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Democratic Platform Offers Little to Blacks

By Ron Walters

Let's face it. The Democratic Party platform this year will not contain
a Black agenda. But, you say, all Americans have a stake in the issues in the
platform. That is true, but it matters - and it matters desperately - how these
issues relate with the various communities in the country.

For example, it matter little to say that Blacks, "too," want decent jobs,
education and health at a surface level of vague generalities. In order to
make this statement meaningful, it has to take into consideration the shape
of the status and concerns in each of these communities. If the communities
are ghettoized, substantially poor, foreign-born, or lacking average levels of
those public goods, the way in which they are delivered will matter vastly
from the way in which they are delivered to well-off communities. So, one
wants to see the specifics of the policy, not just the vague generalities in
which platforms are written. The platforms of both parties will mention
these issues, but not much detail comes with it.

For the details; the leadership of the Black community has traditionally
created a "Black Agenda." This year, that process has largely been abdicated
and left to progressive Black groups, such as a Black Agenda Conference
(NBAC) that was held in Boston in April and another one in Chicago in
mid-July.

These documents contain the specificity that describes the issues faced
by the Black community and the way in which the political system is asked
to address them. For example, they deal with Black poverty by referring to
the immorality of the new system that replaced welfare and call for its
restructure. They deal with the criminally unjust incarceration of 1 million
Black men and women and call for the repeal of policies such a mandatory
minimum sentences and “Three Strikes You're Out.” They reject the
corporate control of the health care system and call for a "Quality of Life"
constitutional amendment that establishes a right to health care. Similarly,
they call for a constitutional amendment on the right to vote in light of the
disfranchisements suffered by Blacks in Florida and elsewhere during the
2000 elections.

But what is the relationship between this National Black Agenda process
and the national Democratic Party. It is the unwillingness of Black
leadership to fight for such measures for fear of upsetting the possibility of
a smooth Kerry/Edwards train ride into the White House. The
Congressional Black Caucus has held two Black Leadership Summits and
the Kerry campaign has held periodic telephone conference calls. But
precious little of this input has gone into the bowels of the platform process.

One example of what I mean is that the statehood for the District of
Columbia, a predominantly Black city, was contained in the 2000 version of
the Democratic Party platform. However, when the draft of the 2004
platform was finished in Miami on the weekend of July 10, it was not there.
Another is that Congressman Jesse Jackson Jr. attempted to get the Platform
Committee to go on record supporting a Constitutional Amendment for the
right to vote and this set off a tortuous round of negotiations and debate with
the Kerry folks that controlled the drafting process, ending in some vague
compromise language. :

Finally, Dennis Kucinich delegates challenged the platform language at
the drafting session by demanding that American troops withdraw from
Iraq. After rejection of this notion and much negotiation, Kerry operatives
pressured them to accept the Kerry notion of leaving when it is appropriate.
In short, the progressive edge of the issues have been blunted for the sake
of not allowing Kerry to appear too liberal, thus making him even more
vulnerable to his opponents on this score, and for the sake of "party unity."

This year in particular, the strength of the pressure of "party unity" also
blunts issue specifics because the campaign is not so much about Kerry as
it is about getting George Bush out of the White House. Thus, there is the
sentiment, even among Black political leaders, that anything that appears to
interfere with that goal should be sacrificed.

This means at least two things. First, the Black agendas that are written
outside of the formal political process are the best picture that we can get in
this election cycle of the specific goals of the Black community. And while
they will not have official standing, they will exist as the measuring rod for
what is eventually passed by the parties. Second, the Black community must
look beyond this season for the kind of attention to their specific needs that
is presented on the national stage as a part of the formal political process
and prepare to pursue these issues in the public policy arena regardless of
who is elected.

It would be tempting to think that the hundreds of Black delegates to
the Democratic Convention would demand attention to their specific needs.
But they are a carefully chosen lot, under the discipline of the candidate and,
of course, no fools.

Ron Walters is the Distinguished Leadership Scholar, director of the
African American Leadership Institute in the Academy of Leadership and
professor of government and politics at the University of Maryland-College
Park. His latest book is “White Nationalism, Black Interests” (Wayne State
University Press).

Haiti Has Not Been Forgotten

By Bill Fletcher Jr.

When most of us do not hear about, read or see a story for more than a
few days, we either forget about it or figure that everything has been
“worked out.” We have not been hearing much about Haiti recently, but I
can assure you that things have not been "worked out."

The coup of February 29, 2004 against the duly elected government of
President Jean-Bertrand Aristide resulted in a large-scale jpurge of those
connected with the president and his party, the Famni Lavalas. Supporters
and members have been chased underground or murdered. The Bush
administration has, essentially, blockaded Haiti and refused to permit
refugees access to our shores.

Workers attempting to unionize have been crushed. Various institutions
built during the Aristide administration have been destroyed. U.S. troops,
deployed to Haiti supposedly to restore order, have done nothing to restore
genuine constitutional democracy or the real rule of law. Indeed, the
military rebels — known, in the words of Secretary of State Colin Powell,
as ‘thugs’— remain armed and effectively out of control, insisting that they
constitute the core of a reconstituted Haitian army.

Most of the nations of the Caribbean Community (CARICOM) smelled
a rat as soon as the coup took place. In a display of courage that should be
forever rewarded, these Small nations stood up against the arrogant
demands of the Bush administration, which insisted that President Aristide
stay out of the Caribbean and under de facto house arrest in the Central
African Republic. Nevertheless, the Bush administration pressure has
continued and it appears that some cracks have emerged within CARICOM,
with some countries moving toward recognizing the coup-installed regime.
Current conditions make it less than likely that Haiti will be in a position to
have anything approaching legitimate elections. With a continued

atmosphere of squelching political dissent, multi-party elections might take
place, but it is improbable that they would represent the will of the Haitian
people.

In this setting, the message that emerges from the Bush administration
is that we should all “move on” from the circumstances surrounding the
coup. This is a coded term meaning, in effect, that those of us with questions
about the role of the Bush administration in the coup or the circumstances
under which President Aristide was ousted should, to borrow from FOX
Commentator Bill O’Reilly, shut up. We are asked to approve a situation
that should be repudiated, and assume that the clock cannot be turned back.
Such a course of action is unacceptable. While President Aristide, presently
living in exile in South Africa, does not seem to have taken steps to establish
a government-in-exile, the issues at stake are far beyond Aristide-the-
person, as I have said in previous columns. Democracy did not have to be
restored in February 2004 via an armed insurrection. Democracy needed to
have been shored up with international assistance through both the
elimination of the armed thugs who invaded Haiti as well as the provision
of promised assistance to President Aristide’s government. That did not
happen. Instead, the Bush administration was permitted to undermine the
sovereignty of yet another country.

In essence, then, we cannot get over or get beyond what has taken place
in Haiti. In large part this is because the effects of the events of February
2004 in Haiti continue to unfold. It is also because the motivations behind
Bush administration duplicity and destabilization in Haiti remain central to
their approach to handling other international flash points. Unless the
underlying approach is challenged and ultimately rejected, we will never be
able to get over February 29th because that will be only one day in a terrible
line of infamies.

Giving Up On Black People

By James Clingman
Blackonomics

I give up! I'm tired of having to fight against the Black back-stabbers. I give
up! I'm weary of weak-kneed, self-appointed or White establishment-appointed,
“leading Blacks.” I give up! I'm exhausted from years of toiling on positive
economic initiatives for our people, only to have some of my own brothers and
sisters fear they may offend their new masters if they support Black empowerment.
I give up! I’m drained of my substance, my drive, my enthusiasm, and my hope of
ever seeing our people break our psychological chains. I give up! I’'m wom-out,
Black people, fatigued by our slothfulness, the squandering of our resources and
talents, and the abdication of our responsibilities to our children. I give up!

Now that Bill Cosby’s words are the cynosure of our conversations these days,
I may as well jump on the bandwagon too, notwithstanding the fact that if a White
person had said what “The Cos” said, we would be having a completely different
conversation. It sounds like Bill is fed up too; he’s fed up with those Blacks of
“lower economic” status. Well, I’'m fed up with Blacks of higher economic status.
So, I guess between Cosby and me, most Black folks are covered, or should I say
“uncovered.”

While my comments won’t get the same attention as Cosby’s, allow me to vent
the same way he did. I'm tired of Black people who sell themselves and their people
to the lowest bidders. For instance, National Baptist Convention USA officials
agreed to come to Cincinnati, despite the boycott, and in exchange for their $21
million economic impact, they received a banquet, a limousine, a hotel rebate, and a
few free airline trips. Bill Cosby was the first to honor the Cincinnati boycott by
canceling his appearance here. Do we agree with him on that? Will we follow his
example?

We have two Black colleges, Bethune-Cookman and Grambling, agreeing to
come to this boycotted city, in exchange for money they could - and should - be
receiving from Black people. Of course, this so called “Black” football game has
been commandeered by corporate dollars and turned into a hammer with which to
beat oppressed Blacks over their heads. Hmmm. This sounds like a job for the
Blackonomics Million Dollar Club. We could give these two schools much more
money than they will receive for coming to Cincinnati to play a football game
against the wishes of their oppressed brothers and sisters. What do you say, BMDC?
There are Black people, no doubt among the remnant of W.E.B. DuBois’
disappointing Talented Tenth, who settle for terms like MBE, SBE, and WBE,
having to be cex;tiﬁed that they are Black (and glad to do it) to get a contract, and

they never open their mouths to say anything about how Black people are
mistreated. I have proposed, since Black folks just love this alphabet soup
discriminatory process of economic exclusion, that we institute a new category:
“BBE” - Black Business Enterprise.

We have Black leaders, or as Nathan and Julia Hare say, “Leading Blacks,” who
won’t take positions in support of the righteous struggles of their own people. On the
contrary, they will speak in support of the establishment, suggesting everything is all
right and Black folks are doing just fine. We have super-rich Blacks who make
grandstand donations to organizations that do absolutely nothing to uplift their
people. Yes, it’s their money, and they can do whatever they want to with it, but
¢’mon brothers and sisters, you can do much better with what you have.

We have Black organizations that kowtow to get those banquet tables sold at
their “Freedom Dinners” and Awards Banquets. Freedom? Awards? When did we
get free? What are we celebrating? Our major freedom fighting organizations should
refocus their attention on capturing an economic position rather than their leaders
always trying to capture a good position in front of a news camera.

We have celebrities who’ve been mistreated and discriminated against by taxi
drivers, advertisers, and the police, and common Black folks from across the country
rally to their defense, threatening to boycott and punish the transgressors. Some of
those same celebrities, when called upon by common Black folks fighting against
oppression, look the other way and opt for the path of least resistance, such as those
who have come and will be in Cincinnati for the Underground Railroad Freedom
Center celebration in August 2004. Freedom?

Finally, relative to Cosby’s remarks about our children having those $200 gym
shoes, I would say many of our upper class Black folks spend their money on
ridiculous items, too. Check out an Ebony magazine or watch shows like Cribs and
How I’'m Livin.” Talk about ridiculous! These multi-millionaires show us their
homes, their plasma screen TVs in every room, their fur bedspreads, their top-shelf
liquor, their 15 cars with $20,000 worth of tires and rims, and their recreation rooms,
but they never show us their libraries. ,

While Cosby may be “holding up” his end, he has some peers who are certainly
not holding up their end. I wonder what they would say if he got on their case. That’s
why I am giving up on Black people. I am all tuckered out by disingenuous,
condescending, fake, self-centered, spend-thrift, self-righteous, snooty, aloof Black
folks who do us more harm than good. I give up!

Just kidding, just kidding. I love you, brothers and sisters, with our warts, our
dysfunction, and misguided material values. Let’s just try to do better by one
another, those in the lower, middle, and upper economic status. Okay?
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Rejecting A Proven Weapon
To Combat HIV/AIDS

By George E. Curry

BANGKOK, Thailand (NNPA) — Imagine that there was a
devastating disease for which there was no cure. Imagine that
14,000 people died from the disease every day, most of them women
and young people. Imagine that there was a simple and inexpensive
way to avert most, if not all of those deaths. And worst of all,
imagine that many leaders were against the approach for political,
religious and social reasons.

We don’t have to imagine. HIV/AIDS is real. And scientists are
unequivocal in concluding that short of abstinence, condoms offer

the best protection against the spread of HIV/AIDS, the world’s

most challenging health problem.

A report titled, “Condom Count: Meeting the Need in the Era of
HIV/AIDS,” published by Population Action International in
Washington, D.C., was direct: “The condom is the only technology
available for protection from sexually transmitted HIV.”

It can’t be stated any clearer than that.

Yet, for an array of reasons, many -of them well-intended,
America’s sex-oriented society refuses to embrace — and in some
cases, even discuss — the need for a high-profile, public drive to
encourage the use of male and female condoms. And we’re paying
a deadly price for that refusal.

Almost half of all new HIV infections are occurring among
people younger than 25 years old, the report observes. More than
6,000 contract the virus each day. African-American teens (ages 13-
19) represent only 15 percent of U.S. teenagers yet account for 61
percent of new AIDS cases reported among teens in 2001, according
to the federal Centers for Disease Control (CDC).

To pretend that teenagers are not sexually active is to ignore
reality.

The CDC surveyed 14,000 teenagers in grades 9-12 (ages 14 to
17) between 1991 and 2003. According to its findings, in 2003, 47
percent of the teens admitted to having engaged in sex. And those
are just the ones that admit it.

That reality notwithstanding, many — including President Bush
— argue that the only way for teens to avoid HIV is to delay sexual
activity until marriage. Rep. Barbara Lee (D-Calif.), the only
member of Congress to attend the international AIDS conference
here, counters, “Abstinence until marriage programs are not only
irresponsible, but inhumane. U.S. policy does not give young girls
and women adequate tools to protect themselves against this killer.”

The report by Population Action International states: “Public
health experts around the globe agree that condoms block contact
with body fluids that can carry the HIV virus,and. have:nearly :100
percent effectiveness when used correctly and consistently.”

According to the study, it would have taken 8 billion condoms
in 2000 to significantly reduce the rate of infection. However, donor
nations provided only 950 million that year, less than one-eight of
the number needed.

While the Bush administration places a heavy emphasis on
abstinence-only programs, other countries are moving to remove the
stigma associated with obtaining condoms.

At this year’s Carnival, for example, the Brazilian government
distributed 10 million free condoms. '

Can you imagine the impact of distributing thousands of
condoms at the Super Bowl each year? It would be a bold move but
we need bold behavior to confront this bold, ever-changing disease.
UNAIDS reports, “The search for new preventive technologies such
as HIV vaccines and microbicides continues to make progress, but
condoms will remain the key preventive tool for many, many years
to come.” It, too, notes, “The male latex condom is the single, most
efficient, available technology to reduce the sexual transmission of
HIV and other sexually transmitted infections.”

In the face of such conclusive evidence about how to best
protect our youth — and everyone else — many political leaders refuse
to support sex education programs for fear of encouraging teen
sexual activity. The bulk of scientific evidence, however, shows that
there is no link between the onset of sexual activity among teenagers
and their having been exposed to sex education programs.

When it comes to using condoms, young people seem to be ahead of
adults.

According to the CDC study, among students who reported

being sexually active, those that used a condom the last time they
had sexual intercourse increased 37 percent, from 46 percent in 1991
to 63 percent in 2003. Over that period, condom use increased 54
percent among Latino students, 52 percent among African-
American students, and 37 percent among White youth.
Today’s teenagers have never known a world without AIDS. If they
can make that much progress without widespread public support,
just imagine what they could accomplish if we removed all obstacles
to obtaining cheap or free condoms. The whole world would be
safer.
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