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Abstract

The internationalization of the struggles for tliteetation of southern Africa played a
deceive role in its eventual outcome. However,roftet appreciated is the very tangible
role Africans in the Diaspora played in this regagspecially those in the United States.
Hence, African-Americans as individuals or througbanizations mobilized support for
the African cause in the U.S. They were inspirgdHhe spirit of consanguinity, which
was anchored on a feeling of “racial Pan-Africanisithe African Liberation Support
Committee (ALSC) of the 1970s was one such orgéoizahat provided a veritable
forum for African-American to support the liberatiof Africa. This paper examines
among other issues the main objectives for the mizgdon’s establishment and its
activities, and offers a critical evaluation of thentributions of the organization to
African liberation. Using original documents, intews of some participants in the
activities of the organization and relevant secondaaterials, it is established that the
ALSC epitomizes one of the credible ways African-&imans lent their support to
African liberation efforts. The paper also estdi#is that beyond the intellectual support
which diasporan Africans have always been credi@d in their contribution to the
liberation of Africa, they also contributed finaally to African liberation which
constitutes a testimony to ‘pragmatic Pan-Africamiis

Keywords: African-Americans, African Liberation Support Conttee (ALSC), African
Liberation Day Co-ordinating Committee (ALDCC), Bnaatic Pan-Africanism.
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I ntroduction

At different times and for varied reaspwfrican-Americans had had cause to
address the issue of their relationship with AfficZhe nineteenth century witnessed an
increase in the articulation of programs that woendble them to contribute to Africa’s
development. For them, this was informed by thelref that they and African people on
the continent were fighting a common racial battlgainst white oppression and
exploitation’

Evidence shows that even before the 1970s, Afrigarericans had for a long
time been involved in the articulation and exeautnd plans that were meant to help the
home of their early forebears. Such plans caméinvithe context of emigration,
colonization and back-to-Africa projects of AfricAmericans in the 9 and early 26
centuries (Shepperson, 1960; Staudenraus, 196lenHddom, 1962; Redkey, 1969;
Ullman, 1971; Harris, 1972; Weisbord, 1973; Conte¥/4; Griffith, 1975; Miller, 1975;
Jacobs, 1982; Painter, 1988; and Erhagbe, 1996).

The ltalo-Ethiopian Conflict of 1935-1941 that sdtaly invade and occupy
Ethiopian territory also stirred new African-Ameait interests in African affairs; and
African-Americans showed solidarity with the Ethimps and mobilized to assist them in
their struggle (Ottley, 1943; Shepperson, 1953;ridalr., 1964; Drake, 1966; Asante,
1977, Chukuba, 1979 and Erhagbe and Ifidon,2008)s development, as observed by
Franklin and Moss (1988:56), caused “even the npyswincial among American
Negroes (to) become internationally minded.” lisviia this tradition of being interested
in developments in Africa that organizations weséablished in the African-American
community, with the main objective of assisting &feican population on the continent.

Unlike the back-to-Africa movements that envisagaéturn to Africa in order to
help re-build Africa, the new organizations beli@ve assisting African people in Africa
by working in their locations in the Diaspora. Amgpthese latter groups were the
Council on African Affairs, (CAA) which was active the 1940s and 50s (Contee, 1974
117 — 133; Lynch, 1978), the American Society ofi¢en Culture (AMSAC) (see Drake,
1966 and Davis, 1966), and the American Negro Leshge Conference on Africa
(ANLCA), (Davis, 1966, and Erhagbe, 1991). Hend¢wré was a renewed interest of
African-Americans in the struggle for the liberatiof the last bastion of colonialism and
white-minority regimes in Africa in the early 1980’and in this context of trying to
actualize their objective of aiding the liberatioh Africa, some African-Americans
established the African Liberation Support CommeittaLSC).
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Through the activities of the ALSC, a good numbkAfrican-Americans got to
identify with African causes in the New World. Tkeactivities of the ALSC clearly
show that African-Americans were deeply interestedhe plight of the African in
Africa. Thus, beyond the intellectual influences African liberation, Blacks in the
United States also lent material, financial andeotforms of concrete support to the
African struggle. Furthermore, the ALSC emergedaasorganization in the 1970s that
directed Black nationalist organizations’ attentitm the issue of lending support to
African liberation struggle; and the activitiestble ALSC and like groups offer ample
evidence of African people outside of Africa andhtbeental African co-operation in the
struggle for the liberation of the African contiien

Theoretical Framework

There has been a burgeoning of African Diaspotaliss in recent times,
especially in the United States and Afficd major theme of these studies has been the
issue of the varied and multi-dimensional ramifimas of the relationship between
Africans abroad and the African continent and ieoglé. These studies have also
surfaced within the broader theme of Pan-Africani3inus, this study is situated both
within African Diaspora studies, and more espegiBhn-Africanism.

Different strands and concepts of Pan-Africanismidentifiable (Geiss, 1974:3-
4). For this study, Pan-Africanism is seen firsttlae concept that seeks to capture what
Geiss describes “as intellectual and political nmgets among Africans and Afro-
Americans (including other Diasporan blacks) whgarel or have regarded Africans and
people of African descent as homogendusBecause of this, the groups believe they
have a responsibility to work for the improvemerittbe plight of African people
everywhere.

At another level, however, because the isduleelonging to the same Black race
played a major role in the African-American ideic@tion with Africa south of the
Sahara, this study takes note of the subtle distimalrawn by St. Clair Drake (1959:6-
10) between ‘continental’ and ‘racial’ Pan-Africam. Essentially, while continental
Pan-Africanism tends to generally capture peopléfiica, racial Pan-Africanism tends
to tie together only black Africans. Pan-Africamigis a framework for this study is also
qualified by the term ‘pragmatic’. Thus, the copicef ‘pragmatic Pan-Africanism’ is
central to this work.
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The concept of ‘pragmatic Pan-Africanism’ tend$adous more on those practical
things that have been done to demonstrate Afridaicéh Diasporan co-operation, as
against the theoretical expositions of plans téhdosame or sentimental identification by
Diasporan blacks with Afric&. This framework of study enables us to argue lyathe
1970s African-Americans had decidedly come to tharaness that they had close
affinity with Africans in the continent, not jusacially but also because of their common
exposure to White racist and capitalist exploitatibhey saw themselves and the African
people on the continent as the “source of supéditprothe victims of physical
oppression, social ostracism, economic exclusiah gersonal hatred.” This was why
they found it necessary to form an internationadBlvanguard to fight against racism in
America and for the liquidation of European coldisia in Africa. This study of the
ALSC helps to show the practical ways Africanshia Diaspora could and did contribute
to Africa’s political liberation, and in a specialay, addresses some questions asked
previously by some writers (Weil, 1974; Frazier5&82 Hence, Weil (1974) had asked a
guestion in the title of his article, “Can the Btado for Africa What the Jews Did for
Israel?” and Frazier (1958), had asked the questM/hat Can the American Negro
Contribute to the Social Development of Africa?i the same vein, Barrett (1969) even
asked a more fundamental question: “should BlackeArans be involved in African
Affairs?”

The historical approach of highlighting theys in which Black people in the
Diaspora had been involved in Africa before the G9@nd after goes a long way in
answering the above questions. Nonetheless, dlirigd say that African-Americans have
continued to pragmatically and practically identifith Africa, as will be shown through
the efforts of the African Liberation Support Contte¢ (ALSC), the kernel topic of this
study.

Establishment and Objectives of the Organization

A major strand of the growth of African conscioass among African-Americans
in the 1960s was the identification with Africa,ltcwally, and politically (Weisbord,
1973; Duignan and Gann, 1984:342). As part ofrtpelitical orientation, there was a
marked new identification by African-Americans withhose areas of Africa still under
European domination. Hence, Black nationalistsdiffierent ideological persuasions
started emphasizing in their rhetoric and actisitthe commonality of the struggle
against white oppression which African-Americans #mose Africans still under white
domination were waging. Thus, some African-American leaders of the 12360k and
the 1970s now identified with the struggle for Bdanajority rule in Southern Rhodesia
(now Zimbabwe); the independence movements in GuiBgssau, Angola, and
Mozambique, and the efforts to end the aparthestesy of government in South Africa.
The ALSC was established in order to put into peattterms this identification with
African liberation in Africa.
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The machinery for the setting up of the ALSC was i motion by Owusu
Sadaukai, an African-American that had visited @dri he had visited Tanzania in
September, 1971 and that visit provided the impdtusthe establishment of the
organization (at the time, he was the director ailddlm X Liberation University in
Greensboro, North Carolina). During his visit, hésited the liberated areas of
Mozambique as a guest of the Fronte de Libertaeablozambique (FRELIMO: Front
for the Liberation of Mozambique). And according Sadaukai, this experience was a
tremendously inspiring one because it offered Hue dpportunity to discuss with the
leadership of FRELIMO the kind of support that @bbke mobilized among the African-
American people in the USHence, FRELIMO leaders indicated that the best way
African-Americans could help African liberation was organize support in the form of
organized protests and mass demonstrations, albaglines of the anti-Vietham
discordance of the 1960s in the U.S., and furtheepfeRELIMO suggested that African-
Americans put pressure on the U.S. governmentdp dealing with Portugal and that
they didn’t necessarily need African-Americans aone over and fight?

Inspired by the FRELIMO request, Sadaukai calledn@eting of leaders of
different Black nationalist groups that were themdtional in the African-American
community. Participants at the first meeting dedidhat their support for the African
struggle would be organized around mass demormigatio be held on African
Liberation Day in the month of Mdy. Thus, the meeting set up an African Liberation
Day Co-ordinating Committee (ALDCC) to put togetipdans for the demonstrations.

The ALDCC involved leaders of several shades ditipal opinion, including
members of the Congressional Black Caucus, leadérgnainstream civil rights
organizations, and those of the Black liberationvement, that is, the ‘Black Power
militants’*? It was this broad coalition that organized thstfidfrican Liberation Day
demonstration.

After the first demonstration, militant elementsthe ALDCC coalition decided
to call a meeting to establish the African LibevatiSupport Committee. The inaugural
meeting was held at Malcolm X Liberation UniversityGreensboro, North Carolina, on
July 25, 1972. At this meeting, a decision wasetako establish a permanent
organization to lead the growing support for Afridéberation movements. It was also
decided to trim off those leaders that belongedh® political centre or who weren’t
revolutionary; this was because these “... former 8Dpoliticians, stars, etc... did no
productive ongoing work throughout the whole mdiaition process'®
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And as a result, those who formed the new coréd®proposed ALSC were “mainly the
nationalists and Pan-Africanists who served as d¢bee group for organizing the
demonstration, plus some new people (students anamenity activists), advanced
elements, who had been active at the local lewetsinging people to the demonstration,
and had been won to ALSC? These individuals belonged mainly to the lefitfieir
ideological persuasion. The meeting appointed #&ioNal Steering Committee to
formulate a comprehensive political statement tdgthe work of the ALSC.

The National Steering Committee met on a numbenagfsions to clarify and
produce a more comprehensive political statemegtitde the nascent organization. The
most important of the meetings was held at Frogm®oeith Carolina between June 28
and July 1, 1973. The Committee produced a “Stateéraf Principles” (SOP) which the
ALSC adopted at the Frogmore meeting. The SOP daassm and imperialism as the
major enemies facing African-American people; gwed that the basis for unity in the
Black liberation movement had to be anti-capitahstharacter; it also acknowledged the
existence of classes in the African-American Comityuand called for working class
leadership in the Black liberation movement.

The SOP adopted at Frogmore laid out seven bdgectives of the future
activities of the ALSC, and the program of actidtowed the attempts to combine the
struggle both in the United States and AfritaThe ALSC's objectives were to:

. raise money for liberation groups in southern Afreamd Guinea-Bissau;

. conduct educational seminars and programs on raciemdalism, imperialism,
colonialism, and neo-colonialism, and its effectthe continent of Africa, especially
southern Africa and Guinea Bissau;

. develop and distribute literature, films, and othlestucational materials on racism,
feudalism, imperialism, colonialism, neo-coloniali@nd its effects on the continent of
Africa;

. participate in and aid Afro-American community aAffo-American workers in the

struggles against oppression in the U.S., Canadbthee Caribbean;

. engage in efforts to influence and transform U@icy as regards its imperialist role in
the world;
. engage in mass actions against governments, psydara companies that are involved

in or are supportive of racist, illegitimate regsria southern Africa and Guinea Bissau;

. support and spearhead ALD demonstration in conjpmatith the International African
Solidarity Day*®
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These objectives defined some of the activitiethef ALSC by 1973, and those
that it carried out before its demise.

The ALSC also adopted an organizational structdar¢hea July 1973 meeting
which consisted of the National Steering Committe#n an Executive Committee and
special units to handle research and developmentjuption and distribution, fund
raising and investigation. In addition, regionstiate, and local committees were to be
established. The four regions within the ALSC wiie Southern, North East, Mid West,
and Western Regiort5. From July 1973 to August 1974, the ALSC had exjednto
include fifty-five chapters. By 1974, however, th.SC’s national structure was
decentralized “to allow for greater local autonoand initiative due to differing local
conditions and different political lines which lestarious chapters®  This
decentralization of the organization led to the&lata central headquarters to help direct
the local chapters, a situation that led to a rttlisintegration of the ALSC into an

“amoebic form”*®

The subsequent history of the ALSC shows an orgéiniz within which
disagreements were very prominent in its attemptdefine its directio® In spite of
these disagreements, it was still able to exeanteesof its programs. This was partly
possible because in its projects, involving massihzation, the ALSC tended to
underplay the ideological differences among itspsuiers. When the ideological
differences widened and became more intensifie@, MLSC activities suffered.
Nonetheless, their practical work included campsiglemonstrations, and promotion of
educational and agitational programs, which weraregg towards assisting African
liberation.

Activities of the African Liberation Support Committee

A major means by which the ALSC mobilized its sopdor African Liberation
struggles in southern Africa was through the orgaton of demonstrations to coincide
with African Liberation Day, on May 25, of every are To ensure maximum
participation by workers, students and those ermfjageweekday commitments, the
ALSC always moved the activities to the first Sday after May 25, if that date wasn't
on a weekend. The ALSC succeeded in organizing wed-publicized and well-
attended demonstrations on African Liberation Da$972 and 1973. In terms of scope
and attendance, other demonstrations in other ywarse not as elaborate and well
attended as these first two.
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The first African Liberation Day demonstratsowere held on May 27, 1972, in
Washington, D.C., San Francisco, Toronto, GrenBdapinica, and Antigua. The main
purposes of the demonstrations were to “show thidwaur support for the struggle our
brothers are waging; protest U.S. involvement intBern Africa; and protest European
settler colonies’ suppression of liberation movetaéft The activities for African
Liberation Day were put together by the Steeringn@uttee of ALDCC. This body was
chaired by Owusu Sadaukai; other members includagolMRichard G. Hatcher of Gary,
Indiana; U.S. Representatives Charles Diggs Jr.lands Stokes; Southern Christian
Leadership Conference (SCLC) President Ralph D.rAdiby; Black Panther Party
Prime Minister Huey P. Newton and the Rev. Luciuslk&r, Director of the Inter-
religious Foundation for Community Organisatfén.

There were different estimates on the number dipjee that attended the
demonstrations The African-American community-basesvspapers tended to report
higher figures as against the White newspapersgtha lower figures. The estimates of
the Washington demonstrators ranged from 12,0Gfyrding to théNashington Post, to
25,000, as reported bihe Black Panther and theAfrican World 2 In the case of San
Francisco, théVashington Post, put the attendance at 200 persons, wherea&fthen
World put the figures at 10,000; ti@alifornia Voice put the number at approximately
3,000 Black men, women and childrén.The African World estimated that in all, sixty
thousand Black people in the Western Hemisphereodstrated in Washington, D.C.,
San Francisco, Toronto, Gernada, Dominica, andgEt.

While there is disagreement on the attendancedsjuhere is agreement on the
fact that the demonstration was an all-Black e¥&ntThe New York Times report
indicated that the whole event was planned andyuBlacks.28

According to Sadauki, “if we had wanted & gff into an integrated thing, and there
was a lot of pressure on us to do that, yeah, wé&ldwave had 75,00¢”. He went on to
emphasize the significance of the non-integratioth® movement:

the 25,000 to 30,000 Black folks, ... said a wholernwre in many
ways than 75,000 integrated groups. Becausedttbat Black people,
stood solidly with Black people, that we had reachepoint where we
could pull that many people there without any kafdvhite support, in
terms of the press, and all tHat.
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Newspaper reports on the demonstrations alsoatelithat there was a “strong
Black nationalist tone” in the speeches made atdhies. The Washington Post reported
that “Black nationalist flags of red, black, andgn dotted the monument assembly (The
Washington Monument, renamed for the day Lumumhsafxafter the slain Congolese
premier, Patrice Lumumba), as well as the marct,tha marchers, dressed in fatigues,
denims and African clothing, shouted black natiailogans and chant$®. Some of
the marchers carried signs saying “Africa for thieicans’, ‘Black People Must Unify’,
and ‘Arm Yourself or Harm Yourself. Their chantsicluded, “Power to the
People/Black, Black Power to the African Peoplepwtill survive in America/Very Few
Niggers and No Crackers at Af®.

Both the demonstrations in Washington, D.C. ana Bancisco were marked by
protest marches and speeches delivered by promieadérs in the African-American
community. The speakers expressed their solidantth the African struggle,
emphasizing the fact that, no Blackman is free drere until all Africans are free. They
also condemned the U.S. for its support of the eggive Rhodesian, Portuguese, and
South African governments that were enslaving Blaeple in Africa® Speakers at the
rallies represented the broad spectrum of politmaihion in the Black community,
including, in the D.C. rally, George Willey; Congsgnan Charles Diggs, Jr.; Imamu
Baraka (formerly LeRoi Jones of the Congress oficaft People); Essiah Zhuwarara
(representative of the Front for the LiberationZohbabwe (FROLIZI); Elaine Brown,
Minister of Information of the Black Panther PariRoy Innis, Director of the Congress
of Racial Equality; Owusu Sadaukai; and CongresskVatter Fauntroy. A message
from Stokely Carmichael, the former head of Stud&n-Violent Co-ordinating
Committee (SNCC) then living in Guinea, was alsadre The San Francisco gathering
was addressed by Charles Koen; Mayor Richard Hgt8ubby Seale, Chairman of the
Black Panther Party; California Assemblyman WilBrown; Walter Rodney (then
teaching in Tanzania); Donald Williams of the Blattorkers Congress; David Sibeko of
the Pan-Africanist Congress of South Africa; andshie Johnson, head of the Student
Organisation for Black Unity (SOBU). Despite theet that many speakers differed in
ideological perspectives, a fact noticeable in thany presentations was that “most
speakers followed the general theme of denoundiegu.S. government foreign and
domestic policy toward African people and illusingtthe identity of struggle between
Africans in America and Africans on the continefft”.

Different speakers emphasized the significancéhef demonstration, and they
agreed that it marked an historic event for so mafmican-Americans to come together

for the fundamental purpose of showing their conder Africa, and solidarity with the
African liberation struggles being waged in south&frica.
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Lu Palmer stated in an article in tldicago Daily News that, “The significance of the
May 27" demonstrations lies in the fact that it marksfttet time since Marcus Garvey's
Back-to-Africa Movement in the 1920s that massedJds. Blacks will have come
together as a commitment to Africa as their anaesiome™®® Sadaukai, in his speech,
saw the importance of the demonstration in the thett it showed that African-

Americans were concerned about what was happemingfrica3* Sadaukai, in his

address to the crowd, went further to say:

Your presence demonstrated that we are no longgndpuhe
argument that Africans on the continent are difiergom us.
We are moving to the point where we understandtthiatracist
capitalist monster, that we are struggling agaimste, is the
same one that oppresses our people in Africa, dnaver the
world *

Writing in a similar vein,The Black Panther_in an editorial, stated that “we had
shown, in our single effort on May %7that many thousands of our people (a greater
number than our enemies would have dared dreamyaargcious and concerned about
the liberation of the Motherland from which we wéen centuries ago®

The May 1972 demonstrations marked a period whéicah-Americans of
varying political and ideological leaning came tibgg to show solidarity with the
African liberation struggle in Africa. Apart fromme marches and rallies that formed the
core of these demonstrations, nothing more was dariag this early stage to concretely
support the struggle. It was with the formal ekshiment of the ALSC in the period
following the May 27, 1972 demonstration that otftems of support, including material
support, were now added to the program of action.

When the ALSC was formally established after tB&2Ldemonstrations, it was
decided that the body be organizationally sepahaten the African Liberation Day
(ALD) sub-committee, the latter to be subordinat¢hie former. This decision was made
with the hope that the ALSC would be built into “arganization which was more than
just a structure designed to mobilize large numldérpeople and raise some money
during only one day in May of each yé&ar.In accordance with this decision, state and
local ALD planning committees were established.eSehcommittees were to include the
broadest possible organizational representatiofewle ALSC was to remain in control
of all policy decisions® It was under this arrangement that plans for Afigcan
Liberation Day for 1973, were worked out. Demoaistins were to be held in thirty
cities in the U.S., co-ordinated with activities@anada, the West Indies, London, and
several African capital®.
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There was a major tactical shift made at the foodtional ALSC meeting held in
Washington, D.C., on December 23, 1972. It wasdeecthat “African Liberation Day
1973 was to consist of local demonstrations andl-faising activities in areas where
there was a committee strong enough to mobilizgrafeeant number of people and was
in a position to raise a significant amount of mph® Local communities were
expected to raise two thousand dollars, and foniyusand dollars was set as an
international figure to shoot for, in the driversose money for a ‘United African Appeal
Fund’ to support the liberation movements in southirica.

The ALSC made other tactical decisions beforedémonstrations of 1973. It
was decided at a February 10, 1973 meeting in Qbitlaat “local and state committees
were to extend invitation to non-black organisasiqthat would take or have taken
similar stands against imperialism) to participate the demonstration under the
guidelines devised by the Support Committ€e.”This decision did not mean an
integration of the ALSC, because it was furtheridied that “the committee will remain
all Black and the organizing efforts for local demtrations will focus on the Black
community. The other organizations invited to gvate will organize in their own
communities.*? The ALSC also decided that, after the demonsmafitbcal committees
were to work for a boycott of “Gulf Oil, Lancers W4, and Portuguese sardines and
freeze-dried coffee that comes out of Angdfa.”

In its final meeting before the African Liberati@ay demonstration on May 26,
1973, the national ALSC outlined the official pasit of the committee concerning the
distribution of funds to designated liberation manamts and groups in Africa. Its policy
was that:

In line with our stated goals of giving financialdamaterial support to
liberation groups struggling in Southern Africa, ita Bissau and
Cape Verde Islands, the National African Liberatiddupport
Committee in Greensboro, North Carolina, on Ap#| 2973 voted to
give support in 1973 to the following liberationogps: PAIGC in
Guinea Bissau and Cape Verde Islands; FRELIMO irediabique;
UNITA in Angola; and the Joint Command of ZANU-ZAPW
Zimbabwe (Rhodesia). These groups will be supdodet of the
money raised during the United African Appeal dffturing the month
of May. The National African Liberation Support Conttee will
divide equally 80 percent of the money collectedween the four
groups. The other 20 percent of the money will de¢ aside for
additional funding in 1973 of groups based on gmmmendations of
a special sub-committee appointed at the meefirigs sub-committee
will make recommendations to the National Africabdration Support
Committee when it has compiled its investigafton.
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At this meeting, the ALSC voted not to ggisny money to the Organisation of
African Unity (OAU) to distribute to the liberatiomovements, since the ALSC was
willing to set its own criteria for judgement orettssue.

Reports of the actual activities of May 26, 197Rlicate that the African
Liberation Day (ALD) for 1973 was relatively sucstd. Demonstrations were held in
more than thirty-five cities of Africa, the Unit&tates, the Caribbean and Canada. In the
United States, demonstrations were held in Wasbmdd.C., New York and Oakland,
California. In New York, Manhattan Borough PresitjePercy Sutton, designated the
month of May as “African Liberation Month” and thietersection of 128 St. and
Seventh Ave. as “African Liberation Squaf@”. The ceremonies of the day were
identical to those of 1972The Washington Post reported that the 1973 demonstration in
Washington was local and drew smaller crowds tihah of 1972, and it estimated that
about 4,500 Washington Blacks marched in a chifly eet weathet® In all, the ALD
1973 demonstration was able to mobilize some 80p@@ple’’ Unlike the first ALD of
1972, money was collected for selected liberatimvements in Africd® The ALSC
was able to raise some funds in its drive, and gdn® to the selected liberation
movements to help them purchase military equipreech as walkie-talkies.

African nations and liberation movements sent @spntatives to a number of
ALD sites. The delegates came to explain the rieedupport. Some of the Africans
present at the Washington, D.C., rally were Ahmexko® Toure, nephew of the
President of the Republic of Guinea, Sekou TourenpSon V. Mtambanengwe,
Secretary for Political Affairs for the Zimbabwe rigflan National Union (ZANU);
Sikhanyiso Ndlovu, Secretary of the Zimbabwe Afnid¢zeoples’ Union (ZAPU); Salvino
D’Luz of the African Party for Independence of Gesn(Bissau) and Cape Verde Islands
(PAIGC) and Ambassador Alhaji Abdulaye Toure of Republic of Guined’

The 1973 ALD was the high point in the mobilizatiefforts of the ALSC. This
was because, after this demonstration, the idembdalling-out within the committee
developed into a major conflict. This ideologiaa@nflict within the ALSC was a
reflection of the major disagreement among Bladkliectuals and activists within the
Black civil rights movement in the 1970s. Basigathere were those who believed that
the solutions to the African-American problem in émga should be based on class and
not on blackness or race and thus prescribed ®icsblutions. They tended to
emphasize the class struggle against capitalisrmaaetolonialism. On the other hand,
there were those who believed that the problemneagapitalism or mercantilism rather
it was purely and simply a problem of colour, hertbe solution laid in Black
nationalisnm*
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This now caused a split in the ALSC, since thosethef first persuasion tended to
dominate affairs within the organization, consedlyethose of the latter order, the Black
nationalists now quit the ALSE. The leader of the ALSC Owusu Sadauki, Amiri
Baraka, Maulana Karenga, S.E. Anderson, Mark Sraitd Abdul Aikalimat were
prominent Black intellectuals and activists whdigtied the new ‘scientific socialism’ as
the solution to the Black problem.

In the ideological debates that marked this emuhrious peculiarities of the
various shades of socialism were ignored, hencsetlod the socialist persuasion now
coalesced into what they called “Marxist — Lenirisiao-Tse Tung” ideology, arguing
that they were all basically socialists. This grdaecame quite distinct from those who
saw themselves as ‘Black nationalist Pan-Africanist This group disparaged and
criticized socialism/communism and capitalism, sgythat they were two sides of a bad
coin, hence, two ideologies which the Whites usegpress and exploit the Black man
throughout the world® Subscribers to this latter viewpoint were Haki dfiabuiti
(formerly Don L. Lee), John Oliver Killens, RonaWlalters, John Henrik Clarke, Jitu
Weusi, Kalamu ya Salaam and Mwanza (Charles Rasdsjable members of this latter
group, including Madhubuti and Mwanza resigned fitbe ALSC.

Between the 1973 ALD and 1974, the ALSC was ablerjanize other activities
that were related to aiding the African strugglEhe Committee joined the campaign to
repeal the U.S. Senate Byrd Amendment which watttedithorize the U.S. government
to continue to import chrome from Rhodesia in cavgntion of the UN sanctions against
Rhodesia for the latter’s unilateral declaration it independence and its racial
policies® The ALSC, through its various chapters, went @igaature-campaign to get
people to sign a petition that was to be sent éoUtS. Congress through congressman
Charles Diggs, Jr., and Senator Edward BroGk&uccessful demonstrations, protesting
the amendment, were held in Washington, D.C., Balte, New York City, Newark, and
Rochester, New York during July and October of 1874t least 15,000 signatures were
collected on the petition demanding the repeahefByrd Amendment’

The ALSC also organized the International Week Sxlidarity Against
Portuguese Imperialism (November 18-24, 1973) inclviat least twenty local chapters
were involved in mass activity, including demonstnas, forums, rallies and fundraising
educational programs. This campaign included #ideto boycott Gulf Oil which was
accused of being “the largest single investor inricaf (with more in Angola,
Mozambique, and Guinea Bissau than the other cadb29 U.S. companies) and pays
over $50 million to Portugal each year — over fadlthe military budget for fighting
African Liberation Struggles®
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The ALSC also carried out an active campaign ppsut of the new Republic of
Guinea Bissau. It collected signatures which wsenat to the U.S. Congress demanding
recognition of the newly independent country of i&a-Bissau by the United States
government?®

Between 1973 and 1974 the ALSC also incorporatéal its programs national
and local issues. These issues included the “greigis”, and end to police repression
(Nashville and Atlanta), prison reform (Texas), aagbital punishment (North Carolina).
The ALSC also often gave support to strikes, dernatisns and rallies by workers.
This was meant to “bring a greater awareness ofefralism as the basic cause of
oppression and exploitation inside the U.S. as asthroughout the world®

The ALSC was also unable to continue as a unitedt fafter the Washington
D.C. conference of May 1974. This was becaus@eficrimonious disagreements over
what the dominant ideology of the organisation $thtwne: Black nationalism or scientific
socialism. From the time of the 1974 meeting, ‘ldagjsm” took over from “activism”
in terms of the direction of the ALSC, and thisajhg undermined the effectiveness of
the organizatiofi*

Although ALSC went into a hiatus after 1974, irvI9t came alive again under a
new name, the Organizing Committee for a New Afrit@beration Support Committee
(OC-ALSC). This was based mainly in Chicago but hacal chapters in Atlanta,
Oakland and Milwaukee, Wisconsin. The OC-ALSC swed for a brief period, and
succeeded in carrying out an effective campaigstop the sale of the South African
gold coin, the Krugerrand, in targeted stores sashhe Carson Pirie Scott Company.
The OC-ALSC also held ten demonstrations in a peabten weeks that led Carson
Pirie Scott’s board of directors to vote on Novemd®, 1977, to remove the Krugerrand
from all its store$?

Ronald Bailey, then a professor at Northwesterivéisity, co-ordinated the ‘Ban
the Krugerrand Coalition’ in Evanston, lllinois. part from the Carson Pirie Scott and
Co. department store, the First National Bank dmel $tate National Bank, both in
Evanston, also decided not to sell the &inlhus, the anti-Krugerrand campaign led to
major regional demonstrations that were held oneDdaer 3, 1977 in New York City,
Atlanta and Californi&?

While the OC-ALSC adopted as its main slogan “Eilghperialism from USA
(United States of America) to USA (Union of Soutfriéa)” its activities were limited
and the efforts shortly petered out. The march @motest that it organized at the White
House on African Liberation Day, 1977 attractecebafifteen hundred people. The new
mobilization of support for the southern Africabdration struggle by this period had
been taken over by a new group — Trans Africa, Inc.
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Contributions of the AL SC to the African Liberation Struggle

Historically, apart from the CAA (Council on Afaa Affairs) and later the
ALSC, there was no other African-American organaain the post-Second World War
period that was able to mobilize the masses toessptheir support for African liberation
struggles and send material aid to help the steugghe ALSC and CAA were different
from the American Negro Leadership Conference amcAffANLCA) and the American
Society of African Culture (AMSAC), especially irerms of membership and the
methods of operation, the two other organizatidrat focussed on assisting Afrita.
The ANLCA and AMSAC were elite bodies that did motolve the masses of African-
Americans in their activities. The ALSC, like t@AA, on the other hand, centred its
activities round mass mobilization; students, woskeand members of the middle class
that participated in ALSC demonstrations; the lesli@ and membership of both
AMSAC and ANLCA could be described as “conservdtivieut those of the ALSC
tended to belong to the Black radical group. Asest earlier, by 1974 the leadership of
the ALSC had succeeded in decidedly pushing the@\ksadopt a “Marxist-Leninist-
Mao Tse Tung” ideology as its guiding principle.hig leftist bent of the ALSC thus
caused some members of the more conservative cfa8frican-American leaders to
keep away from the organisation, especially becatifee cold war climate of the time.

In terms of activities, the ALSC was also diffardnrom AMSAC and the
ANLCA. For example, while the ANLCA tended to farits activities on organising
conferences and meetings with U.S. governmentialficno “positive actions” were
taken by the group to support the African libenatgiruggle. St. Clair Drake, in his
assessment of the earlier contributions of Afridéanerican groups to the African
liberation struggle, wrote that, if we are very Bsnwith ourselves we shall have to
admit that we played virtually no role in the libgon and consolidation of the now
independent African States — except to serve ayaproud cheering section. We were
too busy looking toward our own integration to plagy important part in African
liberation, and there was no pressing need 5 it.

In contrast, the ALSC adopted “positive actions’the form of demonstrations,
petition drives, boycott campaigns, and fund rggm mobilize their support for African
liberation struggles. These combined activitiesAbEC helped to publicize the nature
and importance of the African liberation strugglesNews reports of ALSCs
demonstrations appeared in major newspapers, imguicdhe New York Times and The
Washington Post, and a host of African-American news outlets sashtheAfrican
World, andThe Black Panther.
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Owusu Sadaukai, chairman of the ALSC, was of those that assessed the
importance of the ALSC’s organized demonstratioms.his view, the demonstrations
were “a kind of willingness on the part of peopteirtiternationalize our struggle and a
willingness to begin to understand the concept tmatare an African peopl&”. He
further emphasized “that this expression on thé¢ @lathe masses went beyond the level
of a psychological cultural nationalist identificat with Africa or an expression denoted
by a desire to go back to Africa,” and that it waso significant in that “it was an
expression of the understanding of what our streigglall about and a willingness to
accept the notion that Black people throughout wheld have a common enemS$P”
Marion Barry expressed a similar view in a statensorsing the efforts of the ALSC
when he opined that, it is very gratifying to wisseand participate in the growth of a
movement in this country, which in one year of migation has demonstrably
heightened the level of political consciousnesBlatks here and is now moving to raise
thousands of dollars to directly contribute to &fm liberation movemeft.

Beyond demonstrations on African Liberation Day #LSC collected money
that it committed to helping African liberation wfygles. While it is not possible to
ascertain the exact amount collected, it markeeva phase in African-American support
for the liberation struggle in Africa in the 1970€ongressman Charles C. Diggs, Jr.,
observed in 1974, that “reinforcing commitment thgb financial support is another
aspect of struggle that Afro-Americans are begigrimunderstand in new ways. There
is a financial exchange between Africans and Afroekicans in the name of freedof?".
The ALSC'’s drive to support African liberation sjgles was to meet the organization’s
declared aim of providing material support for 8teuggle. Sadaukai explained that to
raise the money, “we will use the traditional methaof fund-raising among blacks-
barbeque and chicken dinners, church suppers, gaaties, dances and cabarets, sweet
potato pie and coconut cake sales, street bazadrethers.”* There is a report that the
ALSC gave Amilcar Cabral, the leader of the libienatstruggle in Guinea Bissau, an
honorarium of $2,200, when he came to give a spaedhincoln University where he
received an honorary doctoral degfée.

The ALSC also initiated the program to boycott tBalf Oil Company and
Portuguese products. The OC-ALSC spearheadeditresid Chicago and in some other
selected cities to ban the sale of the South Afrigald coin, the Kruggerand. Relative
success was achieved in this direction. Thus th8 @R was working to attack both
Portuguese and South African economic interestshen United States. American
companies doing business in southern Africa wese trgeted by ALSC protests. Such
protests were definitely taking the support foriédn liberation beyond mere rhetoric to
the level of activism, especially within the U.S.
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The petition drives of the ALSC also constitutedthajor way through which it
lent support to African struggles. Their ralligsdapetitions, the latter sent to Congress
through Representatives such as Charles Diggssldowed unmistakable interest of
African-Americans for African interests. The sigma&s collected by ALSC lent some
weight to the struggle to repeal the Byrd Amendmani973, and such support was
important to African-American members of Congress their efforts to influence
America’s decisions that affect Africa.

The ALSC in its active years helped to raise theell®f consciousness among
African-Americans of the necessity for them to helfrican liberation struggles.
Leaders of the organisation established the imiatedness between the exploited and
degraded status of Africans both in the continert those in the Western Hemisphere.
It was therefore not surprising that in the 197@s issue of support for Africa became
part of Black intellectual and activist debatestin U.S™* For the ALSC, the African’s
predicament was traceable to the evil of capitalitnattributed Africa’s and African
exploitation to imperialism; hence the new OC-ALSfopted the motto ‘fight
imperialism from USA to USA'. The leaders emphasizhe fact that “there can be no
peace or honour until all Black people are fr€e”.

As stated earlier, the ALSC suffered from ideolagidisagreement amongst its
early members. The debates based on ALSC priscipddped to bring about intense
discussions on the direction of the entire Bladikeltation Movement in America. In the
process, there were splinters and mergers of drifegroups, while individuals learnt
more about the different ideologies on liberatioovements. The debates led to national
conferences being called such as that called byAl®C of Howard University in
Washington, D.C. in May of 1974. Debates were centred around such issues as the
primacy of the struggle in the U.S. versus emphasisthe African continent; the
importance of a class analysis among Blacks inUtf, the role of the Black petty-
bourgeoisie, the necessity for a party, the lanestjon; and alliances with whités. As
already indicated, these debates led to some memlbigdrawing from the organization.
Unfortunately for Africa, the ideological squabbleghin the ALSC stymied the activist
angle of the organisation, while dogmatism domidate

Indications are that “African revolutionaries” inding leaders of the liberation
movements in southern Africa identified with the $C, but same cannot be said for
most of the established governments in Africa. sThitter position may not be
unconnected with the fact that most of the govemtmen Africa at this time refused to
identify with communism/socialism.
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A contradiction however exists in the relationshyetween the ALSC and the
Organisation of African Unity (OAU) on the issuewhich of the liberation movements
to support, especially in Angola. Fundamentalty ALSC refused to send the financial
assistance for the liberation movement throughQA&) since they argued that the OAU
was a “historic relic which had attached itselftb@ underside of the sinking ship of
Western Imperialism*®

It is ironic however, that whereas on the Angolasug, the OAU decided to
recognize and support the MPLA under Augustino Netibo was supported by
communist Russia, the ALSC decided to recognizegwel financial support to UNITA
which was supported by capitalist U.S. This waselgucontradictory. Although
different explanations have been proffered for thsision, they are not convincing,
rather ALSC by this decision seem to have eitharid#®l to support the American
popular position in the climate of the Cold War,eoa the body was just not well
informed. The explanations for this decision, hegreinclude such arguments as that:

UNITA was seen as being ‘Blacker’ or more natiostidi than
the MPLA,; secondly the decision was in consonandé e
earlier decision not to give any money to the OAWbick
supported the MPLA, since the OAU was defined ke heo-
colonial instrument of imperialism’, and ‘by suppog UNITA,
ALSC will be giving international credibility to ,itand will be
forcing organisations like the OAU to deal with ésistencé’.

Abdul Alkalimat argues also that it was the view tbe ALSC that it was
important for the liberation movements in Angoladamther parts of Africa to work
together, hence the decision to support UNITA. afitkmat also attributes the decision to
support UNITA to the fact that the organisation haeay nationalist supporters in the
U.S., including Kwadjo Akpan who was a member of @ganisation called Pan-
Africanist Congress based in Detroit that workedbehalf of UNITA. He also averred
that the decision was taken because the ALSCHattit shouldn’t give up the right to
make its own decision on whom to supgdrt.
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Later events in Angola, including the United S$agpvernment support for
UNITA led some to conclude that the ALSC defendifidNITA had “betrayed the real
principles of Pan-African nationalism, by renegimg their own statement of principles
which declared that the U.S. ruling class... was ttwner stone of Western
imperialism... Africa’s most dangerous eneniy”. The ALSC, by disregarding the
position adopted by the OAU, turned out to be sufppy the U.S., UNITA, and the
South African axis in the Angolan conflict. Thuis, position undermined the solidarity
which the OAU hoped to build in helping to rallypport for the MPLA.

Alkalimat’s response to this criticism of the ALS{&cision is that “the present
situation in Angola where the MPLA is being compdlito negotiate with UNITA, and
the MPLA’s government decision to take loans frdm tnternational Monetary Fund
show that the ALSC was not far off base in its sieci and it raises the fundamental
question as to whether a true socialist revolutiad actually taken place in Angol%.”
This defence notwithstanding, it is obvious thathe early 1970s some of the leaders of
the ALSC did not respect the views of the OAU, aganisation they described as “neo-
colonialist”. Aside from the explanations offerbgl the ALSC in its manifestoes, an
important explanation for the contradiction in ALS(osition is closely tied to the
ideological factionalisation within the ALSC whickas still raging at the time the
decision was made, and which eventually led talésise. Later groups, such as the
Congressional Black Caucus and Trans-Africa Intictv don’t seem to be haunted by
such ideological divisiveness, have tended to isihe positions of the OAU on most
issues, without necessarily taking directives frita OAU. Aside from the case of
Angola, the ALSC and OAU positions converged orumber of other liberation issues
in regards to Africa.

Nevertheless, the African liberation struggle ologly benefited from the
activities of the ALSC. Apart from the conscioussighat it raised in the African-
American community on the question of helping Adriat was able to work out a
functional coalition, even through for a short whilthat rallied material and moral
support on behalf of Africa. Beyond the bordershaf USA, the ALSC also represented
the international links with similar groups in Cdaa Antigua, Jamaica, Dominica, and
Trinidad, and built an international network of pe To a certain degree the ALSC, in
its mobilization of the masses, and the internatidinks it established, was the closest to
the Garvey Movement of the 1928s.

However, the ALSC was not able to entrench itasla long-lasting organisation
in the African-American community, partly becausk tibe dogmatic squabbles. It
originally brought together people and organisatiohdifferent political persuasions to
rally around the common cause of supporting Afrigat in its attempts to clarify
ideological orientation’ as exhibited in the comfeces it organized, its effectiveness
became weakened, and it eventually phase*out.
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The fact that it was able to achieve targggalccesses in its activities, and that some
of its moda operandi have been adopted by new organizations that haweemerged in
the African-American community that work to suppAftica, are testimonies to the fact
that it was realistic in selecting its goals. Nerganizations such as Trans-Africa Inc.
have avoided one of the major pitfalls of the ALSGat of its “radical” “leftist”
inclination, a factor that partly explains the @nt durability of Trans-Africa.

Conversely, the existence and activitiethe ALSC constitute a clear testimony to
the fact that while the masses of African-Americamse identifying culturally with the
‘New Africa’ of the 1960s and 1970s, they were dsing mobilized to contribute to the
struggle to free Africa of the last shackles of ti@ldolonial domination.

Conclusion

It was during the Italo-Ethiopian crisis of 19394D that African-Americans first
concretely demonstrated their support for the Afmictruggle against white imperialists.
In years to come, the Council on African Affairbet American Society of African
Culture and the American Negro Leadership ConferemcAfrica as Black organisations
in the United States offered African-Americans dpgortunity to fraternize with African
people from Africa, and thus contribute to thenuggles. It was this tradition that the
ALSC maintained. Through it, African-Americans damstrated their solidarity with the
people of southern Africa in their struggle. Thigidan liberation effort received a boost
from this international angle, and in subsequemtrgieTrans-Africa Inc., continued the
practice of African-Americans working within the ltkd States to aid African liberation
efforts. Unlike ALSC, Trans-Africa has not beerghged down by issues of ideology;
instead it has worked by tapping from both the fgali and “conservative” Black
communities.

The decision of African-Americans to work withimetUnited States to aid Africa,
instead of returning to Africa, shows clearly tiernationalization of the operational
field of Pan-Africanism. By maintaining the cormesness of their African links and
continuously working to contribute to Africa, Afan-Americans have operated just as
other prominent identifiable ethnic and nationabups in the United States, such as
Jewish-Americans that have maintained similar limkgh their “homelands”. The
dynamics of this African-American and African cootien are still unfolding, with the
latest being in the common struggle for paymentreparations” to African people by
the Western world.
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1 The concept of “Pragmatic Pan-Africanism”, empbas the practical
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intellectual (See Erhagbe, 1992 and 1994).

2 In most cases, these discussions were necesshigit domestic concerns,
especially with regard to their social, politicaldaeconomic status within
the United States. However, Africa also featurethe context of being an
area for black missionary work.

3 Notable Diasporan blacks that held this viewluded Edward Wilmot
Blyden, Martin Delany, Henry Garnet, Marcus Mosi@arvey, and Paul
Robeson (See for example, Garvey, 1969 and Rob&968).

4 See for example Ranger, 1968; Harris, 1971;i8{at®93 and UNESCO'’s
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The theme of ALD activities in New York City,ay 26, 1973. New York
Amsterdam NewsMay 12, 1973.

Hutchings, (1974).

Ibi

o

, 53.

Detroit African Liberation Support CommitteeRdsition Regarding the
Organisation of African Unity” Unpublished, Apri,973, 4, in “Kadalie,
ALSC, 9.

Interviews with Alkalimat and Bailey: and Huiiehs, 1974:48-58.

Ibid, and Kadalie

Patrice Lumumba Coalition, “The ALSC and CAPafAbon Pan-African
Nationalism for “The Chinese Line”, May 14, 1976, 4

Interview with Alkalimat.
Interview with Bailey.

See. N.53 above.
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