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The civil rights movement, the outbreak of racial
violence, and the growth of nationalist and separatist
movements among America’s racial minorities during
the sixties were events social scientists failed to
foresee. This was because the dominant model in the
area of race relations up to this time was the assimila-
tion/integration model, which was based on the pro-
position that America was willing to extend to her
racial minorities the same rights and privileges
enjoyed by white Americans. Within the framework
of this model, social scientists focused on the barriers
to assimilation and proposed strategies nonwhite
minorities could adopt in order to facilitate their
transition to full political and social equality.! The
subsequent events of the sixties, however, forced
social scientists to reassess this basic proposition.

From this reassessment, a new model in the field
of race/ethnic relations emerged. Advanced by both
social scientists and political activists, it is referred to
as the internal colonial model. Those who advocate it
assert that American society has never been willing to
incorporate her racial minorities as equals. They con-
tend, on the contrary, that racial minorities in
America have been relegated to a position of under-
development and dependency in a socio-economic
structure similar to that of a classical colony. Based
on this contention, they assert that the situation of
America’s racial minorities is essentially that of an
internal colony and that this approach in marked
contrast to the assimilation one leads to a better
understanding of race relations in America.

The purpose of this essay is to discuss the
various interpretations of the internal colonial model
as presented by its proponents. Since they base their
analysis on the similarities between classical colonial-
ism and internal colonialism, I will first discuss their
views on the similarities. Then I will analyze impor-
tant differences between the two.

In this essay, colonialism refers to the process by
which Europeans established their dominance over
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nonwhite people during the past three hundred years.
The basic characteristics of the colonial process are:
(1) the forced entry of nonwhite populations into the
colonizer’s society; (2) the creation of a dual labor
market economy; (3) the sharing of a single polity by
the colonizer and the colonized in which the former
is totally dominant; and (4)racial and cultural
oppression, leading to the development of racist rules
or norms. These characteristics form the framework
in which the following examination of the similarities

between classical and internal colonialism will pro-
ceed.?

CLASSICAL AND INTERNAL COLONIALISM —
A COMPARISON

Forced Entry

Writers using the internal colonial approach
argue that the development of internal colonialism in
the U.S. is directly linked to the colonization of
North America by the European colonists. This colo-
nization not only involved the subjugation of the
indigenous population but also the importation of
slaves via the trade triangle, namely, the movement of
commodities between the colonial powers, Africa and
the colonies in the New World. The colonial powers
provided the exports and the ships, Africa, the man-
power (i.e., the slaves), and the colonies, the raw
materials. Finished products were exported to Africa
in exchange for slaves who, in turn, were shipped to
the colonies and exchanged for raw materials such as
sugar, tobacco, and cotton. These raw materials were
then sent back to the “mother countries” to be made
into finished products, thus completing the triangle.
This trade triangle was one of the bases of capital
accumulation in both the colonies and the mother
country.> Even after American independence, this
triangle continued for another sixty years, except
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that the New England states now provided the ships
cports instead of the mother country while the

and ex -
Southern states continued to supply the raw

materials.

The continuance of the trade triangle after
American independence, according to this view, pro-
vides a linkage between internal and classical colonial-
ism. As Casanova contends: “It is well known that
upon reaching independence, the old colonies’ inter-
national and internal social structure does not sud-
denly change.”* In other words, the policies and
structures which arise in the classical colonial situa-
tion continue to exist in an internal colonial situa-
tion.> After 1776, the continuance of slavery and the
slave trade as well as the retention of a genocidal
policy towards Native Americans are other examples
of this linkage. Moreover, the continuity of social and
economic structures of former colonies further
demonstrates that the political separation between a
colony and its mother country is not the essential
feature in understanding colonialism.

A people may be colonized on the very territory
which they have lived for generations or they may
be forcibly uprooted by the colonial power from
their traditional territory and colonized in a new
territorial environment so that the very environ-
ment itself is ‘alien’ to them. In defining the colo-
nial problem it is the role of the institutional
| mechanisms of colonial domination which are
| deczsive: Territory is merely the stage upon which
* these historically developed mechanisms of super
exploitation are organized into a system of oppres-

| sion. (Emphasis added.)6

” boli}llal;}?er' contends one of' the processes common
the forcede internal and classma.l colonial situation is
classica] ColenFry of the colonized people. Just as
colonialist tohmes }vlvere forcibly established by tl"le
minorities rough conquest, so the entry of racial
accompani Into  American society has also been

panied by some degree of coercion exerted by
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the host society.” Schermerhorn also argues that the
continued existence of ethnic and racial minorities
has been dependent upon the degree of coercion
exerted by the receiving society. He presents a
sequence of migration which reflects a descending
order of coercion on the part of the receiving society:
(1) slave transfers to a receiving society; (2) move-
ments of forced labor from one area of the host
society to another; (3) contract labor transfers includ-
ing the so-called “coolie trade.”®

Applying Schermerhorn’s construct, it can be
seen that racial minorities have entered under some
degree of coercion on the part of American society.
Blacks experienced both slave transfers and the
forced movement of slaves from one area of the host
society to another. An example of the latter is the
mass movement of slaves from the tobacco-producing
border states of Kentucky, Virginia, Tennessee and
Maryland to the cotton-producing states of the Deep
South. Asians entered the U.S. as contract laborers,
particularly those who went to Hawaii.?

In addition to this migration sequence,
Schermerhorn suggests that the experience of Chi-
canos offers a fourth type of forced entry. Although
Chicanos have recently entered this country as con-
tract laborers, their initial entry was through annexa-
tion of the Southwest. Schermerhorn distinguishes
annexation from colonization as being contiguous vs.
noncontiguous domination, but he recognizes that
both processes result in relatively identical relations
of subordination. This is especially true in instances
where annexation is historically preceded by an
experience of colonization, as in the case of the U.S.
annexation of the Southwest from Mexico. In these
situations, the subsequent racial and cultural gaps
that developed closely resemble the barriers that
emerge in a colonial situation.10

Under conditions of forced entry, two options
available to voluntary immigrants but denied to the
colonized are: (1) free geographical and status mobil-
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Chinese labor was concentrated in the low.
low-wage fields, primarily in agriculturg“:;%
import-competing industries, The ma ority of the
white workers were in the h h-pﬁceg high-wa
fields and in non-competing industries, 6 o

ity within the host society; and (2) the chance to
develop mutually reciprocal ties with the host popula-
tion.!! The relative absence of these two options in
the U.S. is reflected by the continued concentration
of homogenous racial groups within certain urban

areas (ghettos, barrios, and Chinatowns) as well as in The Japanese and Pilipino workers in Hawaij

L

certain geographical regions (e.g., Chicanos in the

Southwest).

Economic Dependency — Dual Labor Market

A second common feature of both classical and
internal colonial situations is the development of a
split-labor or dual labor market economy. In both
situations, there is a primary market “offering rela-
tively high-paying wages, stable employment, with
good working conditions, chances of advancement
and equitable administration of work rules” for mem-
bers of the dominant group (the colonizers).!? How-
ever, for the colonized, those people who experienced
a forced entry, there is a secondary market where
wages, employment, working conditions and chances
for advancement are well below those available to the
colonizing population.!®> Some writers have ar%;.led
that a dual labor market creates a condition in which
the colonized are “‘super-exploited.” As Harris states:

One way of putting the idea of an internal colony

would be to argue that the rate of exploitation is

higher for black labor than for white labor or that,

in other words, there is ‘super-exploitation’ of

black labor . .. The question to be asked is wheth-

er there is a systematic pattern of underpayment

of black labor relative to whites for the same task,

same level of skill, and same level of

productivity.'*

Bonacich’s definition of a split labor market also
implies super-exploitation. According to her, a split
labor market “must contain at least two groups of
workers whose price of labor differs for the same
work, or would differ if they did the same work.”
(Emphasis added.) I While these writers have defined
a dual labor market in terms of super-exploitation, it
is suggested here that a clearer indicator of a split
labor market can be seen in the existence of task
segregation which tends to minimize the actual com-
petition between white and colonized labor. Task
segregation is apparent in the persistent over-
representation of minorities in the semi-skilled occu-
pations and their corresponding underrepresentation
in the professional occupational categories. A pattern
of task segregation can also be historically demon-
strated. Although the classical example is the sole use
of black slaves in growing cotton, task segregation
occurred with other racial minorities as well. In Cali-
fornia during the second half of the 19th century:

There were several labor markets co-existing in
time and space. Each was relatively insulated from
the income and job competition of the others. The
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developed the sugar industry, an occupation which
attracted few white laborers. Mexican labor provided
between 65% to 85% of the common labor used ¢
develop the Southwest’s agriculture between 190
and 1929, which in that year produced 40% of ¢
nation's supply of vegetables, fruit, and truck
crops.!?

Using either super-exploitation or task se rega-
tion to define a split labor market does not ¢ ange
what Blauner has referred to as the “colonial labor
principle,” i.e., the use of colonized labor solely to
advance the development of the colonizer’s economy,
In the classical colonial situation, the cheap labor
force provided by the colonized and the exploitation
of the colony’s natural resources are regulated by the
colonizer for the purpose of maintaining the hegem-
ony of the mother country — not only in relation to
the colonized but also with regards to competing
international rivals. As Maunier notes, colonial posses-
sion functions to guarantee the economic and political
autonomy of the mother country by providing the
latter with an uncontested market for fgnished rod-
ucts as well as a readily available source of raw
materials.'® Similarly, in the internal colonial situ-
ation, colonized labor has frequently been engaged in
one sector of the economy in order to produce a
single commodity (e.g., gold, silver, tobacco or cot-
ton).'® Blauner asserts that:

Like European overseas colonialism, America has
used African, Asian, Mexican and to a lesser
degree, Indian workers for the most unskilled jobs,
in the least advanced sectors of the economy, in
the most industrially backward regions of the
nation. In a historical sense, people of color pro-
vided much of the hard labor (and the technical
skills) that built up the agricultural base and the
mineral-transport-communication infrastructure
necessary for industrialization and modernization,
whereas the Europeans worked %rimarily within
the industrialized, modern sector.2

As a general rule, the colonized labor force has
been typically concentrated in those areas where
labor has been most needed.?! In contemporary
times, this has meant an increasing urbanization of
racial minorities and their concentration in the service
sectors of the economy. Although the geographical
setting has changed, the economic developmenF of
the gﬁettos and barrios is still tied to the decisions
made in the white community and continues to
reflect the pattern of white economic dominance.?

Expansion into the petty bourgeois market by
the corporate sector is limited since few business
ventures within the ghetto can generate enough pro-
fits to sustain an extended period of corporate




the cost of training labor and

thermoreé, o Ged
cowth Fu:echnical procedures may be prohibitive in
novati®® "5 e most important, corporate ex;iansion
many A5 ets is inherently unstable, following

into 8 ple pattern of boom and recession that
¢ ineluc tas the international market.?
- dependency is experienced by
] minorities as well. Almaguer notes that
other ractd ffected b theajecreasin num-
" < have been atiec S = g um
Chicanos killed jobs in the private sector of the
per of unThis Jdecrease has resulted in the need to
ccqn":’?;ew educated work force. But because Chi-
rain & T eral are excluded from higher levels of
canos .lg ngethey have continued to remain dependent
“duiaﬂnsllﬂled jobs.2* Dean Lan, in his study of San
;P;)ncisco Chinatown’s sweatshops, also demonstrates
h:) W garment factory .employrpent in the Chinese-
American ghetto is flu‘ectly tied to the economic
fluctuations in the white econo.my.25
In addition to economic dependency in the
labor market, the dependency of racial minorities as
well as their supporting role within the colonizer’s
cconomy can also be seen in the function that welfare
fulfills. Because the income of many racial minorities
are below the poverty levels, they receive welfare
ayments to help them survive. However, these pay-
ments also play a significant role in maintainin the
circulation of commodities for the benefit of the

dominant white economy:

S economic

Government spending in poor communities is as
transient as water in a dishrag. No sooner is money
poured into them then private entrepreneurs wring
it out again . . . The people we call welfare recipi-
ents are, in fact, conduits. They conduct money
from one sector of the economy (the public treas-
ury) to another (into the hands or private entre-
preneurs). The real welfare recipients are those
people who prey on the conduits every welfare
check day.26

Political Dependency

The maintenance and perpetuation of this
economic dependency point to a third dimension
shared by both the internal and classical colonial
situations: the fostering of political arrangements
which institutionalize the inequities between the
dominant society and her racial minorities. In the
classical colonis] situation, political dependency is
maintained by keeping the colonized people in a
separate and subordinate legal category. In an internal
colonial situation, political dependency persists in
spite of the legal equality between the colonizer and
colonized.Viewing the barrio as an internal colony,
Barrera outlines several mechanisms that have been
employed to perpetuate political dependency among
Chicanos.?

1. The most obvious and direct mechanisms are
those involving force and intimidation. Notable
examples are the actions taken by the Texas rangers

to prevent Chicanos from politically organizing and
the violence encountered by civil rights marchers in
Selma, Alabama.

2. Disenfranchisement measures such as poll
taxes, English literacy tests and grandfather clauses.

3. Gerrymandering of voting districts to dilute
the voting strength of racial minorities. Thus, while
the Mexican community in East Los Angeles is the
largest outside of Mexico City, Chicanos have been
able to elect only one Congressman (Roybal), one
State Assemblyman (Alatorre) and no city council-
person.

4. Setting candidacy requirements which hinder
the participation of racial minorities in the electoral
process.

5. Co-opting selected individuals which serves
not only to deprive the community of potential
leadership but also provides the colonizer with tokens
to be displayed. “Tokenism,” according to Flores,
perpetuates the system in two ways because:

(1) it offers a member of the nonwhite community
as success symbols for each group and thus
makes a truly closed system appear open throuﬁh
selective social mobility, and (2) it provides the
system with apologists of individualism.28

Another means of maintaining political depend-
ency is to grant a limited amount of local or com-
munity autonomy while remaining in control of the
local tax base. Without control of the local tax base,
communities cannot sustain or carry out any Ppro-
grams without prior approval from the white political
structure.2 In short, racial minorities do not control
either the institutions which affect their immediate
lives or those institutions which could effect meaning-

ful change.

Racial and Cultural Oppression

One final feature shared by classical and internal
colonialism is the use of racial and cultural oppression
in maintaining social order. Unlike previous race
models, the colonial theory asserts that racism is not
merely an ideology but an integral part of the social
structure. Balandier’s comment on the importance of
race and culture in the classical colonial situation
could also apply to internal colonialism: “The colo-
nized society is different from the colonial society by
race and culture. In these respects, the antinomy
appears absolute: it was expressed in the language by
the opposition of ‘primitive’ and civilized, pagan and
Christian, technical culture and ‘backward cul-
tures.’ "3 This polarization of the dominant and the
subordinates is essential for the maintenance of colo-
nial society. As Memmi states:

The colonizer-colonized, people to people relation-
ship within nations can, in fact, remind one of the
bourgeoisie-proletariat relationship within a
nation. But the almost airtight colonial groupings
must also be mentioned. All the efforts oF the
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colomialist are directed toward maintaining this

social immobility and racism is the surest weapon

for this aim. In effect, change becomes impossi-

ble_ X1

Racism allows the colonialist to exert economic
and political domination and is crucial to perpetuat-
mg the system. By destroving any unique sense ot
history or humanity that the colonized may enter-
tain, racism and cultural oppression perpetuates the
system which nurtures it. Malcolm X points to some
of the mechanisms involved in this destmc:;?‘n‘ l?n}t;
means is to destroy a people’s tongue, through whic
tbcih‘sta-yandv;nysoflivmganr?tmnsmimdﬁom
generation to generation. Thus slaves were forbidden
to speak in their native tongues.® But specific sanc-
tions against the colonized using their native tongue
may not be . The fact that economic and
political transactions are conducted in the language of
the colonizer dictates the learning of that languaiee
As Memmi eloquently shows, this dependency on t

of the colonizer leads eventually to a cul-
tural dependency. The colonized must not only rely
on the colonizer’s language to conduct daily affairs
but also to express their sentiments (eg., in petitions
of grievance), even if this means using terms which
rob the colonized of their historical identity.® Mal-
colm X notes that when Blacks accept the designation
“Negro,” nothing is revealed of their past, their native
tongue, or even their color.3*

In hieu of the colonized’s displaced culture, the
culture of the colonizer is set as the standard. This
culture socializes both the colonized and the colo-
nizer to the “rule of the game.” These rules, in turn,
serve three functions: first, they legitimize the system
of stratification based on the colonizer’s presumed
radial and cultural superiority as well as their actual
monopoly of power; second, they instruct both the

ized and the colonizer as to how they should
socially interact with each other; and third, they
direct economic behavior. Fanon comments on one

such rule:

The native intellectual had learnt from his masters
that the individual ought to express himself fully.
iali isie had mered into the
mative’s mind the idea of a society of individuals
each person shuts himself up in his own
, and whose only wealth is individual

b

thought.

Applied to the political realm, this means that
the colonized are socialized to present any grievance
on an individual rather than collective basis. In fact,
the rules define any collective action not only as
illegitimate but also as an admission of the individ-
ual’s weakness to stand up and fend for him/herself.
The colonizers, on the other hand, are socialized into
a paternal role of treating grievances as evidence of
the colonized’s inability to understand their obliga-
tions. The colonizers often view the demands of t%:e
colonized as equivalent to the tantrums of small
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children, who, because af their immaturiy
unable to see that the actions of the parents arey“
best interests of the children. These rules ol\bﬁ;n the
are not only crucial in providing a rationale (‘“a '
current state of affairs but instrumental in mdnls th
each new generation to its proper role in societ ‘?“8
social structure of a colonial society is erected . he
to reinforce the illusion that the existing inequi
social relations are immutable. quitable
In sum, according to the internal
approach, internal and classical colonialism
common social structure, characterized by an inequs
able dual labor market, based on the forced m"qmt‘
participation of colonial labor, and fostereq b}' or
political system which seeks to perpetuate
inequalities through the socialization and institmiese
alization of racial and cultural oppression, Now lu:t'Q -
turn to the differences between classical and intemui
colonialism. :

colonja
share o

CLASSICAL AND INTERNAL COLONIALISM -
A CONTRAST

The literature dealing with the internal colonia]
model has mainly been concerned with drawing paral-
lels between the classical and internal colonigl situa-
tions. As {et there has been no systematic attempt to
analyze the differences. This section will contrast
these two situations by focusing on three areas:
(1) the legal status of the colonized; (2) the colo-
nizer/colonized population ratio; and (3) the nature
of decolonization.

Legal Status

One of the basic differences between the two
situations is that the classical colonial model con-
siders the colonized legally subordinate while the
internal colonial model considers them legall
equal.®® Although the presence or absence of formal-
ly equal legal status may seem trivial on its face, the
consequences of de jure equality are important. First,
the granting of the rights of citizenship to the colo-
nized tends to obscure their condition from the out-
side world. Thus, while the U.S. has been criticized
for its treatment of her racial minorities, this criticism
has never approached the gravity of criticism that has
been leveled against either Rhodesia or the Union of
South Africa, where the Africans are legally kept in
an inferior position. Nor has there ever been any type
of official sanction placed against the U.S. such as the
official UN. embargo against Rhodesia. While it may
be argued that such criticism and sanctions are by an
large ineffectual. such actions nonetheless affect the
exercise of power by these countries both in terms 0
international and domestic politics.

Secondly, critics argue that the granting of de
jure rights to racial minorities in the U.S. also has 2
bearing on the goals of their political movements:

R
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o of the existence of equal rights, the direction
ecaus olitical movements has tended to be chan-
of their vfr)ar ds the exercise of these rights rather than
neled 50 the fundamental reconstruction of society.
rowar ds" to O’Dell, the civil rights movement has
Accor iingbee“ directed against the ideology of white
rlm::n a)c,:Y rather than against the institutional basis
supr

of that power:

population Ratio . . .
A second difference between classical and in-
| colonialism can be seen in the coloplz‘er/colo-
tern? ulation ratio. In classical colonialism, the
mzed_Pof are numerically the minority while the
COlon%ZeIc.l are the numerical majority.3® In the inter-
Co%onlf;nial situation, the colonizer/colonized popula-
na ncoratio favors the colonizer either because of:
t(llo) massive sett!ement; (2) inte'rmarriagg; (3.)) geno-
cide of the indigenous popt{lat19n; (4) immigration
restrictions; or (5)a _com!)matlon of _ the:se four
courses of action. This situation has ramifications.
First, a principal reason as to why the colonizers
in an internal colonia}l situation can grant de jure
equality to the colonized is simply due to the fact
that the latter does not constitute a numerical threat
to the political and economic hegemony of the colo-
nizer.?¥ To grant such equality in the classical colo-
nial situation would be tantamount to being expelled.
This is precisely why Rhodesia cannot allow Black
majority rule. In the U.S., statehood was not granted
to New Mexico and Arizona until sixty years after the
signing of the Guadalupe-Hidalgo Treaty, even though
one of the provisions of the Treaty called for the
granting of early statehood to the territories of the
Southwest.# A prominent factor in this delay was
that New Mexico alone, at the conclusion of the Mexi-
can-American War, had over 50,000 Mexican inhabit-
ants who would have been eligible for immediate
citizenship.#! McWilliams, observing this point, sug-
gests that “when one compares the celerity with
which California and Nevada were admitted to the
Union with the prolonged struggle for statehood in
New Mexico, it is readily apparent that forces were at
work, both within and without the states, to delay
admission until an Anglo-American majority had been
established.”#2  For the U.S. to have granted New
Mex1go statehood immediately after the Mexican-
American War would have meant giving political con-
;rli’rlnzo_ thle majority Mexican poRulation. In short, the
o rical strength 'of th_e colon_lzers generally a]lovsfs
1 to grant de jure rights without affecting their

political, €conomic, and cultural dominance.

on pcj)\l second ramification of this ratio is its effect

thsp Sg;ctzl iStrat?giﬁs. In thf: classical colonial situa-
on winnin gtis of the co,lomze'd .1ea<.iers are cenFered
iberation gm € majority’s participation in a national
Nizer’s gl O\I’CH}ent to coppterbalance' t}'le colo-
etesmt hino o‘glcal. and military superiority. The

hation of political strategy in an internal colo-

B

nial situation would be more complex. As mentioned
earlier, the existence of de jure rights has tended to
channel political movements in the direction of
political reform. Yet, being a numerical minority pre-
vents their effecting any of these reforms. Hechter
observes that “this often results in politics of ‘stable
unrepresentation.’ 43 The size of the colonized
population also would greatly reduce the possibility
of successful armed rebellion on the basis of their
strength alone. In either case, their population size
necessitates establishing broader support by forming
coalitions or alliances with other minorities or with
members of the larger society, or with both. Such a
strategy offers a wide range of possible outcomes,
depending on the resolution of two problems:
(1) with whom to form coalitions (e.g., white liberals,
the working class, students); and (2) what the basis of
these alliances are to be (e.g., the pooling of legal
resources, acceptance of a revolutionary program,
third world coalitions).

Nature of Decolonization

The third area — and the most controversial — in
which internal and classical colonialism differs centers
around the nature of decolonization. Classical colo-
nialism is usually thought of as involving a process
which includes the conquest of an overseas territory
and the establishment o? an administration to run the
political and economic affairs of that territory by a
colonial power.# Casanova states that the term
“colony” has come to be understood ““in both official
circles and in common language, as possession of a
territory in which European emigrants dominated
indigenous people.”# Given this usurpation of terri-
tory and of political and economic administration,
national liberation movements have fought not only
for political independence but also for the immediate
return of their land and control of its administration.
Decolonization in this situation involves the simulta-
neous and inseparable demands for political auto-
nomy and for nationhood with the returning of
native land.

In the internal colonial situation, there are two
different positions concerning the nature of decolo-
nization. One position agrees with the classical
demand for both political independence and terri-
tory. However, given the circumstances of an internal
colonial situation, this position contends that the two
demands should be separated for strategic reasons.
Eldridge Cleaver in discussing the black power move-
ment contended in 1968 that:

Black power as a slogan does not attempt to
answer the land question. It does not deny the
existence of the question, but rather frankly states
that at the present moment the land question can-
not be dealt with, the black people must put
things first, that there are a few things that must
be done before we can deal with the land question.
We must first get some power so that we will be in
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a position to {om a settlement of the land ques-
tion, (Emphasis added,)46

Folluwin‘g a similar line of reasoning, Earl Ofari
argues that one of the things that needs to be
accomplished is the establishment of an economic
base capable of supporting an independent black
nation. According to his observation:

Simple ownership [of land] means little. Blacks
must have complete collective control over the
means of production, If this is not the case then
the land is either rendered useless and nonproduc-
tive or becomes prey for neo-coloninliam."P

People who support this position contend that inter-
nally colonized people have neither the political nor
economic resources to immediately establish an inde-
pendent nation. This lack of resources dictates the
separation of political independence from its terri-
torial aspects. Decolonization, according to this posi-
tion, means that these goals are sequential rather than
simultaneous as in the case of classical colonialism.
Critics of advocates for the establishment of a
separate nation represent a second position. They
view the demand both for political independence and
for a separate territory as unrealistic. These critics
argue that while racia{ minorities in America have
sutfered many of the same grievances that other colo-
nized people in the Thirg World have undergone,
their strategies and goals cannot be similar because
the establishment o% an independent nation is no
longer a viable option. While assessing the Chicano
experience as internal colonization, Almaguer con-

cludes:

Unlike his brother in the Third World, the Chicano
because of his internal colonization, no longer
holds the classical option of national independ-
ence. 48

Concerned about the Tossible implications of depict-
in§ the situation of blacks in America as an internal
colony, William Tabb writes:

The colony analogy becomes misleading when it is
used to suggest the possibility of meaningful black
independence within the context of American
society.49

Writing from a Marxian perspective, James
Boggs’ comments catch the essence of this second
position. He remarks:

In developing a revolutionary ideology for the
U.S., it is necessary to be very scientific about the
difference between the role that black people have
played in the development of this country and the
role that colonized people play in the development
of the imperialist country which exploits them. In
relation to U.S. capitalism, blacks iavc layed a
role which is both like and unlike that ofp coi,onial
peoples, but they have also played an integral part
in the internal development of this countr flr)om
its very beginning. Tgis country has no histo

separate and apart from the history of black
people inside it. By the same token, the history of
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black Americans can’t be separated from their
history in the development of this country. There-
fore, nationalism can’t possibly have the same
meaning as nationalism in countries like Kenya, or
Ethiopia or Ghana, (Emphasis added.)50

The source of disagreement between both these
positions, as Boggs suggests, revolves around the issue
of whether or not the colonized have an extant
history and culture independent from that of the
colonizer’s. For those who answer in the affirmative,
the demand for independence and nationhood is a
reaffirmation of the colonized’s distinct identity. For
those who answer in the negative, the absence of a
distinct history and culture removes any objective
basis for creating a separate nation. Thus, they believe
the efforts of America’s racial minorities during the
decolonization stage could be directed toward recon-
structing the society of which they are an integral
part.

In summary, the essence of both classical and
internal colonia?i,sm is the colonizer’s monopoly of
political, economic and military power. In both situa-
tions, racism provides the rationale for the colonizer’s
dominance. It is reflected both in the split labor
market based upon the forced participation of the
colonized and in the development of a political sys-
tem designed to maintain the colonizer’s privileged
position.

The differences between internal and classical
colonialism result from the manner in which political
dominance is exercised. In the classical colonial situa-
tion, because the colonized are the numerical major-
ity, the colonizer is prevented from granting the
former rights of citizenship. While the size of the
colonized population inhibits obtaining de jure equal-
ity, it does provide a basis for the establishment of an
independent nation. In the internal colonial situation,
the colonized have de jure as distinguished from de
facto legal rights principally because they are in the
numerical minority and therefore are not in a posi-
tion to effectively use the colonizer’s political system
to their advantage. These legal rights in no ways
change the C(:Fonized’s economic and political
dependency upon the colonizer but instead tend to
obscure the latter’s monopoly of power. The size of
the colonized population also makes the attainment
of independence and nationhood more problematic
than is the case in classical colonialism.

CONCLUSION

This essay has presented some of the defining
characteristics of the internal colonial rpodel ¥
examining the similarities and the d{ffergnces
between the classical and internal colonial situations:
In discussing these characteristics, at least two maJ]‘ir
discrepancies between the internal colomal.and t :
assimilation/integration models appear. Fn‘sti‘ tce
assimilationist model approaches the problem ot 12

o) gea




T

| terms of nonwh%'te adaptation to th.e

relations lwhite society. This follows from their
minant that America is an open society for any-
assumpton to adopt the dominant a%mu ’s values and
one will contrast, the internal co onial model
s the political and economic struggles that
n the colonizer and the colonized. From
:Cetive, racial minorities are not passive
this persP ly adopting the standards of the dominant
actors mbe;te )rlathef are active participants in conflict

societYh Jdominant group over differing conceptions
with the

. rerest. ..
of selg-u;t;rj the assimilationist model tends to
[ ]

ce relations in terms of class — as defined
analyze ra occupation, consumption patterns and
by income, n — rather than race. In simplified form,
self-perceP u:)s contend that racial minorities are at the
RS Olr:esocial hierarchy not because of race per se
Loy ol ee they possess lower class characteristics
but bec:;l:nt as opposed to future time orientation,
(e lE;milies, lack of education). These theorists
Larxg;g:e that once racial minorities acquire middle class
habits and orientations, they 1'1ke previous immigrant
groups will be upwardly mc.Jblle. On the otl}er ha.nfl,
"ace or more specifically racism, plays a crucial role in
the internal colonial mode. Unlike assimilation
theorists, advocates of the internal colomal‘ model do
not conceive of racism only in terms ?f atgltl{des. On
the contrary, they assert that racism is built into the
very social fabric of society, to such an extent that
explicit racist attitudes are no lopger geeded to main-
tain the super-subordinate relationship between the
colonizer and the colonized. They contend that
racism has been institutionalized and therefore will
continue to exert an influence on social interaction
relatively independent of class and status criteria.
These contrasts between the assimilation/
integration and internal colonial models indicate that
the Etter in challenging the status quo raises different
questions. For instance, because a racial minority in
an internal colonial situation is a numerical minority,
if any particular minority wants to effectively chal-
lenge the colonizer’s authority, political coalitions
would be needed. Chinese, Japanese, Pilipinos, and
Koreans are all racial minorities. But what is the
nature of social interaction among these various
groups? If these groups form alliances with each
zlthir, will the basis strictly be political or will cultur-
¢lements be involved? If Asian Americans decide to

a . . . .
€t as a bloc, what will their relationship be to other

wlhnorities in America such as Blacks and Chicanos?
hen the model i as

minorities, will ¢ plied to these various racial
®Xperiences of *ae macel be equally applicable to the

Mmerican SOO. e";‘g}ll of the nonwhite minorities in
of qUeStionsme'ﬁi' Only by answering these types
extent the i,;tw a.lwe be.able to determ.me to what
understandin ernf colonial .model f:ontnbutes to our
Society 7 g of race/ethnic relations in American

no .
cmphasize
occur betw

¥

In writing this essay, I have tried to present the
internal colonial argument as concisely as possible. I
did so not in the belief that the model is necessarily
valid. On the contrary, the internal colonial and the
assimilation models share one glaring deficiency, the
inability to state succinctly the relationship between
race and class. Any model that is valid will need to
handle this complex relationship. However, while the
model is not necessarily valid, this in no way means
that the model is not significant. A modef' can be
wrong or poorly constructed yet still provide valuable

insights. The internal colonial model falls into this
category.

As the previous paragraph suggests, the internal
colonial model directs attention toward areas which
by and large have been ignored by previous race/
ethnic models. For instance, the internal colonial
model raises the whole problem of the relationship
among the various racial minorities in American
society. Obviously, there can be no theory which
ignores this problem. Yet, besides the internal colo-
nial model, no other perspective has explicitly
examined this question. Because the internal colonial
model raises many important unexplored questions,
the model should be further explicated. The tentative
answers it provides may be of value in the develop-
ment of a valid and comprehensive theory of race/
ethnic relations in American society.*
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