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Race, Class, and Law  
in a  

Capitalist Democracy 
A “Poster” flowchart 

Josh, a three-year old 
toddler—dressed by, 
presumably, the par-
ents in the characteris-
tic KKK garb (the style 
of which was originally 

inherited, tellingly, from the Spanish Inquisition)—traces 
an outline of his reflection in the State Patrol trooper’s 
riot shield at a KKK rally in Gainesville, Georgia as the 
trooper looks on amused. (The ironies this image so ser-
endipitously captures are self-evident for those even 
vaguely familiar with the broadest outlines of U.S. history. 
On a related but different note, a reminder: for genetic 
reasons, human beings begin their lives, generally, in the 
arms of love; but for cultural reasons, as they grow up 
they are taught to hate.) Photographer: Todd Robertson of Gainesville Times; 
State Trooper, Allen Campbell.  



Page 2 of 92 

 

INTRODUCTION 
 

Folks, this “poster” flowchart is an attempt at weaving together major and complex interdependent but deeply contradictory 

dimensions of a racially/ethnically diverse capitalist democratic society—using United States as an example—into a coherent 

whole. More specifically, the effort here is to 

critically analyze how the social structural 

dimensions of class and race dialectically 

intersect to shape law and democracy 

against the omnipotent imperative of the 

capitalist project (the limitless accumulation 

of wealth for its own sake).   

 It is, needless to say,  a complicated 

exercise; therefore, to fully comprehend this 

flowchart you must consult the online glossa-

ry titled Definitions of Terms and Phrases. Bold-

ed terms in this flowchart are defined in that 

document—which is also available on 

SlideShare. Do a search with this keyword: “elegantbrain” and then 

scroll through the documents that come up. (Alternatively, copy this 

website address into your browser: http://bit.ly/glossterms ).  

 

The following terms are among those that appear in this flowchart 

and they are defined in the online glossary: 

accumulation; authentic democracy; capitalism; class; class consciousness; class re-

production; class struggle; class warfare; colorblind racism; Columbian Project; 

conjuncture of fortuitously propitious historical factors; dialectical; East-to-West Diffusion; globalization; hegemony; ideology; Jim Crow; Left/

Right; meritocracy; military industrial complex; natural law of prior claim; negative externality; Other (otherness); procedural democracy; public 

wages; race/racism; social structure; sociali-

zation; surplus appropriation; techno-

financial monopoly capital; transnational 

monopoly conglomerate; whiteness.   

 

 

NOTE:  
¶ Do not ignore the material in the 

text boxes! 

 

¶ Suggestion for how best to study 

this flowchart:  

 

Step 1: Download this document.  

 

Step 2: Study the contents listing on 

the next page.  

¶ People, it is important that you understand this fact: Societies do not ex-
ist as concrete objects that you can see, touch, or feel. Rather, they are in-
tangible social constructions comprising a bundle of historically determined 
highly, highly complex and generally persistent set of socio-economic and 
political relationships among a group of geographically-bounded human be-
ings—which they may or may not enter into willingly as they live out their 
lives, first and foremost, as biological entities (meaning their existence is pri-
marily governed, as in the case of all mammals, by the genetically-
determined remorselessly inescapable quest for food, shelter, and reproduc-
tion [objective interests], and secondarily by almost everything else 
[subjective interests]).  
 Now, when sociologists make statements—such as the ones you will 
find in this flowchart—about societies as a whole, they do so on the basis of 
identifying, through peer-reviewed studies and research, broad thematic 
patterns among these relationships. Consequently, there will always be some 
individuals within these societies who do not fit some of these patterns. 
Therefore, if you, as an individual, find that your personal experiences do not 
reflect some of the statements made in this chart, it does not imply that the 
statements are not applicable to a broad group of others. You, by your-
self, are not society. So, take a chill pill and calm down.  

http://bit.ly/glossterms
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Step 3: Go to the end of the flowchart and 

browse through the list of further readings 

and other information sources.  

 

Step 4: Carefully study all the images in this 

flowchart, starting with page 3.  

 

Step 5: Starting from the beginning, read and 

digest the text, page by page. 

The Social Structure 

 

The modern aristocracy” 

 

The clergy 

 

The state 

 

The middle class 

 

The working class 
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Flowchart Contents 

2. Corporate Monopoly Capitalism 

4. Class Struggle/ Class Warfare 

3. Class 

1. Democracy 

5. Capitalism versus Democracy 

6. Pseudo-Consciousness 

7. Race Consciousness versus Class Consciousness 

9. Race and Law 

10. Race and Capitalism 

11. Race and the Military Industrial Complex 

16. Materials for Further Information 

8. Racialization of U.S. Political Economy 

13. Frustration/ Alienation and Self-Oppression 

 12. Manipulating Procedural Democracy 

14. Race and Pseudo-Consciousness 

15. Conclusion: Questions 
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1. DEMOCRACY 
 

People in the United States, unlike millions of people elsewhere in the world, live in a country that has a political system 

that is based on an ideology called democracy (which, most ironically, has part of its his-

torical roots in the conflict between the emerging domestic wing and the overseas [British] 

wing of the bourgeoisie in the strug-

gles to dispossess Native Americans 

in the eighteenth and nineteenth 

centuries—which, eventually, led to the 

U.S. War of Independence).¶ This ide-

ology legitimates and champions—to 

the extent possible in the face of oppo-

sition from the bourgeoisie—

democracy as practice in both its interre-

lated forms: procedural democracy 

(as expressed by universal suffrage, the 

Bill of Rights, the Fourteenth Amendment, 

separation of powers, checks and bal-

ances, the rule of law, term limits, the Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights, Civil Rights Act, etc.), and authentic democracy (encapsulated 

in the Preamble to the Declaration of Independence by the phrase 

“life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness” at the level of principle, 

but in practice as expressed by the establishment of public wages). 

In other words, democracy in a capitalist society helps to, among other 

things, “humanize” or tame capitalism. However, this is only up to a 

point! To explain:  authentic democracy in a capitalist society also implies adherence to the notion of meritocracy (the U.S. 

¶ The U.S. War of Independence was a revo-
lution led from above (by the bourgeoisie) not 
from below (by the masses); consequently it 
was an unfinished business because it left out 
the masses—racial minorities, women, and the 
working classes in general. As a result, further 
struggles were necessary to expand the demo-
cratic project; they included: the Abolitionist 
Movement and the U.S. Civil War that led to the 
abolition of slavery; the suffragette movement 
that led to the women’s right to vote; the labor 
movement that led to worker’s rights; the Civil 
Rights Movement that led to civil rights for ra-
cial minorities and other marginalized groups;  
and the feminist movement that led to civil and 
human rights for women.  

¶ Authentic democracy finds expression, in 
practice, on two fronts: First, in all those tax-
payer funded expenditures designed to im-
prove the lives and working conditions of all in 
society. These range from the social safety net 
to transportation infrastructure (e.g. roads, 
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variant of which is 

popularly known as 

the “American 

Dream”). In reality, 

given the almost iron

-clad permanence of 

class reproduction 

that capitalism facili-

tates, upward social 

mobility is almost 

(albeit not entirely) 

non-existent for 

most people. The so-

cial structure of a capitalist society, such as the one in Unit-

ed States, is supposed to be meritocractic, however, it is 

more closer to one that is ascriptive.  

¶ The term bourgeoisie is a French word popularized by Karl Marx that refers to the wealthy class that emerges as 
a result of the development of industrial capitalism: the modern capitalist “aristocracy.” This term can be used inter-
changeably with such other terms as the “capitalist class.” Note that the bourgeoisie also includes the minions of 
corporate capital who sit at the top of corporate hierarchies, as well as its apologists (the ignorantsia, that is, the 
pseudo-intellectuals who are commonly found in universities and who people right wing think tanks). In capitalist 
societies, political interests and economic interests are often different; they are rarely unitary because of the diver-
gent objectives of the masses—here, meaning the working class (proletariat) and the peasantry—on one hand and 
the bourgeoisie on the other imposed on them by the dictates of the capitalist economic system. For example, when 
it comes to democracy the bourgeoisie tends to be more concerned with the procedural part of it rather than the 
authentic part, whereas the masses are interested in both. In other words, in general, though not always, on almost 
all major societal issues the objective interests of the bourgeoisie and the petite bourgeoisie are diametrically differ-
ent from those of the masses.  

bridges, and airports), on to 
so- cial amenities and services 
(e.g. the postal system, schools, col-
leges, libraries, and parks)—and 
which may all be collectively referred 
to as public wages. Two, it finds ex-
pression in all those legislative 
measures enacted, in spite of politi-
cally myopic opposition from the 
bourgeoisie, at the behest of the low-
er classes at opportune historical mo-
ments—the appropriate people are in 
Congress and the appropriate person 
is in the White House—for the pur-
pose of curtailing the excesses of cap-
italism (constituting a form of class-
struggle aimed at resisting the class 

warfare of the bourgeoisie); such as: the creation of safe 
working conditions; giving worker’s the right to organize 
(trade unions) and pursue collective bargaining; protec-
tion of the biosphere to ensure access to clean air and 

water, maintain biological diversity, 
etc.; creation of agencies to moni-
tor safety in food supply, medicines, 
health care, air-travel; consumer 
rights, etc.; establishment of the 
minimum wage; enactment of child 
labor laws; the creation of a social 
safety net (see below); and so on. In 
other words, authentic democracy, 
as expressed through public wages, 
constitutes a form of redistributive 
justice. Viewed differently, all these 
are measures that via the so-called 
“big government” (that bogey man 
of the capitalist class) severely in-
terfere with that capitalist mandate 
to maximize profits without regard 
to the wellbeing of the citizenry or 
the planet; that is, they help to 
“humanize” or tame capitalism—

and thereby eliminate the potential for its revolutionary 
overthrow, benefitting, ironically, the entire capitalist 
class in the process. 
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AUTHENTIC DEMOCRACY 
A TIMELINE OF SELECT U.S. LEGISLATION 

 

NOTE:  In this timeline, [R]=Republican Party, and [D]=Democratic Party. Asterisked items 

lean more towards procedural democracy rather than authentic democracy. They are included 

here because they are crucial in facilitating authentic democracy. 
 
1900: Lacey Act (named after its principal champion, Representative John Lacey of Iowa). (William McKinley [R]); estab-
lished:  
 civil and criminal penalties for violation of laws protecting flora and fauna. Today, with successive amendments over 

the years, the Act serves as the principal legislative mechanism for the protection of plants, fish, and wildlife from ille-
gal procurement, or possession, or transportation, or sale. The Act also covers plants, fish, and wildlife obtained from 
abroad. 

 
1906: Federal Food and Drugs Act (also known as the Wiley Act after its principal champion, Harvey Washington Wiley, 
the chief government chemist) (Theodore Roosevelt [Progressive Party]); established:  
 The Food and Drug Administration to protect the public from the production and marketing of unsafe and danger-

¶ The social safety net is an insurance policy for 
the capitalist system against the possibility of ordi-
nary class-struggles (e.g. trade-union activity) spiral-
ing out of control into revolutionary upheavals that 
will cripple the system or destroys it altogether. In 
other words, the social safety net is one of the key 
hallmarks of a democratic-capitalist society (respect 
for the rule of law, human rights, civil rights, etc. be- ing among others). The 
term comes from the fact that it is analogous to the safety net that hangs below a high-wire act in, say, a circus. How-
ever, neither the bourgeoisie nor most of the beneficiaries of the social safety net appear to comprehend this fact. 
(Consider this: it is not a coincidence that in every country in the world today—repeat, every country—where politi-
cal chaos and mayhem reigns, there is an absence of either any kind of a 
social safety net or a social safety net that only exists, for the most part, 
on paper; that is, it does not work in practice for a number of reasons.) 
So, what is a social safety-net? It is wages, both monetary and in kind, 
paid out to the public by society—hence it’s a form of “public wages”—
that come out of taxes paid by the citizenry in order to ensure that the 
weak and the vulnerable are protected from the negative consequences 
of capitalism for the quality of life of the citizenry.  In other words, the 
social safety net is not a charity as some ultra-right wing conservatives 
would like you to believe; rather, it is a tax-payer funded mechanism for 
ameliorating (albeit in the mildest way possible) the socially deleterious 
consequences of that axiom of capitalism: “profits before people.” Taking 
the example of the United States, the key components of the social safety 
net (which for the most part has been, for obvious reasons, the handi-
work of Democrats, not Republicans)—depending upon in which state 
you reside (some states have weaker social safety nets than others, espe-
cially those in the U.S. South)—include: the minimum wage; social securi-
ty, food stamps, unemployment insurance, disability insurance, Medicare, 
Medicaid, personal bankruptcy; welfare; tuition assistance; Head Start Program; Veterans Affairs Healthcare System; 
public libraries; and so on. It should not be surprising that the social-safety net is always—repeat, always—among 
the key permanent component of class struggles in any capitalist democracy. (Folks, no; prisons are not part of the 
social safety net.) Incidentally, a social safety-net also exists for the bourgeoisie (even though they don’t need one); 
though, of course, it’s never portrayed as such. What are some of the elements of the social safety net for the bour-
geoisie? They include: financial bail-outs; tax-breaks; bonuses; stock options; so-called “right-to-work” (anti-collective 
bargaining) legislation; and so on.  

The social safety net is not a 
charity as some ultra-right 
wing conservatives would like 
you to believe; rather, it is a 
tax-payer funded mechanism 
for ameliorating (albeit in the 
mildest way possible) the so-
cially deleterious conse-
quences of that axiom of cap-
italism: “profits before peo-
ple.”  
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¶ The concept of meritocracy (see below), and its U.S. variant the “American Dream,” is one of the key ideological 
components of capitalist-democracies today. Most people, including the working classes, who live in capitalist-
democracies believe that socio-economic inequality is not only intrinsic to capitalism (if all were bosses who will do 
the work?), but is a desirable condition in itself because inequality, as long as it is not based on one’s inherited 
social status, is considered a driver of enterprise, achievement, and progress. Socio-economic equality to 
them is anathema because it is regarded as a condition that rewards idleness and sloth at the expense of what is 
considered as “merit”—specifically: ambition, integrity, perseverance, and hard work. Following from this logic, tak-

ous foods, medicines, medical equipment, 
and so on. 
 
1914: Federal Trade Commission Act 
(Woodrow Wilson [D]); established:  
 Federal Trade Commission to protect 
the public from anticompetitive and de-
ceptive acts and practices of businesses 
that the same Act outlawed. 
 
1916: National Park Service Act 
(Woodrow Wilson); established:  
 a formal and more coherent national 
park system out of existing parks for recre-
ational, health, educational, etc. use by the 
public. Unfortunately, this is an element of 
the social safety net that the public, and 
many within the U.S. Congress, fail to real-
ize is so essential for the well-being of not 
only those who visit the system but also 
the health of the biosphere (the sum total of 
all ecosystems) that is critically important 
for all forms of life, including of course 
human life.  
 
1935: Social Security Act (Franklin D. 
Roosevelt [D]); established, as part of the 
social safety net:  
 Unemployment insurance; 
 Social security (retirement insurance 
for the retired; financial support for the 
disabled; etc.); 
 Medicare: health insurance for the re-
tired; and 
 Medicaid: health insurance for the 
very poor. 
 
 *1935: National Labor Relations Act 
(Franklin D. Roosevelt); established:  
 Workers’ right to organize trade un-
ions; and 
 Workers’ right to strike to improve 

their working conditions, including pay. 
 
*1938: Fair Labor Standards Act (Franklin D. Roose-
velt); established:  
 prohibition of employment of children under 18 in 
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most non-agricultural occupations;  
 National minimum wage; and  
 Overtime pay. 
 
1944: Public Health Service Act 
(Franklin D. Roosevelt); established:  
 Office of the Surgeon General; 

and the  
 National Institute of Health. 
 
1939: The Reorganization Act 
(Franklin D. Roosevelt); established:  
 the Federal Security Agency that 

would later, in 1942, establish the 
Office of National Defense Malar-
ia Control Activities which after 
going through various incarnations 

in subsequent years would eventually become today’s Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention—though still popularly known by the ab-
breviation of its predecessor, Centers for Disease Control, as the 
CDC. 
 
1963: Clean Air Act (Lyndon B. Johnson [D]); established:  
 funding for research into air 

pollution;   
 enjoined states to establish agencies for controlling air pollution; and  
 a legislative avenue for federal involvement in matters of inter-state air pollution. 
 
1963: Equal Pay Act  (John F. Kennedy [D]); established:  
 Equal pay for men and women. 
 
 *1964: Civil Rights Act (Lyndon B. Johnson):  
 Prohibition of discrimination based on gender 
 Prohibition of discrimination based on race, religion or nationality  
 Established the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 
 
 *1964: Criminal Justice Act (Lyndon B. Johnson):  
 mandated the establishment of a public defender system to allow legal representation 

in federal courts for those charged with a crime but who could not afford to pay for 
legal counsel. 

 
1964: Economic Opportunity Act (Lyndon B. Johnson); established:  

ing the U.S. example, they believe that the United States is a class-less 
society (meaning anyone can rise to the top as long as you are willing to 

work for it and those who are already at the top are there because they de-
serve to be there—that is, they worked hard to be there).  
 However, a serious problem arises when inequality is not an outcome 
of merit but is artificially engineered in favor of the wealthy and the privi-
leged by their misuse of political and/or socio-economic power and thereby 
undermining meritocracy. See for example, with reference to the U.S. experi-
ence, an article by Lauren A. Rivera in The New York Times (or the article by 
Bourree Lam in The Atlantic that looks at how the employment hiring process 
in the job market is stacked against the working classes). As Rivera says in her 
book, Pedigree: How Elite Students Get Elite Jobs (Princeton University Press, 
2015), which expands on her Times article in greater detail: “Behind popular 
narratives of economic positions as entirely earned, there is a well-developed 
machinery in the United States that passes on economic privilege from one 
generation to the next. This system first channels affluent children into 
bumper-sticker colleges, as prior research has shown, and then, as my results 

have revealed, steers them into blue-chip firms and the highest income 
brackets.” (p. 267) (Note: another book worth looking at that comple-
ments Rivera’s book well is The Big Test: The Secret History of the 
American Meritocracy by Nicholas Lemann (Macmillan, 2000).) The 
truth, however, is that despite what the masses believe there is no real 
remedy to this “corruption” of meritocracy by the bourgeoisie and its 
representatives. The capitalist system, by its very nature, is not a meri-
tocratic system (except in a very limited sense, as will be explained be-
low) because its functioning depends on limiting upward socio-

economic mobility—which is what meritocracy is really about—
so as to ensure what is called class reproduction. The capitalist 
system cannot exist without a hierarchic class-based social 
structure comprising the bourgeoisie at the very top who own 
and/or control the means of production (and its attendant ser-
vices, such as finance capital, transportation, insurance, 

Franklin D. Roosevelt 

http://www.nytimes.com/2015/05/31/opinion/sunday/guess-who-doesnt-fit-in-at-work.html
http://www.theatlantic.com/business/archive/2015/05/recruitment-resumes-interviews-how-the-hiring-process-favors-elites/394166/
http://www.amazon.com/Pedigree-How-Elite-Students-Jobs/dp/0691155623
http://www.amazon.com/Big-Test-History-American-Meritocracy/dp/0374527512
http://www.amazon.com/Big-Test-History-American-Meritocracy/dp/0374527512
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 Jobs Corps, a national program that provides post-secondary school vocational 
training and education to low income youth to enable them to find and keep a good 
job 
 Head Start, a national program that promotes school readiness for children from 
economically disadvantaged families by giving the children from birth to age three ac-
cess to health, educational, nutritional, social, and other services in order to enhance 
their cognitive, social, and emotional development;  
 Volunteers in Service to America (now known as AmeriCorps VISTA); and 
 Upward Bound to assist low-income students prepare for college. 
 
1964: Food Stamp Act (Lyndon B. Johnson); established:  
 a permanent food stamp program (originally initiated in 1939 as a temporary exec-
utive mandate during the presidency of Franklin D. Roosevelt) to allow indigent fami-
lies access to food. 
 
1964: Library Services and Construction Act (Lyndon B. Johnson):  
 increased federal funding for the construction of libraries as well as the services 

they provided in communities that had poor access to library facilities in both rural and ur-
ban areas. 

 
1964: Wilderness [Protection] Act (Lyndon 
B. Johnson); established:  
 the National Wilderness 

Preservation System and 
criteria for including 
lands in this system. 
This system not only 
has recreational value 
(important for human 
health) but, among oth-
er things, is essential for 
preservation of biodi-
versity and the protec-
tion of watersheds 
(sources of drinking wa-
ter for humans) and for-
ests (helps with alleviat-
ing global warming). 

 
1965: Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Develop-
ment Act (Lyndon B. John-
son); established:  
 the U.S. Housing and Ur-

ban Agency as a Cabinet-
level agency for the pur-
poses of promoting ac-
cess to affordable hous-
ing for all. 

 
1965: Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act (Lyndon B. Johnson): 
provided 
 federal assistance to K-12 education for 

low-income schools, communities, and 
children. 

 
*1965: Executive Order 11246 on Affirmative Action (amended 1967) (Lyndon B. Johnson):  
 a presidential order that mandated government contractors to be proactive (“take affirmative action”) in hiring practic-

etc.), and the rest below them who do the actual work. 
 Generically speaking, meritocracy is a 
concept that sees the allocation of material 
rewards in a capitalist-democratic society as 
resting entirely on “merit,” which itself is as-
sumed to be based on such qualities of an in-
dividual as intelligence, effort, and ambition 
and not on membership of preordained social 
groups—whatever their definitional criteria: 
class, gender, race, ethnicity, nationality, age, 
and so on. In other words, from the merito-

cratic point of view, 
one’s class status in 
society is based solely 
on social achieve-
ment, not social as-
cription.  
 However, 
there is a fundamen-
tal flaw here; consid-
er: one of the most 
widely used and ac-
cepted measure-
ments of social 
achievement in mod-
ern societies today is 
educational qualifica-
tions or academic 
achievement. Now, in 
a meritocratic society 
academic achieve-

ment is presumed to rest on equality of educational opportunity. 
However, equality of educational opportunity itself is supposedly gov-
erned by the principle of meritocracy: namely that academic 
achievement is a function of one’s individual qualities of intel-
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es with regard to race, and from 1967, 
gender. The underlying rationale for 
this order was described by President 
Johnson in a powerful commence-
ment address that he delivered at 
Howard University on June 4, 1965 
wherein he stated: “But freedom is not 
enough. You do not wipe away the 
scars of centuries by saying: Now you 
are free to go where you want, and do 
as you desire, and choose the leaders 
you please. You do not take a person 
who, for years, has been hobbled by 
chains and liberate him, bring him up 
to the starting line of a race and then 
say, "you are free to compete with all 
the others," and still 
justly believe that 
you have been 
completely fair. 
Thus it is not 
enough just to open 
the gates of oppor-
tunity. All our citi-
zens must have the 
ability to walk 
through those gates. 
This is the next and 
the more profound 
stage of the battle 
for civil rights. We 
seek not just free-
dom but opportuni-
ty. We seek not just 
legal equity but hu-
man ability, not just 

equality as a right and a theory but equality as a 
fact and equality as a result.”  
 

1965: Higher Education Act (Lyndon B. Johnson); established:  
 student financial aid for higher education—Pell Grants; Stafford Loans; Federal Perkins Loans; Work Study; 
 the TRIO programs (Upward Bound [originally established by the Economic Opportunity Act of 1964], Talent Search, 

and Student Support Services, all aimed at assisting economically disadvantaged students enroll and succeed in higher edu-
cation institutions). 

 
1965: Land and Water Conservation Fund Act (Lyndon B. Johnson); established:  
 a funding mechanism for acquisition, preservation, and maintenance of land and water resources for “recreation and 

to strengthen the health and vitality of the citizens of the United States.” 
 
1965: Medical Library Assistance Act (Lyndon B. Johnson):  
 established programs to provide assistance to medical libraries including the development of a network of regional 

medical libraries that would connect with the government’s National Library of Medicine 
 
1965: National Foundation on the Arts and Humanities Act (Lyndon B. Johnson); established  

ligence, effort and ambition in school, and 
not on one’s social background, be it in terms 
of class, race, sex, ethnicity, and so on. It follows 
from all this that if there is a slippage in academ-
ic achievement then explanation for it must be 
sought in flaws in the individual’s personal quali-
ties (perhaps there is limited intelligence, per-
haps there is insufficient effort, perhaps ambi-
tion is lacking, and so on). And if this slippage is 
consistent among some social groups then these 
flaws must also be universal within these 
groups. (A corollary of this view is that since 

these groups (leaving class aside) are presumed to be biological con-
structs—that is regardless of what science states—the flaws are biologically 
determined and hence society is powerless in the face of their immutabil-
ity.)  

 In other words, the meritocratic logic rests 
on the assumption that we do not live in a society 
that is social structurally riven for historically deter-
mined reasons (rather than biological reasons), and 
where social groups exist in unequal power rela-
tions. But is this assump-
tion correct? Is the social 
structure biologically de-
termined? More to the 
point, does academic 
achievement rest solely 
on individual qualities? Is 
it not possible that it may 
also depend on where one 
is within the social struc-
ture because one’s loca-
tion in that structure al-
lows one access to specific 
educational advantages (manifest in such ways as 
access to resource-rich schools, qualified teachers, 

safe neighborhoods, etc.) In fact, research in 
support of this point is so extensive and 
ubiquitous in the field of education that it 
even renders reference citations to it 

Horatio Alger, Jr. (1832-1899) 

James Truslow Adams (1878-
1949) 
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 National Endowment for the Humanities; and  
 National Endowment for the Arts (Note: the ra-

tionale for this act was, characteristic of much 
of the Great Society legislation championed by 
President Johnson, most eloquently stated. 
Hence, it read in part: “(1) The arts and the hu-
manities belong to 
all the people of 
the United States. 
(2) The encour-
agement and sup-
port of national 
progress and 
scholarship in the 
humanities and 
the arts, while pri-
marily a matter 
for private and lo-
cal initiative, are 
also appropriate 
matters of con-
cern to the Feder-
al Government. (3) An 
advanced civilization 
must not limit its efforts 
to science and technology 
alone, but must give full 
value and support to the 
other great branches of 
scholarly and cultural ac-
tivity in order to achieve a 
better understanding of 
the past, a better analysis 
of the present, and a bet-
ter view of the future. (4) 
Democracy demands 
wisdom and vision in its 
citizens. It must therefore 
foster and support a form of education, and ac-
cess to the arts and the humanities, designed to 
make people of all backgrounds and wherever 
located masters of their technology and not its 
unthinking servants.”) 

 
1965: Water Quality Act (Lyndon B. Johnson):  
 required that states develop water quality stand-

ards and for interstate waters establish water 
quality goals. 

 
1967: Public Broadcasting Act (Lyndon B. Johnson); established: 
 Corporation for Public Broadcasting (but not as a government agency, but as a private corporation so as to, in the words of 

the Act, “afford maximum protection from extraneous interference and control.” The rationale for this legislation in-
cluded this language: “it is in the public interest to encourage the growth and development of public radio and televi-
sion broadcasting, including the use of such media for instructional, educational, and cultural purposes;…. expansion 
and development of public telecommunications and of diversity of its programming depend on freedom, imagination, 
and initiative on both local and national levels; the encouragement and support of public telecommunications, while 
matters of importance for private and local development, are also of appropriate and important concern to the Federal 
Government; it furthers the general welfare to encourage public telecommunications services which will be responsive 
to the interests of people both in particular localities and throughout the United States, which will constitute an expres-

redundant. Leaving education aside, the fallacy of the con-
cept of meritocracy is further emphasized when you con-

sider people with mental/physical disabilities, single mothers, the 
elderly, orphans, and so on; that is, all who may not have the re-
sources to achieve the American Dream—the U.S. version of 

meritocracy. Exploring this concept 
will help to highlight this point fur-
ther. 
 The term American Dream 
refers to both an end-goal and the 
process of reaching it. It is a mani-
festation of what may be referred 
to as the “Horatio Alger syn-
drome.” (Horation Alger, Jr. was a 
nineteenth century novelist whose 
specialty was children’s books 
aimed at the teenage market in 
which the common theme was pov-
erty-stricken teenage boys achiev-
ing upward socio-economic mobili-
ty by means of honesty, courage, 
hard work, and so on.) Specifically, 

it refers at once to a particular defini-
tion of the “good life” and to the ide-
ological notion that in United States 
you can achieve your wildest materi-
alist dreams (the “good life”) so long 
as you agree to play by the rules and 
you are willing to work hard; that is 
because the United States is a land of 
freedom and opportunity for all 
where nothing can hold you back in 
your quest for upward socio-
economic mobility: neither race nor 
ethnicity; neither class nor gender; 
neither religion nor nationality; and 
so on. One will notice right away that 
this concept also relies on ahistori-

cism. The continuing legacy of a history of, among other things, 
the brutal expropriation of the lands of Native Americans and the 
labor of African Americans against the backdrop, initially, of the 
imported English social structure of commoner versus aristocracy 
is, of course, relegated to the dustbin of historical amnesia; nor is 
there any recognition of the inherent contradiction arising from 
the problem of class-determined inequality in a capitalist society.  
 The fundamental basis of the fallacious reasoning that 
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underlies this concept is the inability by those who believe in it to separate out issues of personal agency and 
issues that stem from institutional structures. The fact that millions of people in United States work long hours 

(sometimes holding down two to three jobs) is clear evidence that laziness and lack of ambition is not the reason why 
they are not millionaires. At the same time, to assume that all the wealthy in this country have acquired their wealth 
through hard work and playing by the rules is to disengage from reality because it does not bear out this foolish as-
sumption. (The truth is that most among the wealthy have inherited their wealth; this fact is often conveniently for-
gotten. Interestingly, the notion of “playing by the rules” is rarely, if ever, analyzed: Whose rules are we talking about 
here? The rules set up by the rich and the powerful?) The capitalist system is structurally designed, through property 

sion of diversity and excellence, and which will constitute a source of alternative tele-
communications services for all the citizens of the Nation; it is in the public interest to 
encourage the development of programming that involves creative risks and that ad-
dresses the needs of unserved and underserved audiences, particularly children and 
minorities;….” ) 

 
*1968: Fair Housing Act (Lyndon B. Johnson); established: 
 Prohibition of discrimination in purchasing or renting housing. 
 
1968: Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (Lyndon B. Johnson); established:  
 a national system of outstanding rivers of scenic, recreational, fish and wildlife, cultur-

al, geologic, historical, etc. significance. 
 
1970: National Environmental Policy Act (Richard M. Nixon [R]); established: 
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 the Council on Environmental Quality to set national policies on the environment; 
and  
 the requirement that actions by federal agencies that would have major consequenc-
es for the environment be preceded by environmental impact statements before such 
actions could be taken. (Note: in the same year, Nixon would sign an Executive Order 
establishing the Environmental Protection Agency to consolidate under one agency a variety 
of environmental protection tasks mandated by various relevant legislation, including the 
National Environmental Policy Act.) 
 
1972: Clean Water Act (vetoed by the Republican president Richard Nixon but over-
ridden by a Democratic majority in the U.S. Congress); established:  
 a legislative mechanism (National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System—
NPDES) for reducing water pollution, a problem that could not be effectively tackled by 

the establishment of water quality standards alone, as mandated by the Water Quality Act of 1965. 
 
1974: Safe Water Act (Gerald R. Ford [R]);  

rights enshrined in law, to ensure that only a tiny minority remains at the top, otherwise the system would 
collapse because there would be no one to do the grunt work—without which, wealth cannot be created. In fact, it 
will come as a shock to most of you to learn that the relative positions (the key word here is relative) of most of 
those at the top and most of the rest below them has remained constant since Roman times, if not before—pointing 
to the Mount Everest-like insurmountableness of social structures for most people in the Euro/American ecumene in 
their illusory quest for upward socio-economic mobility. Hence, if you were to trace your ancestry there is an almost 
one hundred percent chance that you would end up with ancestors who were either slaves from Africa or slaves in 
the Roman times in Europe. Focusing on Europe, the slaves from Greek and Roman times eventually became serfs in 
the feudal era and who then, in turn, became the modern working classes in the era of industrial capitalism, mil-
lions of whom along the way ended up in the European Diaspora scattered across the planet—an immensely 
brutal and painful process—from Australia to Brazil, and from Canada to South Africa.  
 Incidentally, the first usage of this term (American Dream) and its definition is credited to the historian James 
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 amended the Public Health Service Act to ensure 
that safe drinking water was available to the pub-
lic by requiring the Environmental Protection 
Agency to establish appropriate water quality 
standards. 

 
2010: Affordable [Health] Care Act (Barack H. 
Obama [D]):  
 popularly known as “Obamacare,” established 

mechanisms for expanding health care coverage 
to a wider section of the U.S. public and for re-
ducing health care costs. (Among its many provi-
sions are prohibition of discrimination against 
those with pre-existing health conditions by in-
surance companies; prohibiting insurance compa-
nies from withdrawing coverage; providing free 
preventive care; allowing young adults to remain 
on their parents’ insurance plans until they turn 
26; expanding coverage for early retirees; 
strengthening community health care centers; and 
understanding and combating health disparities 
based on race, ethnicity, language, etc.) 

Truslow Adams, who, writing in 1931 (at the 
height of Jim Crow, one may ironically recall), stat-
ed that the American Dream was “that dream of a 
land in which life should be better and richer and 
fuller for everyone, with opportunity for each ac-
cording to ability or achievement. It is a difficult dream 
for the European upper classes to interpret adequately, 
and too many of us ourselves have grown weary and 
mistrustful of it. It is not a dream of motor cars and 
high wages merely, but a dream of social order in 
which each man and each woman shall be able to 
attain to the fullest stature of which they are innately 
capable, and be recognized by others for what they 
are, regardless of the fortuitous circumstances of birth 
or position.” (p. 404, The Epic of America [Boston: 

Little, Brown, 1931]) Notice that unlike the way 
it has come to be understood today, in this defi-

nition of the American Dream, materialism is not the defining quality, 
but rather egalitarianism (and, therefore, in this sense the American 
Dream is about life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness for all, that is 
authentic democracy—in contrast to procedural democracy). It is al-
so worth pointing out that today the “American Dream,” for most Eu-
roAmericans also means the opportunity to live in racially segregated 
neighborhoods. As Daniel Denver, in his article “The 10 Most Segre-
gated Urban Areas in America,” accurately observes: “For the be-
sieged white subdivision dweller, the American Dream means free-
dom from society’s poor and black.” (Article published in 
www.salon.com.) See also a feature story titled 
“Cyberdiscrimination in Dallas,” by Professor Gregory D. Squires). Of course, race is not the only relevant matter 
here, class is too in the sense that the American Dream also means the opportunity for the rich (regardless of color) 
to live as far away from the poor (regardless of color) as possible. 
 To conclude, one of the most important ideological concepts in a capitalist democracy is that of meritocracy, 
and in United States meritocracy is expressed as the “American Dream.”  The ideological role of this concept is 

http://www.salon.com/news/race/index.html?story=/politics/war_room/2011/03/29/most_segregated_cities
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/gregory-d-squires/cyberdiscrimination-in-da_b_574008.html
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to help underwrite political stability for the capitalist system. As long as the masses believe in the concept of 
meritocracy they will not challenge the system, in fact, on the contrary, they will become its most ardent sup-

porters. However, given the nature of capitalism, meritocracy, whether considered in its generic sense or in the 
sense of the American 
Dream, is, by and large, a 
mythological concept—and 
this is doubly so when con-
sidered from the perspec-
tives of race, ethnicity, gen-
der, disability, and so on.  
 Notice the qualifier 
in the preceding sentence. 
In other words, to make 
you feel better, the forego-
ing should not imply, how-
ever, that the concept of  
the American Dream is 
completely bogus (after all, 
to some degree, the con 
cept is a subjective one—
what constitutes the Amer-
ican Dream is not neces-

sarily the same for everyone). While those who attempt to pursue their Ameri 
can Dream are not immune from systemic or structural oppression (racism, sexism, classism, and so on) in a capitalist 
democracy like the United States, one must also acknowledge that this is not just a capitalist society but it is also a 
democracy. That is, in a post-civil rights era United States there is sufficient  
space for some individuals to successfully confront structural oppression by exerting their agency (instead of waiting 
for the revolution, which, trust me, is not coming any time soon no matter what the bourgeois-left says). If all oppres-

sion was structural then there is absolutely no hope for a better tomorrow. Yes? 
The fundamental truth is this: capitalist democracies may be meritocratic, but on-
ly at the level of a few (relatively speaking) “lucky” individuals but not at the level 
of social groups as a whole. But who are these lucky individuals? They are those 
who through chance and design manage to achieve their American Dream by be-
ing in the right place at the right time.  
 There is, in fact, a vast “self-help” cottage industry in the United States 
that aims to teach you how to improve your chances of achieving the American 
Dream. A well-known guru, for example, of this industry is one Tom Corley. He 
claims that he spent five years studying the daily habits of 233 self-made million-
aires and 128 poor people in United States and as a result he came up with 300 
habits that “separate the rich from the poor.” He concludes: “The fact is, the poor 
are poor because they have too many Poor Habits and too few Rich Habits. Poor 
parents teach their children the Poor Habits and wealthy parents teach their chil-
dren the Rich Habits. We don’t have a wealth gap in this country we have a par-
ent gap. We don’t have income inequality, we have parent inequality” (from his 
website). So, what are some of these bourgeois habits he is talking about? Here 
is a selection from his website (which you will notice are worth pursuing even if 
you don’t stand a chance of becoming a member of the bourgeoisie): 
 
Gambling Habits – 6% of self-made millionaires played the lottery vs. 77% of the 

poor. 16% of self-made millionaires gambled at least once a week on sports vs. 52% of the poor. 
 
Health Habits -21% of self-made millionaires were overweight by 30 pounds or more vs. 66% of the 
poor. 76% of these millionaires exercised aerobically 30 minutes or more each day vs. 23% of the poor. 
25% of these millionaires ate less than 300 junk food calories each day vs. 5% of the poor. 25% of 
these millionaires ate at fast food restaurants each week vs. 69% of the poor. 13% of these mil-
lionaires got drunk at least once a month vs. 60% of the poor. 
 
Time Habits – 63% of self-made millionaires spent less than 1 hour per day on recreational Internet 

http://richhabits.net/20-learned-habits-that-will-make-your-child-rich-or-poor/#more-5331
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use vs. 26% of the poor. 67% of self-made millionaires watched 1 hour or less of TV per day vs 23% of 
the parents of the poor. 67% of these millionaires maintained a daily “to-do” list vs. 6% of the poor. 
44% of these millionaires got up 3 hours or more before they actually started their work day vs. 3% of 
the poor. 
 
Living Below Your Means Habits – 73% of self-made millionaires were taught the 80/20 rule vs. 5% of the 
poor (live off 80% save 20%). 
 
Relationship Management Habits – 6% of self-made millionaires gossip vs. 79% of the poor. 75% of these 
millionaires were taught to send thank you cards vs. 13% of the poor. 6% of these millionaires say what’s 
on their mind vs. 69% of the poor. 68% of these millionaires pursue relationships with success-minded 
people vs. 11% of the poor. 
 
Learning Habits – 88% of self-made millionaires read for learning every day vs. 2% of the poor. 86% of these 
millionaires love to read vs. 26% of the poor. 11% of these millionaires read for entertainment vs. 79% of the 
poor.  

"The reason 
they call it the 
American 
Dream is be-
cause you have 
to be asleep to 
believe it."  

—Comedian,  
George Carlin 
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2. CORPORATE MONOPOLY CAPITALISM 
 

Like billions of people elsewhere in the world, people in the United States also live in a country with a socio-economic 

system that is based on an ideology that, from the perspective of its deep society-wide hegemonic grip, was first developed 

in Western Europe only some three hundred years ago. It’s present-day version can be called corporate monopoly capitalism—

meaning that the ideology, as practice, is dominated (in the era of globalization) by two particular forms of the capitalist 

enterprise, the transnational monopoly conglomerate and the transnational techno-financial monopoly capital, both of 

which together allow the capitalist class (the bourgeoisie) access to enormous plutocratic economic and political power in 

the service of surplus appropriation. This ideology legitimates and champions a historically-determined monopolization 

of the means-of-production, through private ownership, by a very tiny elite, the capitalist class (also known as the bour-

geoisie) with the sole purpose of engineering for itself limitless accumulation of wealth for its own sake—not necessarily 

for the purpose of making the world a better place for all—on the basis of an opaque process called surplus appropria-

tion. It involves, on one hand, profit maximization on the backs of the majority—the working/middle-classes (lower clas-

ses, or the masses), that is those who do not own/control the means of production—and on the other, legal, and non-

legal mechanisms (corruption), that among other things, exempts the capitalist class from appropriate levels of taxation 

and bearing the full cost of the negative outcomes of their entrepreneurial activities (negative externalities).  

 

¶ It is important to distinguish between capitalism and the capitalist 

system. Capitalism (as, both, an ideology and as economic practice) has 

been around for thousands of years and it arose as soon as individuals 

were able to engage in trade and commerce with the invention of mon-

ey and the practice of settled agriculture. The capitalist system, howev-

er, is not only of a much, much recent vintage but it is a different socio-

economic animal in that whereas the capitalism of the past was restricted only to a small segment of the population 

(traders, money lenders, etc.) and existed as an appendage of whatever socio-economic system was dominant in a given 

time and place—e.g. slave-based economic system, the feudal system, subsistence agriculture, etc.—the rise of capitalism 

as a system involved incorporating almost the entire society. This in turn required the destruction of the existing dominant 

socio-economic system on the basis of the creation of two new hitherto historically unknown classes: the working classes 

(or the proletariat) and the bourgeoisie (the capitalist class). The need for such a system arose with the emergence of the 

industrial revolution, which itself was made possible by the Columbian Project (and which in turn was a byproduct of the 

Great East-to-West Diffusion).  Question: So, how did such a tiny elite come to monopolize the means of production? If 

you go back into history then you discover that it was through overt and/or covert violence (which was necessary 

¶ Although this flowchart is based on the socio-economic and polit-

ical circumstances of the United States, it is equally applicable (with 

minor modifications) to other capitalist societies where race (or its 

equivalent, ethnicity) is an important part of the fabric of that socie-

ty—examples include: Algeria, Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Cana-

da, China, France, Kenya, India, Israel, Malaysia, Romania, Russia, 

South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, United Kingdom, and so on.  
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in order to abrogate the rights to it, in this case land, that the masses had always possessed by tradition for thou-

sands of years—that is, before the emergence of in-

dustrial capitalism as a dominant system of production in 

Western Europe and, later, in places like Australia, Canada, 

United States, etc). (Compare the emergence of the bour-

geoisie in today’s China or in the countries of the former 

Soviet Bloc.)  

 

 

¶ The rise of the virulently destructive and genocidal 

fascism in Europe (and its variants elsewhere) exposed 

the lie in bourgeois propaganda that democracy and 

capitalism are two sides of the same coin. Yet, at the 

same time, however, despite its many insoluble contra-

dictions, nowhere in the world today is there any clamor 

among the masses for the overthrow of capitalism. 

There is a legitimate reason for this: the replacement of 

the capitalist “dictatorship of the bourgeoisie” with the 

socialist “dictatorship of the proletariat,” where it oc-

curred (e.g. China, North Korea, Russia), turned out in 

practice to be a “dictatorship of totalitarianism,” managed by 

brutal kleptocratic thugs, that would consume millions of inno-

cent lives, fail to raise the standard of living of their citizenry, 

bring in tow massive and permanent human rights violations, 

and so on.  
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3. CLASS  

 

As a consequence of living in a capitalist country, our lives are governed, as in all capitalist countries, by a stratified social 

structure—meaning, viewed strictly from the perspective of capitalist relations of production, a hierarchic division of so-

ciety by class; that is, a tiny minority, the bourgeoisie, at the very top and the unemployed poor at the bottom, with eve-

ryone else in-between, in terms of economic power, political 

power, access to resources, and so on). This arrangement rests, of 

course, on the monopolistic ownership / control of the 

means of production by the bourgeoisie—legitimated 

through law and backed by the coercive powers of the state 

(police, army, courts, prisons, and so on). 

 

¶ Folks, a lack of awareness 

of one’s class position in a 

capitalist society does not 

negate the fact that all capi-

talist societies rest on class 

divisions—no classes equals 

no capitalism! Simple! 

¶ Thought experiment: imagine every adult in the United States had a PhD; does that mean there would be no need 

for garbage collectors, bus drivers, postal workers, plumbers, mechanics, electricians, the police, etc.? In other words, 

we would have a working class with PhDs!  

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&ved=0ahUKEwjRzN29oKzSAhXHSCYKHZgbA9QQjRwIBw&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.racialdiscoursect.com%2F2011_09_01_archive.html&bvm=bv.148073327,d.amc&psig=AFQjCNHXKVUeMym8twed7fVf5akZWNfmkQ&ust=14881456


Page 21 of 92 

 

 c l a s s 

Bourgeois Decadence 

Class Warfare 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&ved=0ahUKEwj2p6uUp6zSAhVFZCYKHaGDBegQjRwIBw&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.bestthinking.com%2Fthinkers%2Fpermalink%2F5802%3Ftab%3Dblog%26title%3Dpaul-a-duginski%26blogpostid%3D17326%26blogpostid%3D
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 c l a s s 

Class Struggle 
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4. CLASS STRUGGLE/ CLASS WARFARE 

 
A critical outcome of the monopolization of the means of production by the capitalist class is that there is an inherent ob-

jectively-determined opposition of class interests that finds expression, in almost all spheres of society—political, econom-

ic, social, etc.—in the form of a permanent overt and covert class struggles (and its corollary class warfare) between the 

bourgeoisie and the lower 

classes. At the root of 

which, on one hand, is the 

constant drive by capital-

ists for accumulation (the 

limitless accumulation of 

wealth for its own sake) by 

means of surplus appro-

priation, and on the other, 

exploitation as expressed by 

inadequate wages coupled 

with the ever-present 

threat of unemployment (with 

its corollary poverty) that all 

among the lower classes 

face because the capitalist 

system, by its nature, can-

not guarantee full employ-

ment in any society. In 

other words, there is an in-

herent conflict between cap-

italism and democracy; that 

is, it is baked into the sys-

tem! However, an aware-

ness of this fact requires 

possession of class-

consciousness by the 

lower classes—but that is 

not in the interest of the 

bourgeoisie. It prefers, for 

obvious reasons, that they 

have pseudo-consciousness 

(ignorance of one’s class 

interests). 

¶ Prior to the arrival of industrial capitalism as a hegemonic economic system, human beings had never known at any 

time in history an economic system that had unemployment built into it (even in slave-based economic systems unem-

ployment did not exist as an integral part of the system).  
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¶ The inherent opposition of class 

interests in all capitalist societies 

can be summarized pithily this way: 

the lower classes want to put food 

on the table; whereas the capitalist 

class wants to put money on the ta-

ble for its own sake. The resistance 

to excessive surplus appropriation 

(but only when it is perceived as ex-

ploitation/ oppression) on the part 

of the politically conscious among 

the lower classes—ranging from 

electoral challenges to legislative 

action through their political repre-

sentatives; from lawsuits to indus-

trial action; from protests to civil 

disobedience)—is an example of 

class struggle in action. Important: 

the objective of this push back by 

the lower classes is not the elimina-

tion of capitalism (but its humanization” 

and, of course, the expansion of public 

wages).  
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5. CAPITALISM versus DEMOCRACY  
 

Democracy (especially authentic democracy), therefore, creates this problem for the capitalist class: while at the general-

ized macro level the “humanization” of corporate capitalism is in the long term interest of the capitalist class as a whole 

(because it helps to ensure political stability for the capitalist system by defanging working/middle class discontent ex-

pressed through class-struggles), it also comes at a cost. Depending upon the level of successes of the class struggles of the 

lower classes, it undermines the hegemony of the capitalist class by placing, from its point of view, burdensome regulato-

ry controls on its constant quest for untrammeled surplus appropriation. Stated differently, authentic democracy precip-

itates the dilemma within the bourgeoisie of choosing between short-term interests versus long-term interests. However, 

its propensity is to opt for short-term interests (except for that segment within it, comprising bourgeois liberals, that is moti-

vated by a heightened level of enlightened self-interest) against the backdrop of a relentless “dog-eat-dog” competition, 

even among monopoly capitalists, for market share that is the hallmark of all modern capitalist systems. Therefore, to en-

sure that the class-struggle, as played out today through the democratic process, never gets “out of control”—that is, from 

the perspective of the bourgeoisie—to the point of perceptibly disrupting the business of surplus appropriation, it engages 

in class-warfare by adopting a two-pronged approach that involves manipulation of procedural democracy on one hand, 

and ideological propaganda on the other to, effectively, undermine authentic democracy. However, the success of this ap-

proach is dependent 

upon erasing or weak-

ening actual/potential 

class consciousness 

(awareness of one’s 

class interests) among 

the masses.  

¶ A quick example of the class struggle not “getting out of control”: while the lower classes managed to get Congress 

to impose a minimum wage mandate (against the wishes of the capitalist class), the minimum wage has always been set 

well below the level of a “living wage”—the minimum needed to barely survive without being forced to have more than 

one job, seek food stamps, visit charitable food pantries, and so on.  

 
¶ A working class with pseudo-consciousness may also be referred to as the ignorantsia. 
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¶ About surplus appropriation: in a capitalist system, like the one that exists in the United States, there is only one and 

only purpose of almost all entrepreneurial activity: to make profits for the owner(s). Surplus appropriation, therefore, re-

fers to the profit that a business owner makes and keeps on the labor power of his/her workers in a capitalist system (like 

the one that exists in United States). And since capitalism is a highly competitive system in which businesses compete with 

each other to make as much profit as they can one of the iron laws of capitalism is profit maximization. But what is profit? 

It is the price of the product in the market 

place minus the cost of its production: which 

covers all these things: the worker’s wages 

(which includes any fringe benefits that may 

be provided—such as health insurance); the 

boss’s salary; the cost of raw materials; the 

cost of machinery; the rent for the building; 

interest payments on loans used to set up the 

business; the cost of utilities; the cost of ad-

vertising; any taxes that are paid; and so on. 

The more profit the business owner makes, 

the greater the surplus appropriation. Need-

less to say, through the process of surplus ap-

propriation the business owner gets ever 

more richer, while the worker is always at a 

standstill in terms of accumulation of wealth. 

Exploitation, in other words, is the name of 

the game. In the final analysis, not surprising-

ly, all class struggles between the capitalist 

class and the lower classes is over the quantity of surplus appropriation because there is an inverse relationship between 

wages and surplus appropriation—the lower the surplus appropriation the higher the wages; and vice versa.  This scenar-

io, by the way, applies both to 

personal wages paid to indi-

vidual workers as well as pub-

lic wages paid to society as a 

whole (via taxes) to finance 

such needs as health care, 

schools, roads, bridges, parks, 

environmental protection, 

etc., etc.). One should also 

note that in today’s world of 

globalized capitalism profit 

maximization has also includ-

ed taking advantage of work-

ers overseas through the 

mechanism of the supply 

chain. An employer can in-

crease profits by subcontract-

ing parts or all of the produc-

tion/services to others over-

seas in places where the rule 

of law is weak that allow the 

subcontractors there to pay 

workers sub-minimum wages and making them work long hours in unsafe conditions, etc., thereby considerably lowering 

production costs. Another method for maximizing profits involves reducing production costs by lowering the cost 
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of raw materials illegally—by, for example, purchasing them in places where slave labor or semi-slave labor is being 

employed (yes, slavery still exists today, mainly in parts of Africa and Asia), or where it is illegal to produce these raw 

materials because of threats to the environment, or because government regulations are being bypassed, etc. At the end 

of the day, regardless of the form(s) the profits take, it is the labor power of the workers that produces profits which are 

not shared with them but are instead appropriated by the owner(s) exclusively. (One can also argue that, in addition, the 

many undeserved tax-breaks the capitalist class often receives under various guises and pretexts or the refusal to pay for 

negative externalities are also forms of surplus appropriation.)  
 

 

¶ This poster 

provides one 

view of the class 

structure in a 

capitalist society. 

It was issued in 

1911 at a time 

when Euro-

American workers 

in the U.S. were 

struggling for 

better working 

conditions for 

themselves—

including the right 

to form trade un-

ions. (Note: The 

early history of the 

U.S. labor move-

ment was marred 

by virulent Euro-

American rac-

ism—hence there 

are no black peo-

ple in the poster—

the consequences 

of which continues 

to hound it to the 

present day.)  
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6. PSEUDO-CONSCIOUSNESS 
 
One of the major ideological tasks of the bourgeoisie is to get the masses to substitute their class consciousness with pseu-

do-consciousness (meaning a lack of awareness of one’s objective class interests), and this task it has turned out has not been 

that difficult for three major reasons structurally 

intrinsic to the capitalist relations of production. 

First, the bourgeoisie, through its monopolistic 

control of the corporate mass media—which 

includes, television, film, radio, etc.—has been 

able to prostitute it in the service of materialist 

consumerism where the message is that the sole 

purpose of one’s entire life is the mindless and 

relent acquisition of consumer goods (churned 

out by the capitalist system without regard to 

true human needs or the importance of protect-

ing the biosphere). Second, this same monopo-

listic control of the corporate mass media, aided 

by a whole web of conservative “research cen-

ters” and think-tanks it funds (coupled with 

such other agencies of socialization as schools, 

colleges, churches, etc. whose agenda it also controls/influences) has allowed the bourgeoisie to propagate ideas that gen-

erate pseudo-consciousness among the lower classes. Third, the successful assault—more often than not—on the actual 

or potential class consciousness of the lower classes in a capitalist democracy has been possible because the masses are 

available as willing targets for bourgeois propaganda (to the point where they even regularly vote into power staunchly pro-

bourgeois political parties). This is exemplified 

by the gargantuan and seemingly bottomless 

appetite of the lower classes for right-wing anti

-working class newspapers, radio programs, 

television shows, films, and so on. This cir-

cumstance is an outcome of the deep igno-

rance (which is a precondition for develop-

ment of a pseudo-consciousness) of important is-

¶ There is also, at the same time, a biological 

factor involved here: Regardless of the belief by 

both bourgeois economists and the Left that hu-

man beings always act rationally when it comes to 

their economic interests, the truth is that human 

beings, in general, are not genetically programmed 

to be always rational, or always logical, or always 

perceptive, or always astute in all matters that concern them. Therefore, they do not always do what is good for them. (Question: do 

you always do what is good for you?) In other words, left to their own devices, the general propensity of the masses, especially under 

conditions of capitalism (and even more so under conditions of a capitalist democracy), is to lurch toward conservatism and the status 

quo, not radicalism or revolution. 
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¶ From the perspective of the capitalist class, its ability to use its mo-

nopolistic control of the mass media as well as the think tanks and 

research centers as machinery for its ideological propaganda 

gives it an enormous advantage in the class struggle. Consider 

the “three-for-the-price-of-one” benefits of this machinery: (a) 

it appears to the masses to be non-partisan (since their sup-

posed purpose is to report “truth” by means of research and/

or journalistic reporting), thereby allowing their propaganda to 

appear as “commonsense;” (b) it serves as a source of surplus 

in its own right, as capitalist enterprises, in the case of the 

mass media; and (c) by using the think-tanks as conduits for 

tax write-offs, the bourgeoisie ingeniously gets the public to subsidize its propaganda activities.  

sues critical to the achievement of authentic democracy that is the bane of all lower classes everywhere arising from its struc-

tural location within the capitalist relations of production. That is, notwithstanding the romanticization of the supposed 

“revolutionary” potential of the lower classes by the Bourgeois Left, the tragically sad truth is that the very conditions 

that create this potential are also responsible for producing its susceptibility to pseudo-consciousness. These include, on 

one hand, the lack of wherewithal for self-education (time, and money), and on the other, boring, repetitive, and mindless 

job-related work—coupled with energy-draining 

overwork—that leads to lethargy and thereby a 

propensity toward non-intellectual soporific lei-

sure activities. (What is even worse is that the end

-result of all this is the espousal by the lower clas-

ses of an ideology of anti-intellectualism.) In sum, 

serious contemplation, which class-consciousness 

demands, is both energy and time consuming! 

(Instead, its much easier to fall into the trap of, 

say, “race consciousness” to explain away prob-

lems.)  
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7. RACE CONSCIOUSNESS  
versus  

CLASS CONSCIOUSNESS 
 

The amenability to pseudo-

consciousness among the lower 

classes allows the bourgeoisie to 

achieve two important objectives in 

its quest to undermine democracy 

(both procedural and authentic): 

First, at the general level, convince a 

significant majority of the lower 

classes to religiously believe in the 

ironic notion of meritocracy (also 

known in the United States as the 

“American Dream”) and thereby se-

cure its undying support for capital-

ism. Second, at the specific level, 

convince them to subjectify their ob-

jective class interests (the pursuit of 

authentic democracy) and objectify 

their subjective interests, which are is-

sues and concerns not relevant to their objective interests. In 

United States, as in many other multi-racial/ethnic capitalist 

countries, besides materialist consumerism, salient among these 

subjective interests is “race consciousness” as a politically delete-

rious substitute for class consciousness—especially among the 

majority of the masses (the Euro-American lower classes). This 

race consciousness is a product of the historically-determined ra-

cialization of the U.S. political economy, which is implemented 

through Euro-American “racial projects." Historically, the first 

racial project (expressed as genocidal racism) was the abrogation of 

 

¶ Note: even those Euro-Americans who believe they are not racist will often succumb, albeit subconsciously, to the 

ideology of whiteness, such is its power. What is more, even those Euro-Americans who teach about race/racism in colleg-

es and universities are, with rare exception, unable to escape the unwritten rule of whiteness (or colorblind racism) spe-

cific to bourgeois liberals: people of color can be seen but should not be heard. 

¶ Reminder: Prior to the Columbian Project, there were no 

whites or blacks, there were only the English, the French, the Spanish, the Wampanoag, the Choctaw, the Creek, the 

Lakota, the Igbo, the Mende, the Mandinka, the Akan, the Han, the Berbers, the Gujarati, and so on.  
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the natural law of prior 

claim by means of state 

sanctioned armed disposses-

sion of minorities (Native 

Americans) of their lands 

through relentless and per-

manent European colonial 

settlement. To this project 

was added another massive 

racial project (expressed as 

dominative racism) of direct 

benefit primarily to the bour-

geoisie: the enslavement of 

millions of Africans. Now, in 

order for these racial projects 

to succeed, it required the social construction by the bourgeoisie, 

through politics and law, new artificial racial categories of “white” versus “black” by erasing within each group their inter-

nal historically-rooted ethnic-based cultural/linguistic differences and then convincing the majority (the Euro-American 

masses) to believe in the 

“property value” of anglo-

whiteness—meaning the 

belief that the mere posses-

sion of white skin color ac-

companied by the English lan-

guage (even if English was 

not the original mother 

tongue) entitles one to more 

than is available to a person 

of a different skin color (a 

form of affirmative action 

for Euro-Americans in all 

spheres of life).  

Even those Euro-Americans who teach about race/
racism in colleges and universities are, with rare ex-
ception, unable to escape the unwritten rule of 
whiteness (or colorblind racism) specific to bourgeois 
liberals: people of color can be seen but should not 
be heard.  
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8. RACIALIZATION OF U.S.  
POLITICAL ECONOMY 

 

The racialization of the U.S. political economy 

(meaning almost all aspects of private and public 

life are permeated by issues of race), has taken 

different forms; depending upon time period—

one can identify at least five: (i) Genocidal racism 

(targeted at Native Americans). (ii) Dominative rac-

ism (e.g. slavery, targeted at African Americans). 

(iii) Juridical racism (e.g. Jim Crow, targeted at all 

racial minorities). (iv) Aversive racism (e.g. residen-

tial segregation, targeted at all racial minorities). 

(v) Institutional racism (e.g. “colorblind” racism, 

targeted at all racial minorities). Today, the domi-

nant forms of racism that hold sway in United 

States in the post-Civil Rights era (1964 to the 

present) are aversive racism at the interpersonal level and institutional racism (e.g. colorblind racism) at the societal 

level—even though racist discrimination in public life is supposedly illegal (unlike in the case of the first three 

forms that were not only legal but brutally enforced). It is important to observe that in these various incarnations 

that the racialization of U.S. political economy has been manifest, law has always been used to legitimate these in-

carnations (and this holds true even today in the post-Civil Rights era). That is, from the perspective of race, law 

has never been neutral in 

United States; it has a long 

history of being used against 

racial minorities to oppress 

them. 
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¶ It is not possible to grab other people’s lands without violat-

ing the Natural Law of  Prior Claim and that in turn requires 

some form of genocidal racism (and the degree to which it is im-

plemented will depend upon population ratios between the in-

habitants and the invading foreign squatters). Simply put, the 

United States could not have been founded without genocidal 

racism!  

 

¶ To get a sense of how aversive racism is expressed in daily 

life today observe which skin color makes you 

“uncomfortable” when talking to a person in public (but not in 

private), or when sitting in a cafeteria, or when riding an eleva-

tor, or when sitting next to a person on a bus, or when keeping 

a door open for someone, or when introducing someone to 

your parents, and so on.  
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¶ There is another form of racism that has developed as an adjunct to the dominant forms; its called internalized racism (a form of self-

loathing or self-hatred among the racially oppressed themselves where they have internalized the racism or ethnicism of the racist/

ethnicist majority as a consequence of the power of the mass media against a backdrop of a long history of racial/ethnicist oppression.)  

 

¶ It should also be pointed out, however, that race is not the only source of pseudo-consciousness among the Euro-American masses, 

other contentious sources can also be brought into play, either in tandem with race or sometimes as alternatives; for example, issues 

such as: universal gun-ownership; capital punishment; abortion; and religion (usually involving misinterpretations of Biblical teachings).  
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9. RACE AND LAW 
 

The racialization of U.S. political economy has been legitimated through law from the very begin-

ning of the founding of United States as a European colonial intrusion in the Americas—the 

drivers of this legislation have been, depending upon time period, surplus appropriation and/

or the congenital sense of entitle- ment rooted in the 

ideology of Anglo-whiteness. (Note: In the post-

Civil Rights era—1964 to the 

present—the gimmick that con-

servatives have relied upon to 

maintain the status quo, a racial-

ized society in which the ideology 

of anglo-whiteness dominates, 

has been colorblind racism based 

on the notion of 

“colorblindness,” a euphemisti-

cally-dubbed bogus concept 

which essentially argues that you 

¶ One of the foundational elements of a modern democracy is the establishment of the rule under law (or “rule of law;” 

or as inscribed on the main portico of the U.S. Supreme Court building “equal justice under law;” or quoting John Adams 

“a government of laws, and not of men.” However, when law is inherently unjust because it unfairly targets a particular 

group of people not for any-

thing they have done but for 

simply who they are by dint of 

birth, (not to mention such oth-

er factors as under– or no rep-

resentation in the legislature or 

the justice system) then clearly 

democracy has not been estab-

lished. Consequently, law must 

be resisted “by any means nec-

essary” (to quote Malcom X) 

until it is abrogated. This is the 

circumstance that has faced 

racial minorities in United 

States for much of its history 

ever since the first European 

colonists set up a permanent 

settlement in Jamestown, Vir-

ginia on May 14, 1607. And 

even today, in the post-Civil Rights era, one can discern a distinct absence of the principle of “rule under law” given how 

the justice system treats racial minorities (as evidenced by police brutality, differential prison sentences, and so on). In 

mentioning police brutality, it is especially important to direct your attention to the long and sordid U.S. history of the 

brutal murders of people in public, by violent Euro-American mobs hell bent on blood-thirsty rampages, from the late 

1700s to the 1960s. (In fact, the lynchings at times served as mass entertainment for EuroAmericans.) Needless to 
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cannot vanquish racial discrimination by invoking race since there is no such 

thing as institutional-

ized racism in the post

-Civil Rights era.)  

 

A brief chronology of 

relevant determinative 

legislation and court 

decisions would in-

clude:  

 
Around 1660/1661 
(exact year un-
known): The Virgin-
ia House of Burgess-
es moves to legisla-
tively recognize the 
legality of enslaving 
Africans in the new-
ly established colo-
ny.  

 

1662: Virginia legis-
latively adopts the 
doctrine of Partus 
sequitur ventrem (from Roman civil law) establishing the rule that if a mother was an enslaved person then so 
were all her children.  

 

1680-1682: Virginia adopts the “slaved codes” (rules governing the conduct of the enslaved) that would be the 
template for slave codes to come in other states.  

say, many of those murdered (but not all) were members of racial minorities—in the U.S. South, it was very often 
Af- rican Americans. It should also be noted that at election time this form of terrorism was used in support of the re-

turn to power in the South of the former slave-holding class—at that 

time represented by the Democratic Party— following the period of 

Reconstruction (the brief post-Civil War interregnum, 1873-1877, when 

there was a meaningful effort made, under the direction of the self-

named “Radical Republicans” in Congress, to return to the freed en-

slaved African Americans 

their human/civil 

rights—as their birth-

right as human beings 

and as citizens of the 

United States). Once 

back in power, they 

quickly constructed the 

semi-fascist political economic system that came to be known as Jim Crow, and 

which would later necessitate the launch of the civil rights movement in the 1950s.  
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1790: The Naturalization Act is passed by the First Congress restricting U.S. citizenship to only “white persons”; 
hence, everyone else was excluded.  

 

1793: Fugitive Slave Act passed by Congress (mandated the capture and return of escaped slaves from anywhere 
in the country) in support of the “Fugitive Slave Clause” of the U.S. Constitution.  

 

1823: The infamous Johnson v. M'Intosh [McIntosh] case is decided by the Supreme Court in which it establish-
es the bogus principle of “Doctrine of Discovery” (which held that all Native American lands belonged to the 
Federal government as the representative of the European colonists who had “discovered” these lands—
regardless of the fact that the original inhabitants, Native Americans, were still living there.)  

 

1830: Indian [Native American] Removal Act passed by Congress—leads to the infamous ethnic cleansing of 
1838-39 known as the “Trail of Tears.”  

 

1850: California legis-
lates the Indenture 
Act (euphemistically ti-
tled An Act for the Gov-
ernment and Protection of 
the Indian) that allows 
for the semi-
enslavement of Native 
American children for 
a period up to the age 
of eighteen.  

 

1850: Fugitive Slave 
Act adopted by Con-
gress (it strengthened 
the original 1793 Act). 

  

 
¶ Hypodescent here refers to what is also known as the “one drop rule” whereby any person with colored ancestry (Africans, Native 

Americans, etc.) was designated as colored—even if she/he could by physical looks pass for white. 

 
¶ The “Doctrine of Discovery” was an arrogant concept that held that all Native American lands belonged to the Federal government 

as the representative of the European colonists who had “discovered” these lands—regardless of the fact that the original inhabitants, 

Native Americans, were still living there. 

¶ In presenting this chronology, it is necessary to highlight the special role of the U.S. Supreme Court in legitimating not only the sur-

plus appropriation activities of the capitalist class but the racialization of the U.S. political system. This, perhaps, is not surprising 

because while the Court likes to project itself as an institution above politics, it is very much a political institution given 

the modality of its composition—nominations (or to be correct “appointments,” as Congress very rarely fails to confirm 

the nominations) to the Court is the prerogative of the president. (This is one of the reasons why voting in a U.S. presi-

dential election can have a very meaningful impact long into the future—sadly, many among the lower classes appear to 

unaware of this fact.) Yes, it is true that the Court has also been responsible, at certain moments in its history, in the 

effort to de-legitimate institutional racism (as well as support the class struggle to expand authentic democracy), 
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1851: Congress adopts the Appropriation Bill for Indian [Native 
American] Affairs that mandates the transfer of Native Americans on 
to reservations on an unprecedented scale.  

 

1854: California Supreme Court decides The People of the State of 
California v. George W. Hall, an appealed murder case, ruling that 
Chinese Americans and Immigrants could not testify against Euro-
Americans. (This case involved the murder of a Chinese American by a 
Euro-American—the decision would effectively legitimate Euro-
American race riots targeting Asian Americans.)  

1857: Supreme Court issues its Dred Scott v. Sandford decision which rules that African Americans were not 
U.S. citizens.  

but the record here 

has usually been of one 

step forward, two steps back. 

Here is an example: the ap-

pointment by the conserva-

tive president George H. W. 

Bush in 1991 of the relatively 

unknown and inexperienced 

African American by the 

name of Clarence Thomas—

to replace a fellow African 

American (that brilliant intel-

lectual and indefatigable champion of civil rights, 

Justice Thurgood Marshall, who was retiring from 

the Court)—amidst a scandalous charge against 

Thomas of sexual-harassment that grew out of a 

leaked FBI report on him, and who, most tellingly, 

had at one time worked for that giant U.S. agro-

business with pernicious tentacles all across the 

planet called Monsanto, has been a tremendous 

boon to both the bourgeoisie and those conserva-

tives opposed to civil rights for racial minorities 

and other marginalized groups. To date, his record 
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1862: Congress passes the Homestead 
Act that further dispossessed Native 
Americans of their lands to allow settle-
ment (at almost no cost) to outsiders—
at about 160 acres (65 hectares) a piece.  

 

1870: The Naturalization Act updates 
the exclusionary provisions of previous 
legislation to now also include African 
Americans, besides Euro-Americans, 
but all others are excluded.  

 

1871: Indian [Native American] Ap-
propriation Act passed by Congress 
that strips the Native Americans of claims to any form of sover-
eignty that required signing treaties with them; henceforth they 
were no longer an “independent nation, tribe, or power,” but 
mere wards of the Federal government.  

 

1876: The Court issues its decision in United States v. Reese 
stating that the 15th Amendment that had granted voting rights to 
all males in United States regardless of their color, or whether they 
had been former slaves, etc. did not automatically confer the right 
to vote. Through this judicial skullduggery, the Court opened the 
sluice-gates of racially-motivated voter-suppression of minority 
voters that would only be closed via the 1965 Voting Rights Act.  

 

1879: A federally-funded off-reservation boarding school is established in Pennsylvania by the “Indian fighter” Cap-
tain Henry Richard Pratt in Carlisle, Pennsylvania, known as the United States Indian Training and Industrial 
School, that would be the model for many other similar schools established for Native American children and to 
which Congress would mandate compulsory attendance—very often, understandably, against the most trenchant 
and heart-wrenching wishes of their parents. The primary purpose of the schools was to forcibly “civilize” the Na-
tive Americans; in the words of Pratt “kill the Indian, save the man” (implying the complete erasure of their entire 
culture: language, religion, child-rearing practices, clothing, cuisine, and so on).  

 

1882: The Chinese Exclusion Act is adopted by Congress prohibiting Chinese immigration and retained Chinese 
exclusion from U.S. citizenship for those who were already living in United States.  

has been, with rarest of exceptions, full and complete support of their interests; saying that it is a most shameful 

record would be a gross understatement. In almost every case he has ever sat on that involves a plaintiff petitioning 

for redress in matters of civil/human rights (and authentic democracy in general) you will find that his vote in the case is against the 

plaintiff. Without a doubt, he has firmly secured himself a seat in that pantheon of misguided right-wing African American luminaries 

(others include Ward Connerly, Stanley Crouch, Alan Keyes, Colin Powell, Condoleeza Rice, Shelby Steele, and so on) who while personal-

ly reaping the benefits accruing from the legacy of the struggles of countless people in the Civil Rights Movement, hypocritically turned 

their backs on carrying that struggle forward. And as if that has not been enough, they have actively championed (probably unknowingly 

through their ignorance of the difference between structural or 

institutional racism and interpersonal aversive racism—if not 

racial/ethnic “self-hate,” a universal byproduct of a long history 

of marginalization and oppression confronting any group of 

people, and/or simply crass Uncle Tomist opportunism) the 

maintenance of institutional racism and a deeper level of sur-

plus appropriation by the bourgeoisie. 
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1896: In its Plessy v. Ferguson decision, the Court agrees 
with the plaintiff that racial segregation was permissible un-
der Jim Crow; it rationalized its decision on the basis of the 
bogus doctrine of “separate but equal” that would eventual-
ly be shown to be a constitutionally false doctrine in the 
1954 Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka case. (In practice, 
of course, social amenities and services, including schools, 
hospitals, etc., were never equal but they were certainly sep-
arate.)  

 

1923: In United States v. Thind the Supreme Court de-
fines who a “white” person is and proceeds to overturn the 
lower court’s ruling that Bhagat Singh Thind, an East Asian 
from India, could be classified as “white” for naturalization 
purposes.  

 

1924: Virginia passes the Racial In-
tegrity Act that creates only two ra-
cial classifications: “white” and 
“colored” and establishes the prin-
ciple of hypodescent; it would be a 
template for similar legislation 
adopted by other states.  

 

1924: Indian [Native American] 
Citizenship Act is passed gracious-
ly and magnanimously giving citi-
zenship and voting rights to all Na-
tive Americans in the land of their 
birth! (The 14th Amendment to the 
U.S. Constitution that had granted 
citizenship to all born in the United 
States had left out Native Ameri-
cans on grounds that they were citi-
zens of tribal nations. Some decades 
later, in another similar gesture, 
Congress would pass the 1968 Indi-
an Civil Rights Act that would extend many of the Bill of 
Rights provisions of the U.S. Constitution to Native Ameri-
cans.)  

 

1924: The Immigration Act is legislated that specifically add-
ed Arabs and other Asians (East Indians, Japanese, Vietnam-
ese, etc.) to the exclusionary provisions of earlier legislation, 
such as the Immigration Act of 1917, regarding immigration and 
citizenship—that is they were barred from immigrating to the 
United States or being eligible for citizenship. (Note: the 1965 Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act, adopted in the wake of the Civil Rights Move-
ment, swept away all race-based restrictions of earlier legislation on immi-
gration and citizenship.)  

 

1927: In Gong Lum v. Rice, the Supreme Court moved to undermine 
the intent of the 14th Amendment by stating that children of racial mi-
norities (in this case a Chinese American, Martha Lum) could be exclud-
ed on racial grounds from schools designated by their localities for Euro
-Americans.  
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1934: As in an earlier effort (the 1922 Dyer Anti-
Lynching Bill), the U.S. Senate fails to pass the Wagner-
Constigan Anti-Lynching Bill because of opposition 
from some conservative Senators (the murder by 
lynch-mobs of persons of color, and some Euro-
Americans too, would continue without fear of prose-
cution).  

 

1944: The Supreme Court issues its decision in Kore-
matsu v. United States siding with the government 
in its blatantly racist and unconstitutional strategy of 
rounding up thousands of Japanese American citizens 
and immigrants and imprisoning them in concentra-
tion camps—popularly supported by the Euro-
American citizenry, especially on the West Coast—
during the Second World War; note, however, that 

this 
fate 
did 
not 
be-
fall 

Italian Americans or German Americans 
whose ancestral countries were also at war 
with United States. (Question to ponder: 
who among the masses would have op-
posed a decision, if it had been made, to 
simply murder the Japanese Americans af-
ter they had been rounded up?)  

 

1974: The Supreme Court decides the Milliken v. Bradley 
case; its decision begins the process of reversing the intent of the 
1954 Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka case to desegregate 
public schooling, by stating that the creation of segregated 
school districts was legal so long as the intent was not deliberate 
segregation. The decision reflected the ongoing process of Euro
-American flight from inner cities to what were effectively white 
suburbs, in part to escape school integration efforts in the cities.  

1978: The Supreme Court, in its decision in the University of Cali-
fornia Regents v. Bakke sides with the Euro-American plaintiff 
Alan P. Bakke that he was a victim of an affirmative action policy aimed at encouraging the enrollment of histori-
cally discriminated applicants. (In other words, Bakke argued that he was a victim of something called “reverse dis-
crimination” and the Court tragically agreed with him, even though reverse discrimination can only apply in cir-
cumstances where there is at least relative equality of power among those involved.)  

 

1977: The Supreme Court, in its Village of Arlington Heights v. Metropolitan Housing Development Corp. decision sides 
with the village in preventing the construction of an apartment complex in an area zoned for single-family houses 
that would have allowed families of different races/ethnicities to move in. The Court based its decision on the ar-
gument that an intention to racially discriminate had not been proven in the decision to maintain the zoning.  
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1987: In McCleskey v. Kemp decision the Supreme Court rules 
that in the absence of proof of intention to discriminate, 
demonstration by means of bona fide research that there was a 
severe racial bias (against racial minorities) in who got the 
death-penalty in murder cases was irrelevant! (Obviously, the 
Court in its eternal wisdom failed to recognize that those who 
engage in racial discrimination of any kind, overtly or subcon-
sciously, do not always announce their intention to discrimi-

nate. The Court, however, would 
recognize this fact in a different 
case, involving residential segrega-
tion, in its 2015 Texas Department of 
Housing v. Inclusive Communities Pro-
ject, Inc. decision—not surprisingly, 
among the dissenting Justices was 
Clarence Thomas.)  

 

1988: The Supreme Court in Wards 
Cove Packing Co. v. Atonio sides with 
the packing company stating that 
the company was not guilty of dis-
criminating against minority work-
ers (in this instance mainly Alaskan 
Native Americans) because it was 
not intentional; its how the labor 
market worked.  

 

1988: The decision in Patterson v. McLean Credit Union 
case is issued by the Supreme Court in favor of the em-
ployer, the credit union, whom the petitioner, Brenda 
Patterson, had accused of racial harassment, lack of pro-
motion, and eventually her firing from her job. The 
Court’s outrageous reasoning was that even if an em-
ployer engages in discriminatory conduct there is no 
remedy for it under existing law because an employee 
could choose to terminate her employment and find a 
job elsewhere.  

 

1989: In the City of Richmond v. J.A. Croson Co. the 
Supreme Court’s decision overturns the city’s affirma-
tive action policy of attempting to increase the represen-
tation of businesses owned by racial minorities within 
the total universe of businesses awarded contracts by 
the city (over fifty percent of whose population com-
prised African Americans) by setting aside a percentage 
of the awards for that purpose. Its spurious reasoning 
was that “To accept Richmond's claim that past societal discrimination alone can serve as the basis for rigid racial 
preferences would be to open the door to competing claims for "remedial relief" for every disadvantaged group. 
The dream of a Nation of equal citizens in a society where race is irrelevant to personal opportunity and achieve-
ment would be lost in a mosaic of shifting preferences based on inherently unmeasurable claims of past wrongs.” 
In other words, the Court recycled the myth of building a colorblind society by ignoring race in a circumstance where 
affirmative action for Euro-Americans has always been (and continues to be) the rule ever since European colonial 
settlement began in United States.  
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2005: The U.S. Senate issues an apology for not passing anti-lynching laws (e.g. the 1922 Dyer Anti-Lynching Bill) 
when it had the opportunity to do so in the 1920s and 30s (however, quite a few of the conservatives were unwill-
ing to avail themselves of even this most modest of opportunities decades later, after all, words are cheap, to indi-
cate their abhorrence of racism).  

 

2006: Supreme Court decides the combined cases of Parents Involved in Community Schools v. Seattle 
School District No. 1, and Meredith v. Jefferson County Board of Education in support of Euro-American 
conservative opposition to voluntary (repeat, voluntary) school desegregation/integration initiatives in public schools.  

 

2013: The Supreme Court decides the Shelby County v. Holder 
case, siding with those conservatives intending to weaken the 
1965 Voting Rights Act. 
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10. RACE and CAPITALISM 
 

From the perspective of capitalism, there are at least three functions that the racialization of U.S. political economy serves 

today: (1) Scapegoating of racial/ethnic minorities: Helps to maintain political and economic stability by using racial/ethnic minor-

ities as scapegoats for the severe problems that the activities of the capitalist classes as a whole produce: an out of control 

income gap; mass unemployment, falling standards of living, environmen-

tal destruction, scarcity of resources, etc. Racism, expressed through the 

ideology/practices of whiteness—in the post-Civil Rights era, also known as 

colorblind racism—helps to deflect resistance and rebellion away from 

the capitalist class and the capitalist system. Note that, today, this function 

has gained increasing importance in the face of the ever-increasing pauperi-

zation of the masses resulting from the 

enormous income/wealth gap between the 

masses and the bourgeoisie engineered 

through the manipulation of procedural de-

mocracy by the latter. (2) Direct exploitation of 

minorities: through measures such as enslave-

ment and dispossession of their lands (in 

the past), low wages, atrocious working 

conditions, etc. (3) Fragmentation of the lower 

 

¶ To elaborate on scapegoating: note, first, that colorblind racism also masquerades as true democracy by calling for an 

assault on “big government.” However, this is a perversion of democracy. As already mentioned, authentic democracy is 

not possible without the “humanization” of capitalism and that of course requires regulatory governmental intrusion (in 

other words “big government”) into the business of surplus appropriation because at the heart of authentic democracy is 

“redistributive justice” (which is manifest through some form of progressive taxation and public wages—two sides of the 

same coin). Now, even though some degree of redistributive justice is absolutely essential from the perspective of politi-

cal stability in a capitalist democracy, much in the same way that profit maximization is a constant rule in all entrepre-

neurial activities at the level individual enterprises, minimization of public wages is a constant objective of the bourgeoi-

sie at the level of society as a whole. For the lower classes, the reverse is true—they want to maximize public wages (as 

well as personal wages of course)—hence the potential for class-struggle. The strategy of the bourgeoisie in the United 

States has been to call upon the long history of the racialization of U.S. political economy to hijack the class struggle (or its 

potential); and depending upon the time period, it has called into play different forms of this racialization. In the 

¶ Important: The foregoing, should not imply, however, that capitalism 

always requires racism to thrive; rather where it exists or where there is a 

potential for it to emerge the capitalist class will take advantage of it.  
 

¶ Racism, by means of the ideology of the Other, creates an “us” versus 

“them” mentality, whereas genuine progress toward the creation of a 

democratic society is only possible under conditions of cooperation and 

mutual respect among the lower classes (who together form the majority). 
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classes (divide and rule): Historically, and up to the present, racism has been one of the 

most important tools used in United States by the bourgeoisie to purchase the alle-

giance of the Euro-American lower classes by allowing them to exchange their 

whiteness for a few privileges.  

current period, it has taken the form of colorblind racism where any serious ef-

fort at implementing the gains of the civil rights movement (e.g. residential desegre-

gation, affirmative action policies, etc.) is perceived by the majority among the Euro-

American lower classes as “big government” intruding in behalf of people of 

color. In other words, by siding with the bourgeoisie in its surplus-

appropriation-driven permanent assault on “big government,” the Euro-

American lower classes are unwittingly assisting the bourgeoisie in weaken-

ing authentic democracy—which of course is not only against their objective inter-

ests but makes them even more inclined to be racist as they look for scapegoats 

among people of color for this outcome. (Consider: in United States the economy is 

controlled almost exclusively by Euro-Americans, not people of 

color.) It is not a coincidence that, today, as the income gap be-

tween the bourgeoisie and the lower classes has reached his-

torically unprecedented heights, the intensity of colorblind rac-

ism (one expression of which is to vehemently deny being rac-

ist, but while all the time bending to racist-proclivities) has 

grown among Euro-Americans.   

¶ The concept of objective interests (versus subjec-

tive interests) is an extremely important concept for 
explaining the race-class nexus. All human beings, 
both individually and collectively (as specific groups 
or as societies as a whole), have objective interests and subjective interests. Now, the difference between the two is 
that the first (objective) set of interests are those that an independent observer can objectively identify. Subjective 
interests, on the other hand, are interests that are unique to specific individuals or groups and which only they can 
point to them—that is, an objective observer would have to be told about them. To make this difference clearer 
some examples are in order. From a biological point of view, an objective interest that all human beings have is ac-
cess to adequate nutritionally rich food. Another objective interest is access to decent affordable shelter; another 
objective interest is access to adequate affordable health care; and so on. On the other hand, what particular kinds 
of foods (e.g. bread versus rice or meat versus fish or mangoes versus apples, etc.), or what kind of housing (e.g. 
apartments versus houses), are subjective interests. Some more examples: in modern societies, access to affordable 
quality schooling is an objective interest; whereas access to public versus private schooling or access to a boarding 
school versus a day school are subjective interests. From the perspective of who is teaching this course, your objec-
tive interests in this class are matters like: fairness (that is, not biased in terms of raced, gender, class, ethnicity, etc.); 
excellent mastery of subject matter; ability to communicate effectively; a passion for teaching; a well-organized sylla-
bus; punctuality; and flexibility when circumstances call for it. Your subjective interests, on the other hand, are being 
concerned about things like the gender of the teacher or ethnicity or race or religion; whether the teacher is disabled 
or not, or whether the teacher wears a suit versus casual dress, or whether the teacher is fat or thin, or whether the 
teacher’s personality is one of a smiley happy-go-lucky person or not; and so on. In capitalist societies, the objective 
interests of the masses (that is the working classes) primarily concerns undermining the class warfare of the capitalist 
classes waged against them—by demanding such things as decent wages, safe working conditions, universal 
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¶ From the perspective of today’s electoral politics, the racial project that is at play is what is sometimes referred to as the White 

Southern Strategy; it was created in response to the African American struggles against Jim Crow; that is the Civil Rights Movement 

of the 1950s and 60s. 

¶ Yes. It is absolutely true. Not all Euro-Americans are racist; some (dubbed by racists as “race-traitors”) are even actively engaged in 

anti-racist activities—which in irony of ironies, is not always welcome by many people of color because of their own racist/

ethnicist inclinations (see below)—however, it is also absolutely true that they are a minority among Euro-Americans.   

access to affordable health care, a pollution-free environment, a robust social safety net, fair tax policies, and 
so on (all of which undermine the key objective interest of the capitalist class, namely surplus appropriation).On 

the basis of the foregoing, you should now be able to distinguish between objective interests versus subjective inter-
ests. At the same time, you should also be in a position to think of situations where you are hurting your objective 
interests by confusing your subjective interests with your objective interests. From the perspective of capitalist de-
mocracies, this concept in my view is of great importance in helping us analyze the political behavior of the masses; 
especially behavior that does not further their objective interests but, on the contrary, undermines them. That is, the 
penchant for self-oppression that one witnesses time and time again among the masses (that is the working clas-
ses—like yourselves) can only be explained by a lack of political consciousness that allows them to be manipulated by 

the bourgeoisie into 
“objectifying” their subjec-
tive interests and 
“subjectifying” their objec-
tive interests. Here are some 
examples of such behavior: 
being obsessed with banning 
abortion than being con-
cerned about access to a 
robust social safety-net; be-
ing more concerned about 
owning guns (here in the 
U.S.) than access to decent 
affordable housing or decent 
well-paying permanent jobs; 
being more concerned about 
the race or ethnicity of fel-
low citizens than about the 
unconscionably spiraling in-

come inequality brought about by the class warfare of the rich that undermines the overall quality of life of all; being 
more incensed with the very poor accessing the social safety net (e.g. food stamps—here in the U.S.) than being con-
cerned with the lower-than-the cost-of-living minimum wage levels; being more concerned with the political status 
of one’s country in the world (jingoism) rather than being concerned about the absence of the rule of law and other 
similar democratic protections; and so on.  

Note: There are some who argue that the distinction between objective interests versus subjective interests is an 
illusory distinction; it doesn’t really exist. One person’s subjective interest can be another person’s objective interest 
and vice versa. In some unique circumstances, this may be so. For example, it is possible that for someone on hunger 
strike access to food may no longer be an objective interest; whereas for the vast majority of people it is. In short, 
with the exception of such unique circumstances, this concept does have heuristic value; that is, for our purposes in 
this course it has meaningful analytical usefulness.  
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11. RACE and the  
MILITARY INDUSTRIAL COMPLEX 

 

It is not only at the domestic level, however, that overt and covert racial scapegoating is deployed to bind the Euro-

American lower classes to the bourgeoisie. At the foreign policy level too, racism/ethnicism (usually masquerading as 

patriotism) becomes one of the subtexts of foreign policy decisions with the result that war-mongering becomes the 

usual solution for all major foreign policy “difficulties” connected with making 

the world safe for Western capitalism—especially in places where people of col-

or happen to be the majority and are unwilling to go along with “the pro-

gram”—which in turn of course leads to further aggrandizement of an already 

bloated military industrial complex at the expense of authentic democracy. War 

is, therefore, not only another source of profit for the capitalist class, while the 

children of the lower 

classes do most of the 

dying in this enter-

prise, but a source of 

generating pseudo-

consciousness among 

the lower classes. Giv-

en the racialization of 

 

 ¶  When the speech writers of President Dwight D. Eisenhower came up with the term “military industrial com-

plex” (for his “farewell to the nation” address that he delivered on January 17, 1961) to describe the militarization of U.S. 

democracy by the military machine, it would not be surprising if many among his audience nationwide considered his 

warning as nothing more than a hyperbolic gesture. The relevant quote from that speech that those with an interest in 

this topic are very familiar with is worthy of reproducing here given its ever-increasing relevance today. 

 

“We annually spend on military security more than the net income of all United States corporations. This conjunction 

of an immense military establishment and a large arms industry is new in the American experience. The total influ-

ence—economic, political, even spiritual—is felt in every city, every State house, every office of the Federal govern-

ment. We recognize the imperative need for this development. Yet we must not fail to comprehend its grave implica-

tions. Our toil, resources and livelihood are all involved; so is the very structure of our society. In the councils of govern-

ment, we must guard against the acquisition of unwarranted influence, whether sought or unsought, by the military 

industrial complex. The potential for the disastrous rise of misplaced power exists and will persist. We must 

never let the weight of this combination endanger our liberties or democratic processes. We should take 

¶ Support for the military industrial complex by the lower 

classes (which often implies putting their lives on the line) 

is also an outcome, for many, of the lack of access to em-

ployment/education opportunities—especially for those who are peo-

ple of color who are proportionally overrepresented in the U.S. armed 

forces—yet, notice that that itself is, in part, a function of the gargan-

tuan military budget which consumes so much of the federal budget, 

leaving many important social amenities and services, (constituting 

public wages), starved for funds.  
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U.S. foreign policy, however, the lower classes are usually more than willing partners in this effort. Now, of course, the 

amenability of the masses, especially Euro-Americans, to regularly vote for conservative politicians who can serve the in-

terests of the capitalist 

class and the military 

industrial complex re-

quires ideologically co-

opting electorally-

significant sections of 

the lower classes to 

abandon their objective 

interests (as represented 

by their quest for au-

thentic democracy) by 

siding with the interests 

of the capitalist class—

constituting a strategy 

of “divide and rule.” 

And here, race, specifi-

cally whiteness, has 

been more than up to the task. In other words, from the perspective of democracy, the racialization of the U.S. political 

economy has facilitated for the bourgeoisie the manipulation of procedural democracy to its heart’s content (in order to under-

mine authentic democracy and thereby aggrandize its surplus appropriation activities)—by vanquishing to, all intents and 

purposes, meaningful class consciousness among the majority of the Euro-American masses. 

nothing for granted. Only an alert and knowledgeable citizenry can compel the proper meshing of the huge industrial 

and military machinery of defense with our peaceful methods and goals, so that security and liberty may prosper to-

gether.” 

 

But what exactly is the military industrial complex? In generic terms, it refers to an informal web of mutually reinforcing 

constituencies whose end-goal is weapons procurement but 

who each have a stake in the system that has very little to do 

with the security interests of the state, but instead has a 

great deal to do with self-aggrandizement in terms of finan-

cial and other resources. In specific terms, to take the exam-

ple of United States, it refers to a conglomerate of weapons 

manufacturers, logistics suppliers, services providers (from 

torture to intelligence gathering), and the foreign policy es-

tablishment (e.g. university research centers and think tanks) 

that sit at the heart of a tax-payer funded web of money-

making deals conjoined with democratically corrosive political influence and before which everything else, in terms of 

budgetary and societal priorities, is in thrall. Some seven decades or so later, to suggest that the use of this descriptively 

most apt term was prophetic would be an understatement. What is more, with the invention of the strategy of permanent 

warfare, on the occasion of the horrendous 9/11 tragedy, by that most unholy of triumvirates in modern U.S. history, Dick 

Cheney, Donald Rumsfeld, and George W. Bush, Jr., has made this military machine a more than a solid fixture in the way 

in which foreign policy decisions are arrived at and how the federal budget is apportioned today—especially in light of the 

fact that a relatively new and voraciously dollar-hungry branch has been added to the military industrial complex: 
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that which is headed 

by the Central Intelli-

gence Agency (CIA) and 

called the “Intelligence 

Community.” (Besides the 

CIA, the Intelligence Com-

munity includes these 

agencies: Department of 

Energy; Department of 

Homeland Security; De-

partment of State; Depart-

ment of Treasury; Defense 

Intelligence Agency; Drug 

Enforcement Administra-

tion; Federal Bureau of Investigation; National Geospatial In-

telligence Agency; National Reconnaissance Office; National 

Security Agency/Central Security Service; Office of the Direc-

tor of National Intelligence; Air Force Intelligence; Army Intel-

ligence; Coast Guard Intelligence; U.S. Marine Corps, Marine 

Corps Intelligence Activity; U.S. Navy, Naval Intelligence.) 

 The most tragic irony of this most unhealthy development in the modern history of United States is that to the 

vast majority of the U.S. population any mention of the term military industrial complex would, most likely, elicit a puzzled 

look at best (or at worst an erroneously “knowing” suggestion that it refers to the military of the former Soviet Union) giv-

en its relative absence, perhaps understandably, as a topic of discussion in the corporate mass media. The corrupting in-

fluence of the military industrial complex on U.S. democracy was best captured by Eisenhower himself several years earli-

er in a speech broadcast to the nation but delivered before the American Society of Newspaper Editors, on April 16, 1953 

titled “Chance for Peace.”   

 

“Every gun that is made, every warship launched, every rocket fired 

signifies, in the final sense, a theft from those who hunger and are 

not fed, those who are cold and are not clothed. This world in arms is 

not spending money alone. It is spending the sweat of its laborers, 

the genius of its scientists, the hopes of its children…. This is not a 

way of life at all, in any true sense. Under the cloud of threatening 

war, it is humanity hanging from a cross of iron.” 

 

In the end, Eisenhower, despite his publicly stated misgivings was un-

able (or unwilling?) to stop the military industrial 

complex from continuing to expand by leaps and 

bounds against the backdrop of the absolutely 

unnecessary Cold War; and, of course, it has nev-

er stopped growing to the enormously uncon-

scionable detriment of the quality of life of all 

within United States.  

 However, it is not just the U.S. citizenry 

who are negatively affected by the U.S. military 

industrial complex, millions of people outside the 

United States as well (especially people of color) 

are paying a heavy price too: in terms of misuse 

of financial resources that can go toward 
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meaningful economic development in their less developed countries; in terms of the supply of weaponry to their 

governments who are for all intents and purposes corrupt gangs of kleptocratic thugs who have absolutely no regard for 

the welfare of their people; and in terms of U.S. engineered 

wars and invasions targeting their countries. Consider the 

unprecedented number of U.S. military interventions 

abroad since the Second World War. a list of which is main-

tained by Professor Zoltán Grossman at http://

academic.evergreen.edu/g/grossmaz/interventions.html. If 

you go through that list you quickly realize that race and 

racism has to be part of the motivating factors too. One 

thing is for sure, however, war is another source of profit 

for the capitalist class while the children of the lower clas-

ses, as soldiers, do most of the dying in this enterprise. This 

is classism at its worst. 

  Not surprisingly, the military industrial complex 

consumes close to a half of the entire U.S. federal budget 

annually! The waste of resources this represents is incalcu-

lable. Yet, the tragedy is that, as usual, the masses are 

asleep at the wheel. They are completely oblivious at how 

cancerous the military industrial complex has become in 

the body of U.S. political economy; thereby greatly under-

mining both procedural and authentic democracy. The 

best way to appreciate this development is to untangle its 

many different strands that corruptly weave together mon-

ey and political influence and in which the beneficiaries are 

primarily the merchants of death: the weapons manufac-

turers (and the losers are not just the U.S. citizenry but hu-

manity itself). The chart below aims to do just that. It pro-

vides you with a diagrammatic representation of the U.S. 

military industrial complex with an indication of 

the key components involved. You will notice 

right away that the diagram is peppered with dol-

lar signs; clearly, the military industrial complex is 

a money-making machine, even though its stock-

in-trade is killing human beings (usually people of 

color). Included is also another sobering quote 

from President Dwight D. Eisenhower who was 

the first to coin the phrase “military industrial 

complex.” (The fact that he had also served as the 

Supreme Commander of the Allied Forces in Eu-

rope during the Second World War gave him a 

greater insight into the operation of the military 

industrial complex and the business of war.)   

http://academic.evergreen.edu/g/grossmaz/interventions.html
http://academic.evergreen.edu/g/grossmaz/interventions.html
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The U.S. military budget totals more 
than the combined military budgets of 
the next 5 or 6 top spenders in the 
world. Domestically, both the military 
and intelligence budgets considered to-
gether equals about 50% of the entire 
federal budget! 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&ved=0ahUKEwi8q5ehgK_SAhUDOiYKHcpQD9kQjRwIBw&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.ips-dc.org%2Fdiagnosing_a_military-industrial_complex%2F&psig=AFQjCNFyvW-aiVFB-jedAckMv0kD1yIL9A&ust=1488241066406870
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NOTES 
Foreign governments pur-
chase armaments and/or 
receive free military aid 

from the U.S. 
 
The U.S. Supreme Court, 
more often than not, de-

cides cases in favor of the 
military industrial complex. 
 

Upon leaving employment 
with the DOD, some go 
to work for military con-

tractors as consultants and lobby-
ists—the same applies to some 
Congressmen and members of 
the Congressional Staff. (Clearly, 
the system is corrupt.)  

3 

1 
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12. MANIPULATING  
PROCEDURAL DEMOCRACY 

 

The principal form that the manipulation of pro-

cedural democracy takes is at the electoral level, 

where the bourgeoisie uses its enormous eco-

nomic power and political influence in the service 

of three main strategies of class warfare: One is 

to participate in elections through the backdoor, 

so to speak, by setting up well-funded tax-exempt 

organizations that campaign indirectly on behalf 

of candidates by running ads in the media, 

providing so-called “experts” to the media to 

comment on news of relevance to the bourgeoi-

sie; etc. Two, it “bribes” members of the U.S. 

Congress (as well as members of state legislatures 

up and down the country) to do its bidding by 

hiring high-powered lobbyists —many of whom are 

former members of Congress themselves—and arm-

ing them with deep pockets with part of the proceeds 

of their surplus appropriation. Three, it provides 

ready-made legislation to Congress and state legisla-

tures around the country to ensure that the appropri-

ate language makes it into the legislation.  

 

¶ A notorious example of a relatively secretive or-

ganization sponsored by the capitalist class that specializes in providing legislative language to state legislatures goes by 

the innocent sounding name of American Legislative Exchange Council (ALEC). In exchange for hefty donations to their electoral 

campaigns, conservative state legislators seek membership of ALEC which then provides them with model legislation that they can spon-

sor for adoption by their states. The principal goal of ALEC is to, in practice, stealthily undermine both procedural and authentic de-

mocracy so as to enhance the surplus appropriation activities of the capitalist class. The specific legislative items on their agenda 

¶ The strategies aimed at manipulating procedural 

democracy by the capitalist class are possible be-

cause of a despicable perversion of First Amendment 

rights (lobbying is considered “freedom of speech”) 

after having secured from the U.S. Supreme Court—

an institution that is rarely a friend of the lower clas-

ses—one of the most shamefully egregious dispen-

sations ever known in U.S. history: the designation of 

corporations as “persons” and therefore, ipso facto, 

all the constitutional protections, including the Bill of 

Rights, are applicable to them too.  
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cover a wide terrain: cut corporate taxes; elimi-

nate collective bargaining rights; suppress voter 

turnout, especially among people of color; cut environ-

mental protection measures; reduce public education 

budgets; keep the minimum wage static; prevent ex-

ploration of alternative energy sources; eliminate con-

sumer protection rights; sow doubts among the 

citizenry about climate change; and so on; and 

so on. Those among the masses who, lacking 

class consciousness, vote for conservative poli-

ticians have absolutely no idea that they may 

be voting for politicians who are in the pockets 

of ALEC and its corporate sponsors whose only 

goal is to assault the objective interests of the lower classes. 
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13. FRUSTRATION/ALIENATION and  
SELF-OPPRESSION 

 

The outcome of either not voting at all, or regularly voting for conservative politicians to the point where they are in 

charge of all branches of government at the federal and state level, is a constant assault on both procedural and authentic 

democracy exemplified in a myriad of ways, including: a massive ever-widening income-gap not explained by the normal 

operation of capitalist entrepreneurial activities; bourgeois corruption exemplified by illegally hiding their loot in off-shore 

bank accounts to avoid paying taxes; high levels of unemployment; weakening or elimination of collective bargaining 

¶ Every now and then, however, a serendipitous alignment of political forces may result in liberals coming to power but 

that does not mean that policies aimed at enhancing authentic democracy will necessarily succeed. A classic example is 

how in United States—one of the economically wealthiest countries in the world—the project to establish adequate easily 

accessible universal healthcare (a version of it came to be known as “Obamacare,” named after its sponsor President 

Barack Obama), has never satisfactorily succeeded because of intense misguided racialized opposition not only from sec-

tions of the bourgeoisie but many among the Euro-American lower classes themselves. (Somehow, they not only over-

looked the fact that the conservative members of Congress themselves, who were adamant in seeing this project fail, had 

access to the best healthcare money could buy, paid for by taxpayers, but it never occurred to them that health comes be-

fore everything else—a dead body has no use for the Bill of Rights.) Moreover, their pseudo-consciousness constantly un-

dermines their ability to rationally analyze how their taxes ought to be spent—in support of increasing public wages and 

thereby enhance authentic democracy, instead of subsidizing the activities of the bourgeoisie.  
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rights; unnecessary budgetary shortfalls resulting from numerous and heavy tax-breaks for the bourgeoisie; falling stand-

ards of living; the pollution of the environment and even the food supply; corporate financed propaganda denying climate 

change; and so on; and so on. However, because of their ra-

cially inspired pseudo-consciousness, many among the Euro-

American masses seek a solution to their alienation/frustration 
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by remaining on the same merry-go-round of seeking racially-inspired ex-

planations for assaults by the bourgeoisie on authentic democracy, fol-

lowed by voting conservative representatives of the bourgeoisie into pow-

er, followed by further assaults on authentic democracy; and so on. Note, 

however, that it is not simply the Euro-American lower classes who are 

burdened by this (self-inflicted, self-oppressive) frustration/alienation; it 

also, of course, afflicts the lower classes among people of color. 
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14. RACE AND PSEUDO-CONSCIOUSNESS:  
THE PREDICAMENT OF PEOPLE OF COLOR 

 

The racialization of the U.S. political economy also has a profound effect on racial 

minorities themselves. This is not only at the more obvious level of exploitation/

discrimination in its various forms (including the massive unconscionable and un-

fair reduction of public wages relative to that received by the Euro-American 

lower classes, made possible through residential segregation—de facto racialized resi-

dential segregation is still the order of the day in most of United States), but also in 

terms of engendering depressingly widespread pseudo-consciousness where the net 

effect is generationally transmitted and enduring forms of self-oppression. The mani-

festations of pseudo-consciousness, depending upon a given a ra-

cial/ethnic group/ or class involved among people of color, include 

these—albeit to varying degrees, of course:  

¶ There is a strong paternalistic view among a sig-

nificant section of bourgeois liberals and the bour-

geois Left (regardless of their skin color) in United 

States and elsewhere among Western countries who 

believe that there is no such thing as behavioral 

tendencies of self-oppression among the lower clas-

ses. In the specific case of the lower classes among 

people of color, they peddle the line that all their dif-

ficulties are attributable to structural oppression; that 

is, in this instance, the racialized U.S. political econo-

my. Consequently, in their view, to argue otherwise is 

to engage in a “blame-the-victim” game that is the 

stock-in-trade of bourgeois conservatives (who of 

course engage in the reverse ideological fallacy of 

arguing that in the post-Civil Rights era there is no 

longer such a thing as a racialized U.S. political econo-

my). Clearly, both views—those of the liberals/Left 

and the conservatives—do not reflect reality but 

simply their own self-serving ideologies.  
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(a) The false belief that the entire political system is rigged against them to such a point that its no use to struggle against 

it; meaning its a hopeless cause. The solution chosen then is not to participate at all within the political system or for that 

matter even engage in any activity that would help in ameliorating pseudo-consciousness (e.g. developing intellectual skills 

that facilitate information gathering, analysis, campaigning through online media; using one’s artistic creativity in entertain-

ment—in music for example—to advance political consciousness; selectively watching television programs, listening to 

the radio, watching cinema, etc. to enhance knowledgeability without which one cannot erase pseudo-consciousness; and 

so on.)  

 

(b) The development and cultivation 

of racial/ethnic antipathy among 

themselves as they struggle with each 

other to vainly try and scramble, like 

 

¶ On the surface, the term bour-

geois left appears to be a contradic-

tory term: how can a member of 

the Left be a member of the bour-

geoisie? In coining this derogatory 

term, the objective here is to high-

light the hypocrisy of leftist pseudo

-intellectuals—usually from bour-

geois backgrounds—who espouse 

Marxist rhetoric but are fully im-

mersed in a bourgeois lifestyle, which, if push came to shove, they would prioritize over everything else, including their 

supposed working class leanings (in reality, constituting nothing more than a romanticization of the working class a la 

“noble savage” of yesteryear). As if this is not enough, these pseudo-intellectuals are also characterized by holier-than-

thou sanctimonious attitudes towards others (including those whose interests they claim to be defending: the lower 

classes).  

 
¶ It is important to stress here that the self-oppressive symptoms of pseudo-consciousness listed here do not in any 

way represent a sotto voce maligning of the intelligence of the lower classes (whatever their color), but rather it is a 

criticism of the absence of knowledgeability among them—a wholly learned enterprise (unlike intelligence) over which 

they have considerable control. (At birth, on average, the children of the lower classes are no more or no less intelligent 

than the children of the bourgeoisie.) So, for example, if you can not afford to buy books for your children you can al-

ways go to the public library (after all the United States has among the best public library systems in the world). Or, 

there is nothing to stop a parent from taking some time off from watching television every evening and applying it to a 

daily ritual of reading to their young children at bed-time. In mentioning television, there is nothing to stop parents 

from watching with their children programs that provide “intellectual food” for their developing brains (and this same 

reasoning is applicable to what the parents themselves watch for their own entertainment). Yes. Of course. It is true 

that the schools many of their children attend (which are more often than not intensely segregated racially) are woeful-

ly resourced in almost every way one cares to consider, but that is not a license to do absolutely nothing at home to 

help their children cope with this deeply unfair circumstance. Becoming knowledgeable in the face of structural oppres-

sion is, surely, the first step toward liberation.  
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crabs in a barrel, to position themselves, in terms of a self-perceived social status, as close as possible to the top of the dyadic racial 

hierarchy—meaning, Euro-Americans at the top and all people of color below them—by distancing themselves from 

each other (representing in reality a form of psychological damage known as Post-traumatic Stress Disorder [PTSD], among 

the symptoms of which, in this case, is a deep sense of a self-destructive inferiority complex that seeks a close association 

with the very group responsible for their racial oppression).  

¶ It should also be pointed out that the “crabs-in-a-barrel” like scramble to get as close to Euro-Americans in terms of 

self-perceived racial status can sometimes take the bizarre form of self-hatred. Here are some examples: People from 

Dominican Republic trying to pass of as Puerto Ricans in New York City; U.S.-born Chinese Americans doing all they can 

to distance themselves from recent Chinese immigrants. The last is a common problem that other groups often suffer 

from as well—for example, South Asians, who for some reason appear to be particularly vulnerable to this psychological 

affliction. African Americans engaging in “ethnicism” against black people from the Caribbean or even Africa who have 

immigrated recently to United States, and vice versa. (Of course, self-hatred is not unique to people of color; in a differ-

ent form—cultural suicide (voluntary abandonment of language, names, religion, cuisine, and other cultural practices)—

it has been a device for assimilation used by some groups among Euro-Americans too in the past: e.g. Greeks, Jews, 

Irish, Italians, etc. That the device has generally worked for these groups, needless to say, was an outcome of the fact 

they could pass for white.)  
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¶ The racist antipathy toward African Americans displayed by 

many among other people of color (such as Arabs, East Asians; 

Latina/os; Native Americans; South Asians; etc.), evokes 

among Africans Americans today a uniquely deep and legiti-

mate outrage. Why? The antipathy also marks a profound lack 

of gratitude. To the extent that other people of color are 

shielded from the worst excesses of Jim Crow in today’s post-

Civil Rights era, it is due to a great extent to the civil rights 

struggles of African Americans (albeit a minority among 

them). What is more, it is not a coincidence that the Immigra-

tion and Nationality Act (also known as the Hart-Cellar Act) 

that opened the floodgates—albeit unintentionally—of immi-

gration from previously discriminated parts of the world (e.g. 

Asia and the Middle East) was passed in the wake of the civil 

rights movement, in 1965. The Act represented the general 

effort to eliminate explicitly racist provisions from Federal 

laws. Here is a sweet thought: If every immigrant who ar-

rives on U.S. shores today from anywhere in the world was 

required to learn key moments in African and Native Ameri-

can histories it would constitute a desirable token of appreci-

ation (even if only a very small one)—and who knows, it may improve race-relations as well. Consider: even the very 

character of the U.S. constitutional democracy has the handprints of the struggles of African Americans all over it—

several quick examples that immediately come to mind: the strengthening of the supremacy of Federal institutions 

that the Northern victory in the U.S. Civil War brought about, plus the adoption of the 13th, 14th, and 15th Amend-

ments to the U.S. Constitution to extend democratic rights to the newly freed African Americans; and then there is 

the U.S. Supreme Court’s Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka 1954 decision that together with the passage, 

ten years later (as a direct consequence of the civil rights movement), of the 1964 Civil Rights Act and the 1965 

Voting Rights Act effectively drove a stake through the heart of Jim Crow. Moreover, from the vantage point of today, 

 

(c) The scapegoating of each other to explain away the racism of Euro-Americans on one hand, and on the other, their 

own personal failures to challenge it meaningfully (evidenced by, for example, the targeting of businesses among them 

owned by other people of color for mindless looting/destruction on occasions of intense outrage at the racism of Euro-

Americans; or the refusal to build political alliances with other 

people of color during elections; or efforts at cultivating aver-

sive racism at the interpersonal level; etc.). Note: the horribly 

sad truth is that there are countless examples from history that 

prove the fact that victimization by oppression does not auto-

matically make you a morally superior person (a classic exam-

ple is that of the Israelis vis-à-vis the Palestinians today, or to 

take an example from U.S. history, the Irish vis-à-vis people of 

color).  

 

(d) The absorption of racist stereotypes about each other 

from mainstream Euro-American culture and acting accord-
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ingly (hence, for example, Islamophobia is now also a part of the mindset among many African Americans, Latinos, etc.; 

similarly, many among Asians, Arabs, Native Americans, etc. the views they hold of African Americans reflect the racist 

stereotypes peddled by Euro-Americans. What is more, it is buttressed by a profound and unconscionable ignorance of 

African American history, or even the history of Native Americans for that matter in the case of non-Native Americans).  

 

(e) The acquisition of a perverse sense of entitlement that is played 

out in response to affirmative action policies and/or tokenism—

even though they tend to be few and far between—where the legiti-

mate view that centuries of whiteness-related affirmative action pol-

icies enjoyed by Euro-Americans must be vigorously challenged, is 

perverted to imply that only a minimal (or even no effort) in terms 

of professionalism, work-excellence, dedication, perseverance, dis-

cipline, integrity; etc. should be exerted when opportunities do 

arise, every now and then, to crack open, even if only slightly, the 

edifice of whiteness in its material manifestation: racialized public 

wages in favor of Euro-Americans.  

 

(f) The profound failure to comprehend the highly competitive 

nature of capitalism which, by its very nature, demands at least 

there is absolutely no superlative that can capture the majesty of the 14th 

Amendment with its promise of foundationally key elements of procedural de-

mocracy as represented by its various 

clauses: the Equal Protection Clause, the 

Citizenship Clause, the Due Process Clause, 

and the Privileges or Immunities Clause. On 

the other hand: notice the way history 

works: to the extent that symbols of free-

dom have political significance against the 

backdrop of a long history of oppres-

sion, the election in 2008 of the first 

African American president in U.S. history (Barack 

Obama, the son of a post-civil rights era immi-

grant from Africa)—and reelected in 2012—is di-

rectly attributable to the 1965 Immigration and 

Nationality Act. Here is a hint: the majority, 55%, 

among Euro-Americans who cast their ballots did 

not vote for Barack Obama in 2008; in 2012 the 

number was even higher, 59%. (About symbols: 

ideally, the first president to come from a racial mi-

nority in the U.S. should have been a Native Ameri-

can.) 
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three critically important behavioral practices: One, the acquisition of financial literacy that will allow them and their chil-

dren to cope better with their racialized economic predicament. Two, engaging in child-rearing practices that, from the 

perspective of school achievement, will not disadvantage their children. Three, adopting healthy dietary practices to mini-

mize the need to access the health care system, not to mention the benefits that would accrue in support of one’s general 

wellbeing. (Note: this particular symptom of pseudo-consciousness concerning a profound ignorance of the competitive 

nature of capitalism is also applicable to the Euro-American lower classes.)  

 

(g) Developing an amazing level of tolerance to a culture of criminality (where even murder becomes a constant theme in 

the lives of some communities) perpetrated by a small dedicated group of hardcore criminals and psychopaths.  

 

(h) Devoting creative talents in the world of entertainment almost exclu-

sively to messages of self-oppression rather than self-liberation and con-

sciousness raising. 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwj49c-MnKrSAhUDeSYKHXq1B3EQjRwIBw&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.cartoonistgroup.com%2Fsubject%2FThe-High%2BSchool%2BDropout-Comics-and-Cartoons.php&bvm=bv.148073327,d.amc&p
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15. CONCLUSION 
 

The foregoing material raises a number of important questions that require answers.  

 

(a) If  racism still continues to color the political economy of  United States to a significant ex-
tent, then how does one explain the fact that the United States, until recently, took in more im-
migrants who are people of  color from all over the world than probably any other country on 
the planet?  

At least four reasons immediately come to mind: First, the United States is still a democracy (deeply flawed it may be) and 

therefore at the Federal level at least there is some effort not to allow racism to color immigration policies. Second, interna-

¶ Today, more than ever before, as globalization continues to be 

ratcheted upwards by transnational monopoly conglomerates there is a 

global competition for highly skilled labor, irrespective of its origins. Con-

sequently, many of the best and the brightest from nations with large 

higher education systems (e.g. India, China, etc.) but with inadequate 

economic opportunities have been able to immigrate to Western coun-

tries, particularly the United States and Canada. (Consider, where 

would U.S. information technology be today without the hundreds of thousands of immigrants from around 
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tionally, the United States has to demonstrate that it is a truly democratic country as it attempts to meet its obligations 

(with respect to refugees for example). Third, the U.S. bourgeoisie is always in need of labor--both cheap unskilled labor 

and highly skilled labor, depending upon the economic sector involved. Fourth, in countries where the United States has 

been engaged in armed conflict it has felt morally and politically obligated to accept as refugees those who have collaborat-

ed with them at great risk to their lives.  

 

(b) Can capitalism exist without a capitalist class in the con-
ventional sense of  a bourgeoisie?  

Theoretically, the answer is yes; it would involve workers replacing the role of 

the bourgeoisie as managers/financiers/owners of capitalist enterprises. In fact, 

versions of such enterprises do exist today in the form of cooperatives. However, 

it is important to be clear that cooperatives that can truly replace the bourgeoi-

sie would have to be responsible for everything, including surplus appropria-

tion, on the basis of a democratic decision-making process within each cooper-

ative. Reminder: Whatever the merits of capitalism as a system of economic 

production, at the most fundamental level, it is about UNSUSTAINABLE ex-

ploitation (of human beings, of the environ-

ment, and so on)--it is NOT about doing good, 

regardless of what capitalists will tell you. (In 

case you have forgotten:  capitalism is not about 

philanthropy--nor is it primarily about creating 

jobs (there would be no unemployment, if that 

was the case)--it is simply about making money, 

for the sake of making money, in whatever way 

possible.) One solution that societies have 

found to the inherently exploitative/destructive 

tendencies of capitalism is to regulate it so that it 

does not completely destroy society. (Such regu-

lation is part of what we call procedural democ-

racy.)  Note, however, that from the perspective 

of capitalism itself, it is possible, up to a point, 

 
¶ In a worker-owned capitalist system, any large entrepreneurial project that requires considerable labor, exper-

tise, and capital (e.g. building a railway) can be undertaken on the basis of a number of cooperatives from various 

relevant sectors coming together to form a “super-cooperative” for that specific project.  

the world who work in U.S. “Silicon Valleys.”) Of course, this does not mean that they and their progeny are 

completely immune from racism/ethnicism after they arrive in the West—especially from the lower classes 

(regardless of their color). At the same time, it is important to note that most of the skilled-labor immigrants who 

populate the U.S. silicon valleys come from privileged backgrounds possessing educational, familial, and other intan-

gible resources necessary to succeed in an advanced capitalist country, provided there are no Jim Crow laws.   
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to engage in capitalist entrepreneurial activity that at the same time does as much as possible to minimize the exploitative/

destructive consequences of that activity. This kind of capitalism is usually referred to as "socially responsible capitalism" 

or sometimes "ethical capitalism."   

 

(c) What would a multi-racial but non-racialized political economy in a capitalist democracy 

 
¶ One advantage of a worker-owned capitalist system is that such a system would be more amenable to what can be 

labelled as “socially responsible 

capitalism,” that is, a capitalist 

system in which there are very 

few negative externalities. Anoth-

er advantage of such a system is 

that there would be less unem-

ployment because production 

would not be geared toward 

profit maximization to satisfy the 

limitless acquisition of wealth 

characteristic of the bourgeoisie. 

So, for example, if there was an 

economic recession one can en-

visage a situation where a cooper-

ative would continue to survive because the 

workers would cease the surplus appropria-

tion and if necessary paying themselves only 

“stipends” so that they can at least purchase 

their bare necessities. Or, one can also see 

here the possibility, if necessary, of coopera-

tives resorting to a barter system to acquire 

raw materials; and so on.  

¶ It should be noted that a worker-owned capitalist system will not necessarily lead to an egalitarian society 

(remember, we are still talking about capitalism here in which inequality is baked in), because there would be rich 

cooperatives and poor cooperatives—depending upon the economic sector involved and depending upon prevailing 

economic conditions. However, in one sense it would be an egalitarian system, but only at the level of each specific 

cooperative. That is, within each cooperative all would be equal in terms of both decision-making and surplus appro-

priation. 
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look like, if  one were possible?  

It would be like any other capitalist system but with a racially homoge-

nous population in which class would take center stage (in other 

words, there would still be the rich and the poor but they would be 

proportionally divided across different racial/ethnic groups). There ap-

pears to be a deep illusion among many people of color burdened by 

both interpersonal and structural racism that all their economic woes 

would end if racism disappeared. This is far from the truth. While the 

barrier of race would not be there from the perspective of upward so-

cio-economic mobility, the class factor would still be there. Yes, eco-

nomic opportunities would increase, but in order to take advantage of 

them they would have to cease all those behavioral practices that lead 

to self-oppression.  

 

(d) How does one explain the fact some individuals 
among the bourgeoisie appear to be betraying their 
own objective interests; does it mean they are also suf-

fering from pseudo-consciousness?  

A good illustrative example here is that of billionaires forming philanthropies to 

give away almost all their loot—not even leaving it to their heirs (except for a tiny 

fraction of it perhaps). The answer is no. Without in the least bit impugning their 

good intentions—after all, who among us would be willing to give away billions if 

we had some—what they are simply doing is putting a small band aid on an eco-

nomic system that exploits millions of people and from which they themselves 

have profited mightily. The band aid helps in the effort to humanize capitalism, it 

does not destroy it or for that matter even weaken it. (An analogy one can use here 

is that of some individual slave owners deciding to free their slaves just around the 

time when the grim reaper appears on the horizon)  

 

(e) From the perspective of a capitalist entrepreneur, a person’s skin color is of ab-

¶ All major social change in any society (such as, to take the U.S. example, that which ensued in the wake of the 

War of Independence; the Civil War; Reconstruction; the suffragette movement; the labor movement; the civil rights 

movement; the feminist movement; and so on) is, in the final analysis, an outcome of being at the right place at the 

right time—or, to put it differently, an outcome of a conjuncture of fortuitously propitious historical factors.  

¶ Many racist whites believe that if the United States was bereft of people of 

color their lives would be that much better. However, they forget that ethni-

cism can replace racism quite as easily in a capitalist society. The Nazis demonstrated this fact in a horrendously dra-

matic way. In United States, if there were no people of color their role would be performed by EuroAmerican ethnics 

(such as the Greeks, the Irish, the Italians, the Jews, the Polish, the Spanish, and so on.)  
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solutely no relevance. The goal of profit maximization requires paying attention to only one color: green (in the case of 

United States). In other words, the criteria would be to hire the most competent person willing to work for the lowest 

wages. While this may be true at the level of individ-

ual enterprises, from the perspective of the capitalist 

system as a whole this is not necessarily so—color, 

meaning racist discrimination, does have its uses. 

Still, there is a question that emerges here:  

Why do some individual enterprises—
including even transnational corpora-
tions—engage in racist discriminatory 
practices when it is not only against the 
law (in the case of  United States), but it 
is not in their economic interest to do 

¶ Most people living outside United States will be 

surprised to learn that sustained interpersonal in-

teractions between racial groups usually occur for 

the first time at the college level or at work—that 

is if they occur at all (in colleges there is quite often internal segregation). 

 
¶ Children as young as three years old will not only notice race, but can engage in racist discriminatory practices as 

well if opportunities arise. How 

is this possible? In fact, to go 

even further, children as young 

as three months old have been 

shown to demonstrate racial 

preferences through their gaze. 

The answer has nothing to do 

with genetics. It has to do with 

the socio-economic environ-

ment. Racially segregated envi-

ronments (regardless of 

whether they are de jure or de 

facto) provide cues to children 

and they will respond accord-

ingly. That children can exhibit 

an awareness of race and even 

engage in racist practices tells 

us that at the individual inter-

personal level, racism is a func-

tion of socialization (via such 

agencies of socialization as the 

family, media, school, church, peer group, etc.) against the backdrop of institutionalized racism—of which, in the 
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so?  

Two reasons quickly come to mind: first, the individual officers of the corporation themselves, as members of society, are 

not immune from being socialized into absorbing racist stereotypes via such agencies of socialization as the family, peers, 

the mass media, entertainment, and so on. Second, in the interest of maintaining good relations with the majority of their 

workers (Euro-Americans) they may find it necessary to give in to racist practices.  

 

(f) Given what appears to be such a vicious dialectical cycle of  oppression involving, on one 
hand, incredible plutocratic power of  the bourgeoisie to corruptly dominate the political sys-
tem, and on the other, a deep level of  self-oppressive pseudo-consciousness among signifi-
cantly large sections of  the lower classes (hence, worthy of  the label the ignorantsia), does it, 
therefore, imply that meaningful social change for the better in terms of  authentic democracy 
is out of  the question in today’s age of  globalized monopoly capitalism and which, note, is 
backed by an equally globalized military industrial complex?  

The short answer is “yes” and “no.” Yes, because there is a severe limit to what can be achieved under the rules of the capi-

¶ It has also been suggested by some that racism (or ethnicism) can also provide psychic benefits to the lower classes 

in a capitalist society. In the case of United States, for example, it provides an opportunity for the Euro-American lower 

classes to wake up every day and thank the Lord that they were born white—thereby making class-based oppression 

that much more bearable. 



Page 75 of 92 

 

talist system as it is presently constituted. No, because we still live in a democracy—even if highly flawed—and the possibility 

of change is always there; but it would require the presence of a social movement able to take advantage (if and when an 

opportunity arises) of serendipitous factors with the potential to create a socio-economic and political “climate” for change.  

 

(g) When people engage in racist practices they do not stop and think and say to themselves, “hey, racism benefits the 

capitalist system so let me be racist.” They simply proceed with their racist discriminatory practices (assuming, of course, that 

they have the power to do so). The question here then is this: Which comes first: racism at the interpersonal indi-
vidual level or institutionalized 
racism at the societal level—
which, when it first appears, re-
quires its legitimation through 
law? The answer is both: each feeds off 

the other. Remember that systems of op-

pression are also systems of privilege and, 

unfortunately, human beings are more 

than willing to participate in these systems 

as a group if they have the power to do so; 

and this power does not have to be backed 

explicitly by law—as is, generally, the case to-

day in post-Civil Rights era United States. 

(Power can come from simply being in the 

majority against the backdrop of historically-

determined ongoing institutional privileges.)  

 

(h) How can racism be both: a source of  privilege as well as oppression for the Euro-American 

 
¶ It is important to point out here that it is not only along the binary racial fault line of Euro-Americans versus peo-

ple of color that residential racial segregation is manifest, but it is also manifest along racial lines among people of 

color themselves. As already indicated, racism among people of color themselves against each other can be as se-

vere as the racism of the dominant group (Euro-Americans) against all people of color. After all, racism—or its equiv-

alent, ethnicism—is rampant today in most places many of these groups originally came from and it does influence 

how these groups behave in United States. For example, the racism of the Arabs against other peoples of color is 

legendary; the same is true of the Chinese, the Japanese, the South Asians, and so on. (Consider: as the South Asian 

population has increased in United States, the East Indians have begun to import their inhuman caste system.) In 

fact, here, going by considerable anecdotal evidence, one can legitimately conjecture that for the vast majority 

among the different groups there would be no resistance if they themselves were declared “honorary whites” and 

brought into the Euro-American racist “club” while other groups continued to face racial discrimination. What is 

more, despite the racism they face from Euro-Americans, many of them would have no problem in discriminating 

against other people of color in favor of Euro-Americans—and this applies to both African Americans and Native 

Americans too (that is groups that have suffered the most from the racism of the Euro-Americans). Yes. It is true, 

that in some cases “classism” can also be a factor; but it does not account for all the internal racism among people 

of color. Note, however, that, for obvious reasons, the internal racism among people of color can only exist in the 

form of interpersonal racism; it cannot take the form of institutional racism. 
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lower classes?  

Simple. It is a source of oppression because by engaging in racist practices 

(including siding, as a consequence of pseudo-consciousness, with the bour-

geoisie in its strategy of dividing and ruling the lower classes) it ends up, receiv-

ing much lower public wages than it would otherwise receive. On the other 

hand, it is a source of privilege because it receives unfairly a much, much high-

er proportion of the current (lower) public wage. Here is an analogy: imagine 

that a group from among the lower classes, comprising both Euro-Americans 

and people of color, were unjustly in prison; however, whatever few privileges 

available in that prison would be restricted largely (not entirely) to the Euro-

American prisoners.  

 

(i) Can racism ever be eliminated in a multi-racial capitalist 
democracy?  

The short answer is, No. That does not mean, however, that all those pro-

grams/workshops that aim to cultivate sensitivity to diversity in schools and 

workplaces are a complete exercise in futility. At the level of interpersonal individual interactions in public spaces anti-

racist programs (if undertaken with integrity) can help to ameliorate—though not entirely eliminate—racism among individ-

uals—even if at the end of the school or 

work day they all go back to their racially 

segregated residential neighborhoods.  

 

(j) If  racism cannot be eliminat-
ed, then what about class-based 
pseudo-consciousness among 

 
¶ If there is one aspect of society 

that Euro-Americans will do every-

thing in their power to ensure that it 

remains racially segregated then it is 

residential neighborhoods They have 

nightmares of people of color—

especially from the lower classes—

moving into their neighborhoods in 

significant numbers; and in a very perverse way it 

is for legitimate reasons. Having condemned large 

sections of people of color to poverty through 

structural racism over the centuries—which in-

cludes residential segregation—they know that if 

large numbers of people of color from the lower 

classes were to move into their neighborhoods 

then they will bring with them the kinds of ills 

that are endemic to all poverty-stricken peoples 

all over the world (regardless of race/ethnicity): such as, crime, drugs, violence, etc.  
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the lower classes? Can that be eliminated in a capitalist democracy? The short answer is, in 
theory, yes.  

However, it would be an extremely uphill battle. One is dealing here with not simply the absence of knowledge and infor-

mation literacy among the masses but a deeply self-oppressive mindset that, for example, interprets democratic freedoms 

(such as freedom of speech) not as tools to challenge the State in its anti-democratic activities domestically and globally, but 

as devices to allow them to engage in the disparagement and denigration of others to the point where even one’s self-

esteem is constructed on the basis of gratuitous insults and a general absence of common manners in daily interactions, ra-

ther than on the basis of meaningfully positive self-achievements. Moreover, for the intelligentsia to mount a concerted ef-

fort of consciousness-raising to overcome the daily brainwashing the masses receive cradle to grave from the corporate media, 

as well as from the politicians, the clergy, etc. would require access to logistics (money and time) that do not really exist. 

Compare here the fate of the short-lived “Occupy Wall Street” movement in the U.S.  

 

(k) In the post-Civil Rights era United States, it is against the law to discriminate in housing. 
So, how do residential neighborhoods remain, for the most part, racially segregated?  

Through the use of overt and covert violence of the kind that is very difficult to prosecute. (Note that the segregation op-

erates at two levels simultaneously: the first is at the level of race and then overlaying it is that based on class. So, for exam-

ple, an area generally dominated by Euro-Americans will have within it class-based residential segregation—sometimes at 

the street by street level.)  

¶ The problem of residential segregation, although first created by Euro-Americans at the time when a massive 

urbanization of African Americans was underway in the early 1900s, today is a scourge that afflicts almost all groups 

in United States. That is, even African Americans themselves will engage in efforts to prevent members of other ra-

cial groups to move into their neighborhoods and the same behavior can be seen among Latino/as, Asians, etc.  
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16. MATERIALS FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
 
If you would like to explore further the themes/issues presented in this flowchart, you are encouraged to con-
sult some of the materials listed below (which are alphabetized within these seven broad but interrelated cat-
egories: 1. Class/Class-Warfare/Capitalism; 2. Race/Racism; 3. Race and Law; 4. Capitalism/Militarism; 5. Oth-
er Topics; 6. Recommended Films/Documentaries; and 7. Recommended Websites.) 
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NY: Simon & Schuster.  
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and Reuben Jonathan Miller. 2015. The Routledge 
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York, NY: Routledge. 
 
 
 
Hillygus, D. Sunshine, and Todd G. Shields. 2009. 
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tial Campaigns. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University 
Press. 
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and the Republican Party in the Age of Obama. 
New York, NY: New York University Press. 
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2. Race/Racism 
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tics: Beyond Conflict or Cooperation. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press. 
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500 Nations 
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War 

 
 
 
American Outrage  

 
 
 
 
Amistad 

 
 
 
Auschwitz: Inside the Nazi 
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Beyond Brown: Pursuing the 
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Black in Latin America 
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http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B009NI2XVO/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0002S65WC/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000NA2TTW/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000NA2TTW/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0025Z4Q3U/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0783227272/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000777JH8/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000777JH8/infomondeA
https://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00DM0Y1Q4/infomondeA
https://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00DM0Y1Q4/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B004NJC0NY/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B004UOHNIY/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B004UOHNIY/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0030Y11XS/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00XIFAJMS/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0002X8U4I/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B002N7W3IA/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0007DBJM8/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000MX7UXK/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B002RB56W2/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0001L3LUE/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0001VTPUO/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B001EUSYHQ/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0027BOL4G/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0800177967/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00125WAWS/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000087EYX/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B005FIXA6S/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00914YLAG/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00L5Y8GJC/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B01G06T00S/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0007R4T3U/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00G0PXU2Y/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0041KKYBA/infomondeA
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Roger and Me 
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Schindler's List 
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Too Big to Fail 
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http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00006G8IC/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00007K02B/infomondeA
https://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00RBRZI0M/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B009AMANBA/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000UR9TK0/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000UR9TK0/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00A144O20/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00006LPHK/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000R2GDOS/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00005Y726/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000ADWCV2/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00005RDAN/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00049QJ9I/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00003CXBH/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00443TULY/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00443TULY/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00097DY66/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00097DY66/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0012OTLIA/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0002HDXTQ/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00005NRN8/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00005JLD4/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0006Z2L6U/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0006Z2L6U/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B001AMHNKW/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00009YXAS/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/0790732211/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00012QM8G/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000UNYJXQ/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B004D45NZ6/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00067BCBI/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0000WN13Q/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B004EPYZDA/infomondeA
https://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00RI6K8QA/infomondeA
https://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0010BDDR0/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00GYG8BKK/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00GYG8BKK/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B001UW59JO/infomondeA
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When the Levees Broke  

 

 

When the Moors Ruled in 
Europe  

 
 
 
 
Where to Invade Next  

 
 
 
Which Way Home 

 
 
 
 
Why We Fight 

 
 
 
 

You've Been Trumped  
 

 

http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000J10F14/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0013XS87U/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0013XS87U/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B01D0D3P5U/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B0042EJDGM/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B000FBH3W2/infomondeA
http://www.amazon.com/exec/obidos/ASIN/B00A6Y9EZW/infomondeA
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Al-Jazeera America: http://
america.aljazeera.com  
 
 
 
Alternet: http://www.alternet.org 
 
 
Americans for Tax Fairness: http://
www.americansfortaxfairness.org  
 
 
Amnesty International: https://
www.amnesty.org  
 
 
 
Avaaz: https://avaaz.org  
 
 
 
 
 
BBC: http://www.bbc.com 
 
 
 
 
B Corporation: http://
www.bcorporation.net  
 
 

 
Black Agenda Report: http://
blackagendareport.com   
 

 
BlackPast.Org: http://
www.blackpast.org  
 
 
 
Center on Budget and Policy Priori-
ties: http://www.cbpp.org 
 
 
 
Center for Public Integrity:  https://
www.publicintegrity.org 
 
 
 
Center for Science in the Public In-
terest: http://www.cspinet.org  
 
 

 
 

Columbia Journalism Review: 
http://www.cjr.org 
 
Colorlines: http://
www.colorlines.com  

 
 
Corp Watch: http://
www.corpwatch.org  
 
 
CounterPunch: http://
www.counterpunch.org  
 

 
 
Democracy Now: http://
www.democracynow.org  
 

 
Dollars and Sense: http://
www.dollarsandsense.org  

 
 
EcoHearth: http://ecohearth.com  
 
 
 
 
End Racism (Runnymede Trust): 
http://www.end-racism.org   
 
Equality Trust: https://
www.equalitytrust.org.uk  
 
 
Factcheck: http://www.factcheck.org  
 
 
 
 
Free Rice: http://freerice.com 
 
 
 
 
Global Witness: https://
www.globalwitness.org  
 
 
 
 
Greenbuzz: http://greenbuzzz.com  
 
 
 
 
Human Rights Watch: https://
www.hrw.org  
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Greenpeace: http://
www.greenpeace.org  
 
 
Hatewatch by the SPLC: https://
www.splcenter.org  
 
 
Jacobin Magazine: https://
www.jacobinmag.com  
 
 
Living on Earth: http://loe.org/
index.html 
 
 
Media Channel: http://
www.mediachannel.org 
 
 
Mother Jones: http://
www.motherjones.com 
 
 
Monthly Review: http://
monthlyreview.org  
 
 
The Nation: http://
www.thenation.com  
 
 
National Priorities Project: https://
www.nationalpriorities.org  
 
 
 
NPR (National Public Radio): http://
www.npr.org 
 
 
New Left Review: https://
newleftreview.org 
 
 
Occupy.com: http://
www.occupy.com 
 
 
 
On Point: http://onpoint.wbur.org 
 
 
 
On the Media: http://
www.wnyc.org/shows/otm 
 
 
Open Secrets.org: http://
www.opensecrets.org  

 
Oxfam: https://www.oxfam.org 
 
 
Pew Research Center: http://
www.pewresearch.org  
 
 
Politifact: http://www.politifact.com  
 
 
Prison Activist Resource Center: https://
www.prisonactivist.org 
 
 
Propublica: https://www.propublica.org  
 
 
Race, Racism, and the Law:  http://
racism.org  
 
 
Race Issues section of the Guardian: 
http://www.theguardian.com/world/
race 
 
 
Reveal (Center for Investigative Re-
porting): https://www.revealnews.org 
 
 
Share: http://www.sharing.org  
 

 
State of Nature: http://
www.stateofnature.org  
 
 
Transparency International: http://
www.transparency.org 
 
 
World Socialist Website: http://
www.wsws.org  
 
 
WWF: www.worldwildlife.org 
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