the applause of the crowd 

and the satisfaction that comes of being approved by the 

multitude… The midnight sky and the silent stars have been 

the witnesses to your devotion to freedom and your heroism. 

Excepting John Brown — of sacred memory — I know of no 

one who has willingly encountered more perils and hardship 

to serve an enslaved people than you have.” 

While Douglass became a spokesman for the Anti-Slavery 

cause, Harriet for years concealed herself and her work as a 

guerrilla. What could Douglass’ speeches have been without 

the growth of the Underground Railroad and the mass re-

sistance which Harriet played such a part in building? And in 

the underground, it was Douglass who was the supporter to 

Harriet, sheltering in his Rochester, New York, house the 

fugitives she was leading on the last leg to safety in Canada. 

Just as Douglass fits our programmed image of a leader while 

Harriet does not, Harriet does not register with our patriar-

chal image of a soldier. Having no official rank or uniform or 

place in men’s hierarchy. Yet & again, she was the first wom-

an to serve in the Union Army, and in retirement kept as her 

proudest possession the army rifle she had carried in action 

in the Civil War. While Dr. Martin Delany, the early Black na-

tionalist, is recognized as a soldier for being the first New 

Afrikan commissioned as a Major in the u.s.army, Harriet had 

been conducting guerrilla raids on the plantations for over 

twelve years before there was a Civil War. Breaking the rules 

as an Amazon. 

By the end of the 1850’s the irresistible progress of New Af-

rikan liberation had forced the end of the old u.s. and 

brought the crisis to a head. Where once slaves escaped by 

the ones and twos, now prison breaks were assuming a mass 

character. In one famous 1857 Maryland prison break, orga-

nized by Harriet herself, thirty-nine New Afrikans escaped 

heavily armed — Women and men — with stolen revolvers, 

sword-canes and butcher knives. Armed resistance was once 

so shocking when done by Nat Turner and his men in 1831, 

but was becoming universal. 

Harriet herself, despite her secrecy, had become a legend. 

The slave masters’ hatred of her was expressed not only in 

bounties and wanted posters, but in public discussion of 

which torture devices would be used by the would-be cap-

tors on her before her slow death. Feeling that the general 

alarm for Harriet as the South’s “Most Wanted” made her 

capture certain, white abolitionists urged her to retire. With 

no success. A letter survives written by Colonel Thomas Hig-

ginson, the fighting Abolitionist minister who was a support-

er of John Brown and who would command a Black regiment 

in the Civil War, after a visit from Harriet: 

Dear Mother, 

… We have the greatest heroine of the age here, Harriet Tub-

man… I have known her for some time and mentioned her in 

speeches once or twice—the slaves call her Moses. She has 

had a reward of twelve thousand dollars offered for her in 

Maryland and will probably be burned alive when she is 

caught, which she probably will be, first or last, as she is go-

ing again. She has been in the habit of working in hotels all 

summer and laying up money for the crusade in the winter. 

She is jet black and cannot read or write, only talk, beside 

acting…. 

Higginson emphasized “talk” because to those fighting slav-

ery, Harriet’s quiet speeches, telling of operations in the 

South against the slaveowner, were electrifying. Harriet was 

an Amazon spearhead, leading by doing. The Canadian anti-

slavery society would send funds for her to pick up 

at Frederick Douglass’ Paper in Rochester. So would the Irish 

Anti-Slavery Society. In Scotland, Elize Wigharn of the Glas-

gow Anti-Slavery Society and other Scots women raised sup-

port for her raids. 

The greatest tribute to her work was the emergency conven-

tion of slave owners in 1857, on the Eastern shore of Mary-

land, where she had been so active. It was called out of panic, 

about all the prison breaks that Harriet and many other 

Black guerrillas were doing. It was the first of the slaveowner 

conventions that would soon lead the Slave States into seces-

sion, trying to stop the tide of prison breaks with even tight-

er slave laws and the reenslavement of “free” Afrikans (many 

of whom were known to be agents of the underground). 

Their self-destructive frenzy of repression was understood 

to be a signal that the end was nearing. The Antislavery 

Standard newspaper wrote happily: 

The operation of the Underground Railroad on the Maryland 

border, within the last few years has been so extensive that 

in some neighborhoods nearly the whole slave population 

have made their escape, and the convention is a result of the 

general panic on the part of the owners… 

A Revolutionary Politic 

These special conventions begun in Maryland were im-

portant. Facing the death of their social order from internal 

bleeding, slaveowner-capitalists in the one Southern state 

after another held these assemblies to decide their next 
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move. It was these state conventions that decided to leave 

the u.s.a. and form a new nation just of their own (which 

they named the Confederate States of America). So we can 

see a direct connection between the steady guerrilla war 

waged by the Underground Railroad and the determining 

political events of the day. Harriet herself directly helped 

precipitate the start of the Civil War. She was at the center of 

the whirlwind. 

By 1857, her presence at key meetings began to be noted. 

She was usually introduced simply as “Moses” or with a ficti-

tious name. On August 1, 1859, she addressed the New Eng-

land Colored Citizens Convention opposing Colonization, the 

popular white plan to resolve their “African Problem” by 

deporting all Afrikans to an Afrikan colony. Abraham Lincoln 

and Harriet Beecher Stowe were two of its main backers: 

Miss Harriet Garrison was introduced as one of the most 

successful conductors on the Underground Railroad. She 

denounced the Colonization movement, and told a story of a 

man who sowed onions and garlic on his land to increase his 

dairy production, but soon found the butter was strong, and 

would not sell, and so he concluded to sow clover instead. 

But he soon found the wind had blown the onions and garlic 

all over his field. Just so, she stated, the white people had got 

the Negroes here to do their drudgery, and now they were 

trying to root them out and ship them to Africa. ‘But,’ she 

said, ‘they can’t do it: we’re rooted here, and they can’t pull 

us up.’ She was much applauded. 

Portrayed by the Capitalist Patriarchy as a woman without 

politics, Harriet was the total opposite. She fought for and 

lived out the most radical politics of her age. For her to fight 

at mass New Afrikan meetings against Afrikan Colonization 

— which was the main white neocolonial plan then — was 

only typical. At a time when most settler Abolitionists ex-

pected New Afrikans to remain their inferiors and subordi-

nates, even inside the movement, Harriet joined with Freder-

ick Douglass and others to build New Afrikan-led organiza-

tions. 

Now, armed New Afrikan resistance to the slaveocracy way 

back then in the 19th century has been made retroactively 

respectable. But it wasn’t back then, even in much of the 

Abolitionist movement. The most famous of the white Aboli-

tionists writers and leaders, William Lloyd Garrison, and his 

American Anti-Slavery Society, held to the strict doctrine of 

Christian non-violence and battle by “Moral Suasion” only. 

The revival meeting speaker and Feminist, Sojourner Truth, 

crisscrossed the North arguing against those who advocated 

armed slave resistance (her verbal skirmishes with Freder-

ick Douglass on the issue of violence were dramatic). 

Harriet, who traveled armed with a concealed pistol and had 

sworn never to be taken alive, was on the most radical edge 

of freedom “by any means necessary.” Feminism was a con-

cept even less acceptable to white society than Abolition 

back then, but Harriet, as a New Afrikan woman, was always 

an open Feminist. Not only as an associate of Susan B. Antho-

ny, and one who participated in Feminist conferences into 

old age. But as an Amazon. She didn’t support the Warrior, 

she was the Warrior. In fact, never in Harriet’s life, once she 

freed herself, did she put herself under the command of men. 

A fact never discussed by men. Again, she led by actually liv-

ing the most radical politics of her age. 

It’s wrong to think of Harriet’s politics in civilian terms, be-

cause she wasn’t a civilian and that wasn’t her frame of ref-

erence. Her entire life she had been at war. Moreover, Har-

riet had grasped the main line that led into the future: that 

the Anti-Slavery struggle was inevitably growing towards all

-out war, and only in such total conflict could the issue of her 

people’s slavery be finally resolved. 

 

This book can be bought online at Amazon.com in paperback 

or on the Amazon Kindle: 

http://www.amazon.com/Jailbreak-Out-Of-History-Re-

Biography/dp/0973143207 
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regime. The targets of the lustration campaign are 

people in positions of authority within the civil ser-

vice, regional and municipal governments, educa-

tion, research, etc.  The term lustration refers to the 

“mass disqualification” of people associated with the 

former government. It also has racial overtones. It 

will in all likelihood be directed against Communists, 

Russians  and members of the Jewish community. 

It is important to reflect on the fact that the West, 

formally committed to democratic values, has not 

only spearheaded the demise of an elected president, 

it has instated a political regime integrated by Neo-

Nazis. 

This is a proxy government which enables the US, 

NATO and the EU to interfere in Ukraine’s internal 

affairs and dismantle its bilateral relations with the 

Russian Federation. It should be understood, howev-

er, that the Neo-Nazis do not ultimately call the 

shots. The composition of the Cabinet broadly coin-

cides with U.S. Assistant Secretary of State Victoria 

Nuland ” recommendations” contained in the leaked 

telephone call to the U.S. ambassador to Ukraine. 

Washington has chosen to spearhead Neo-Nazis into 

positions of authority. Under a “regime of indirect 

rule”, however,  they take their orders on crucial mil-

itary and foreign policy issues –including the deploy-

ment of troops directed against the Russian federa-

tion– from the the US State Department, the Penta-

gon and NATO. 

The World is at a dangerous crossroads: The struc-

tures and composition of this proxy government in-

stalled by the West do not favor dialogue with the 

Russian government and military. 

A scenario of military escalation leading to confron-

tation of Russia and NATO is a distinct possibility. 

The Ukraine’s National Security and National De-

fense Committee (RNBOU) which is controlled by 

Neo-Nazis plays a central role in military affairs.  In 

the confrontation with Moscow, decisions taken by 

the RNBOU headed by Neo-Nazi Parubiy and his 

brown Shirt deputy Dmytro Yarosh –in consultation 

with Washington and Brussels– could potentially 

have devastating consequences. 

“The flowering of democracy” in Ukraine –to use the 

words of the New York Times– is endorsed by Re-

publicans and Democrats. It’s a bipartisan project. 

Lest we forget, Senator John McCain is a firm sup-

porter and friend of Neo Nazi Svoboda leader Oleh 

Tyahnybok. 

Ukraine, Continued from Page 6 

Women’s Day, Continued from Page  15 

tion!" and  "We didn’t make a revolution to go back-

wards!” they organized marches and sit-ins for six 

days. While the laws mandating compulso-

ry hijab were eventually put in place, Iranian wom-

en's resistance ensured that, even under the forms 

of repression that followed, women were not driven 

from the political sphere. 

Today women are a significant part of the revolu-

tionary movement: whether in the rural regions of 

India where armed women Maoist rebels challenge 

Indian capitalism (photo at top), or in the mass 

movements of the squares from Egypt to Wall 

Street, or in the spheres of theoretical exploration 

and debate necessary to take the communist move-

ment to its next stage, women's voices are a crucial 

part of grounding the struggle in the reality of expe-

riencing and challenging oppression. 

Revolutionary sisterhood is indeed powerful. Let's 

see what it can do next. Happy IWD! —ISH 
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