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THE CASE FOR AN INDEPENDENT BLACK POLITICAL PARTY
Report for the PC to 22nd
National SWP Convention

by Clifton DeBerry

The resolution before us now is entitled "The Case for an
Independent Black Political Party." The general line of this re-
solution was adopted by the National Committee early in June. 1t
was approved in written form by the Political Committee and submit-
ted to the pre-convention discussion in the first half of July.

However, the report will be broader than the resolution. I
am sure that the discussion from the floor will also be broader,
Just as the written discussion in the bulletin before the conven-
tion was broader and covered other aspects of the black struggle.

There are several reasons why this is so, and why it should
be so. The Independent Black Party resolution was not intended
as a document that covered all aspects of the black struggle; it
was intended as a means of calling attention to what we consider
to be a central task of the party, and did not pretend to do more
than that.

In addition, there were a number of very important events that
occurred after the resolution was adopted, and it was only natural
and correct for the comrades to examine the resolution in the light
of these events, and to ask what effect they had on the resolution
and the task indicated in the resolution. And finally, there have
been some questions raised that are not really related to the re-
solution, or at least are not directly related. ©Since there is
no other point on the agenda where they can be discussed, it is
most convenient to discuss them under the present point. So I
will do that, and I assume that the other comrades will do the
same.

Stated very simply, what the resolution proposes is that in
the coming months and years -- this covers both the 1958 electicn
campaign and beyond that -- we should engage in propaganda and
educational activity showing why Afro-Americans should break with
the capitalist parties and capitalist poli' lcs and b 1d 2 indoe-
pendent party of their own, controlled by them and dedicated to
fighting for their freedom.

This is not a new position for us. We discussed this idea and
adopted it four years ago in the Freedom Now resolution at the 1963
convention. As we all know, the essence of this position was
adopted almost 30 years ago, although it did not become concre-
tized until 1963.

Some of the advocates of "new politics" and the '"new left"
put heavy stress on "newness" -- although they themselves usually
have little that's new to offer. But for us the chief criterion
for an idea, a tactic or a strategy, is neither newness or oldness
-- but fitness, appropriateness. So the fact that the call for an
independent black party is not new does not discredit it in our
eyes. What we want to know is whether or not it is appropriate.
An appropriate idea is a hundred times more valuable than an in-
appropriate innovation.



Our answer is that the independent black party proposal is
appropriate at this time. It is even more appropriate today than
it was when we adopted the resolution four years ago. In fact,
it is the most sppropriate, timely, necessary and fruitful proposal
that can be made today.

When we adopted this position four years ago, one month before
the March on Washington, the main forces of the black movement
were Jjust coming to the end of one phase and had not yet entered
the next one. That was the era of "civil rights." Civil rights
was still the relatively restricted goal of such organizations
as SNCC and CORE.

That year, and in the following election year of 1964, SNCC
and CORE could not see past the Democratic Party. ©SNCC's chairman
at that time, John Lewis, prepared a militant speech to be given
at the March in Washington in 1963%, but he also let it be consored
before he gave it. Today can you imagine any SNCC chairman letting
his speech be consored? ~

Those days already seem remote. The movement has changed.

SNCC and CORE have moved to the left and form the chief organiza-
tional base of the Black Power movement. They have lost many of
the illusions they had in 1964 about the Democratic Party, capital-
ism and the American way. In 1963 and '64, their illusions about
the Democratic Party were so great and deep that they hardly lis-
tened to the call for an independent party; and most who listened
couldn't even understand it or its logic.

Today, therefore, we can say with certainty that there is a
bigger audience ready to listen and able to understand proposals
for a break with capitalist parties and the construction of an
independent party.

In that sense -- in that subjective sense -- the proposal is
more appropriate now than it was 3 or 4 years ago. But it is
equally true in an objective sense. The development from the level
of "civil rights" to the level of black power -- the turn from
what is called "integration" to black nationalism -- if you put
it in personal terms, from the model of Martin Luther King toward
the model of Malcolm X -- represented a great leap forward for the
black community.

But without in any way underestimating or belittling this leap,

we must recognize that this process i3 unfolding. The changes are
incomplete. The Black Power movement still suffers from a number
of defects and shortcomings.

The chief shortcoming is in the area of politics. The major
defect is the lack of clarity about the political road -- about
how to reach the masses, how to organize them politically, how
to mobilize the political power lodged in the black masses.

If this power is set into motion it will begin to shatter the
whole political structure of American capitalism. I don't think
anybody can point to an explosion that would be more important
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from our point of view; or have more repercussions for the preseht and
the future than that kind of explosion would represent.

Our proposal supplies exactly what the black power tendency
lacks, what it needs, what its best elements are groping for.

Our proposal is the key that will open the door through which
the black militants and radicals can pass towards the realization
of what they talk about and yearn for -- the mobilization of political
black power. )

We should clear up a misunderstanding about what we mean by
political action -- political party.

Comrade Gloria Allen describes the kind of party we are propa-
gandizing for as one "with an orientation towards electoral politics."
The implication is that we want to make electoral politics its role
or main orientation. But there is simply no basis for such an im-
plication. I think the resolution makes that clear. If it doesn't
make it clear enough, then we should change the wording.

By political action we mean engaging in the political strug-
gle; fighting politically against the capitalist enemy. Against
those who hold political power and use it to carry out the will of
the ruling class. We mean the whole range of political action from
contesting election campaigns to getting people to register to vote,
to running candidates, to struggle in the streets and elsewhere for
power. We mean the whole range from the ballot to the bullet if ne-
cessary.

There is only one organizational form that permanent political
action can assume -- that is a political party. It may not call it-
self a party. It may be called a liberation front or movement or league
or army. But if it mobilizes the masses to engage in political action,
it is a party. Lenin's party was like that. It fought on every
front. It even ran candidates for posts in the Czar's Duma. Some-
times they boycotted elections, other times they participated, at
Lenin's insistence.

That didn't mean that the Bolshevik Party's orientation was
toward electoral politics. What it meant was that Lenin's party
tried to engage in every possible area of political activity that
would get their ideas to the masses and help to organize the masses
politically. It was a party that knew there was a time for the bal-
lot and a time for the bullet. And that if you confuse the two you
can set the struggle back and create needless victims.

But the real question that Comrade Allen and other comrades are
raising is not whether the proposed party should be purely electoral,
but whether it should be electoral at all. Beneath that are other,
more basic questions which have been raised by the explosions that
have continued to rock the cities of the country ever since this
resolution was presented to the party, such as:
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Hasn't the black struggle leaped over or bypassed the stage
of electoral politics?

Have we reached the point of a final showdown?

How much time is there -- is it a short-term perspective or
do we face a long, complex process?

Is guerrilla warfare on the agenda?
Has the time of the bullet superseded the time of the ballot?

If the answer is yes, then isn't it too late to be talking about
independent election campaigns or candidates?

Isn't the only thing on the agenda armed struggle?
Isn't the need for an army rather than a party?

Some of the comrades thinking these questions come to the con-
clusion that the resolution is or may be inadequate, or irrelevant.
So let us talk about the uprisings, and sme of the questions they
pose.

These explosions testify to the revolutionary potential of the
black struggle for freedom in this country. They mark a high point
in that struggle. They are partial confirmation of the theory of
the permanent revolution and of our prediction that the Afro-A-
merican minority is destined to play a vanguard role in the social
changes leading to the American revolution.

Despite the fact that the uprisings run out of steam after a
few days, or are put down by force with heavy casualties and suf-
fering by black people, they are an inspiration to all genuine
revolutionists, which can only strengthen our confidence in the
future. We have not been able to draw all the lessons of these
uprisings, but we will. It will take time and further events to
see and absorb all the lessons.

Did the black masses suffer a defeat in these encounters? Their
uprisings were put down or subsided, but with few exceptions the
masses in the ghetto did not experience the feeling that they had
suffered a defeat. On the contrary, their self-confidence has
grown. That is an important omen for the future. At the very
least, they felt they had taught something to the ruling class and
to all white Americans -- they had smashed the image of their al-
leged "docility."

They dealt an impressive blow to the nyth that in modern,
sophisticated, urbanized America, mass action by workers is no
longer effective. And they had shown that the demand for black
control of the black community is not Jjust the notion of a small
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wing of the ghetto but reflects the will of the masses. They
compelled the mayor of a big city like Milwaukee to shut the city
down tight as a drum.

These are only some of the accomplishments of the uprisings,
but surely they are enough to refute the concept of the so-called
"powerlessness'" of the ghetto.

While the uprisings are a source of optimism for us and a
gpur to help our understanding of what happened and what is to
come, to the ruling class they can only be a source of pessi-
mism, apprehension and concern. Here they had thought they had
everything in control at home, giving them a free hand to con-
duct their imperialist wars abroad, and now they find that their
major cities are subject to being upset and disrupted any day.
Their Uncle Toms have less and less authority, their poverty
programs and promises of poverty programs do little or nothing
to pacify the black masses. Whatever concessions they have granted
only whet the appetite of the masses for genuine change. They
see no solution. Just about now I think that some of the capi-
talists are wishing that their great-grandfathers hadn't brought
black slaves here in the first place.

But we must not close our eyes to certain facts. These up-
risings are spontaneous; nobody organized them, despite the lies
of the witch hunters now seeking new repressive measures on the
one hand, or the inflated claims of ultra-left militants who want
to claim credit for leading them on the other hand. They are
uncontrolled eruptions against intolerable conditions. They
lack leadership and clearly defined goals. Therefore, although
they are the most impressive protests this country has ever seen,
in scope and depth, they do not yet go beyond the stage of pro-
test.

They clear the ground, but when the explosion subsides, the
task of building a movement and equipping it with a perspective
still remains to be done. ©Social and economic conditions in
Watts are essentially the same today as they were two years ago.

. Let us also be sober about other facts. The authorities and
the newspapers, for their own reasons, greatly exaggerated the
extent of so-called sniping that took place in Newark, Detroit
and elsewhere. The fact that any took place is of great symp-
tomatic significance, but we should not be carried away by wishful
thinking. The numbers involved were quite small, despite the
panic of the cops and guardsmen; they were not as effective as
the newspapers first reported, if you consider the small number
of casualties that the cops suffered. :

Stokely Carmichael said in Havana that guerrilla warfare
was the answer and that it had already begun. This has caused
some comrades to raise the question of whether we should advocate
or support guerrilla warfare at this time. As Marxists, we
know what guerrilla warfare is and we must not confuse it with
armed struggle because the black militants do.
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Some of the black militants confuse the two terms, "guerrilla
warfare" and "armed struggle." Actually, they are not the same
thing at all. Guerrilla warfare is one form of armed struggle, put
not all armed struggle is guerrilla warfare. Armed struggle
will in all likelihood be necessary before capitalism is abol-
ished, but the particular form of struggle known as guerrilla
warfare may not occur at all in this country, or may play only
a minor role.

Let me add that we do not think that the stage of generalized
armed struggle has arrived either. We will, of course, defend
all who engage in struggle against the capitalist class, whatever
means they use, but armed struggle is not what we see on the
agenda today, nor is that what we advocate. Least of all do we
advocate armed struggle today as the strategy for achieving what
is most needed -- the organization of the masses and the equip-
ment of their mass movement with a political leadership, program
and perspective.

The ghetto uprisings were spontaneous. They lacked leader-
ship and clearly defined goals. When they were over nothing had
changed fundamentally. ©Small bands of armed men cannot serve as
a substitute for organizing the urban masses, no matter what they
call themselves.

Have the stages preceding armed struggle been exhausted in
the United States? Has the electoral arena been bypassed? The
black masses haven't even tried yet. Black people can tear up
a city, and even force production to be shut down for a few days,
as in Detroit and Milwaukee. But many of the very same people
that went into the streets for such action will vote Democratic
in 1968. Think about that and its implications.

Those who say electoralism has been bypassed should explain
why 95% of Cleveland's registered blacks turned out for Stokes
early this month. This was after the Newark and Detroit uprisings
of this year. It was after the major uprising in Cleveland it-
self Jjust last year.

Some will say that's a bad sign, showing the backwardness of
the black people. What is bad is black people did not organize
their own party to get rid of the hated mayor instead of doing
it through the Democratic Party. If a black candidate on the
Democratic ticket could get such a response, think of what would
happen with the candidate of an independent black political party.

The black masses still have to enter and go through the ex-
perience of an independent political party. It is around the
many-sided struggles to form and build such a party, and not
by armed struggle alone, that they will be organized. And when
they are organized as an independent political force, then the



-7 -

explosions they produce will make Newark and Det-2it seem like
child's play.

Slowing up the Democratic Party is of a magnitude a thou-
sand times greater t,ar burning down some stores. Smashing the
two~-party system -- which our resolution shows the strategi-
cally-located black minority can accomnlish -- 1112 do a thousand
times more damage to American oaplfa_uul than burning down
scme stores, or even a whole city. Because the capitalists will
always be able to build new ctores and a new city, but they
cannot rebuild their politicsl structurc when it is shattered
beyond repair because of the inap=2ct of holiticel independence
starting in the ghetto and 1n~v1tao;v spreading to other sec-
tions of the population, including the crganized workers —-
black and white.

The fate of the American revolution is going o be decided
in the cities. These cities are vuineravie 0 action;
the black uprisings give orly a small-scale indicetion of how
vulnerable. The black people are concentrasted in these cities,
and they will become incrsasingly coacentrated there. The per-
centage can only rise; in a few yeers they will be a majority.
That means they are already a majority of the working class of
several cities. And despiies the fears-& 1t autonmation which
some radicals have mistranslated to mezn that black workers will
no lon: er be needed, even as a reserve lcbhor force, comrades
from Detroit tell us that blacks are now a m3ijority of the pro-
duction workers in UAY Loczl 6C0 abt the big Ford Rouge p1uhu.
The black people, =rd especially the blacl workers, are going
to play a key role in the revolutionary developments that lie
ahead.

Q'J U)
U)

Despite all the talk about race vars, the upr 151ngs have
not had a predominantly or exc lusively anti-vhite character.
They are anti- cop. and anti-gouging nerchant. That is why poor
whites were able to Jjoin in the Devtroit acticn. The black people
are moving in response to thelir neceds end arcund Their ownh slo-
gans, which is the only way any mass D7
slogan that sums up best wnat bej want
the black community. 2lum or mot, bthinz
ple live. This is where tThey have poier Sin~ for black
control of the black community and mobilizing tk blaok masses
around this fight, the advocates of This slogan will come in-—
creasingly into combat with the capitalist cless, with the labor
bureaucrats and with the Uncle Toms. Fspnecially in the politi--
cal arena. Politics is the place where vhe First test of blaeclk
power will come. But it can's bLe & real ©est utnless and uncil
the black community transfers this slogan into the area of in-
dependent politics. That cen only mean an inde .ndent black
party, around which we mieth VOOdwc
campaign ~- not only in 19568, but

SR Pl RSy

- A" SR e\
k control of
ne black peo-—
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As a concretization of the slogan "black control of the black
community," the thing 1 would stress about that statement is the
word "propaganda." We must be very clear about that matter this
time. In 1963, some of us tended to underestimate the diffi-
culty in building an independent black party. Let us study what
happened with the Freedom Now Party and draw the necessary lessons
from it. The subjective conditions for a black party do not exist
yet, and we will make all kinds of mistakes if we don't recognize
that. The black party can't be built in 1967, and it can't be
built in 1968 (the only exception will be local parties). It
will take time. First the future leaders of that party must be
convinced of its necessity and how to go about the difficult task
of preparing for its building. That's why we emphasize propaganda.
Our Jjob is to educate and convince others of the need for such
a parvy, the steps and stages to be followed in preparing for it,
etc. Propaganda, education, explanation.

And to whom do we direct ourselves? Three tendencies:

(1) Non political -~ those who ignore politics with the mis-
taken notion that politics ignores them. Their abstentionism
leaves monopoly of the political power in the hands of the white
capitalist parties, who use that power to perpetuate, defend
and extend racism.

(2) Pro-Democratic -- those who recognize the need to par-
ticipate in politics but only in the two white capitalist par-
ties. Those whose main concern is electing Negro puppets and
Uncle Toms to office. We can explain why these Negroes become
captives of and apologists for capitalism; why, once they compro-
mise themselves, they cannot represent the black community; why
these Negro candidates become defenders of racism at home and a-
broad.

(3) The ultra-lefts —-- who are seeking instant freedom, in-
stant independence, instant black power, and think they can be
obtained without solving the problem of organizing the masses.

The idea can be introduced and popularized generally, to
anyone who will listen. And many will listen during an election
campaign. But the main audience to whom we must direct our
propaganda is the smaller group of advanced elements -- the
black militants, the black radicals -- especially the young ones,
the people in, around and sympathetic to SNCC, CORE and so on.
They will be the ones who will understand first, and who will act
on that understanding; they will be the founders of the party,
and many of them will be in its most radical and anti-capitalist
wing together with our black comrades. And in the process, if
we do this Jjob well, there is good reason to think we can con-
vince some of them of the validity of Marxism and make recruits
to the SWP.
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But again a word of caution. Just as it will be hard to
build a black party, so will it be hard to convince the present
young black radicals of the need for a black party and of the
need for them to take the initiative in creating it. The reasons
for this are complex, and I will have time to discuss only one
aspect ~-- ultra-leftism. I have to go into it because it is some-
thing we must deal with and is not covered in the resolution.

As with so many other things we know, our consciousness about
ultra-leftism comes from Lenin. He called it an infantile disease.
It is a disease or failing to which young people especially are
prone, although it afflicts some to the age of 70. Unfortunately,
ultra-leftism is not an easy thing to cure. It takes skill.

And it even takes a certain kind of courage.

When the Communist International was formed, Lenin saw that
several leaders and sections were infected with ultra-leftism
and he set out to combat it. He was dealing with revolutionaries,
and he had to correct their course from what they considered to
be a rightward direction -- a rather unusual position to be in.
But he undertook the job of educating and inoculating the movement
against it because he knew it would flounder in certain defeat
if that wasn't done.

‘The members of the black fraction in New York have been
talking about the problem of Afro-American ultra-leftism and the
need to deal with it. It will take a conscious effort. Most
of our bl ck comrades are not experienced in this aspect of our
work. We don't like to be put in the position of seeming to be
to the right of anybody; 1t embarrasses us.

Young people, lacking experience in the struggle, suddenly
become aware of the need for revolution and then begin to act as
though everybody, the mass of workers, can also make a quick
transition to revolutionary consciousness and action. The prob-
lems of strategy, the complexities of tactics, are overlooked or
brushed aside impatiently. Just tell everybody the truth and the
workers will storm the barricades. Unfortunately, life is not
so simple. And*those people afflicted by this disease can commit
all kinds of errors of either adventurism or abstention, or pe-
culiar combinations of both, that can set the movement back.

This is a sickness suffered not only by individuals but also by
parties and groups, especially the new ones.

When somebody, a young black radical, advocates guerrilla
warfare, our comrades hesitate about answering him because they
don't want to be thought of as opponents to armed struggle. When
somebody says it's the time of the bullet and nobody can call
himself a revolutionary unless he has a gun and is ready to use
it, our comrades feel on the defensive. And most of all, when
an ultraleftist sneers at our proposal for an independent black
party, saying that's reformism or electoralism, and that a black
party would be pressured into becoming part of the status-quo,
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or co-opted by the power structure, and so on and so on, then
our comrades find it hard to handle and even begin to have doubts
about the correctness of our course. Especially if they are new
and inexperienced in the movement themselves.

We must teach our new comrades how to distinguish between
a blowhard who is substituting ultra-militant talk for action and
genuine young revolutionaries who are going through a natural
stage of development. Those who are exploiting nationalist sen-
timent and those who are serious.

To young black militants who are beginning to understand that
victory involves a violent struggle to the death, we may appear
naive or reformist, because they do not undertand the thing like
a political party. They don't understand that these are tactics
to win over and organize the masses in the ghetto. ©So we'll have
to explain it as effectively as possible. It may not make us
popular. It will not be easy. But we are corréct and in the
course of their development serious black militants will recognize
our correctness and make the necessary adjustment.

And even 1f we don't succeed at first in explaining and con-
vincing, we must be on guard against letting ultra-leftist mis-
conceptions affect or influence our own strategy. We must be
clear about our strategy,or, under the pressure of ultra-leftists,
we ourselves could become disoriented. And then there would be
no possibility of ever helping black radicals to overcome their
ultra-leftism.

Now I will take up Comrade Weinstein's proposal. TFirst T
should say that Comrade Nat does a very good Jjob in explaining
the difficulties in building an independent black party. His
document is useful and helpful in this regard. It is the con-
clusions he draws that I want to address myself to.

I do not believe Comrade Nat has thought through the serious
implications or the logic of his proposal. Nor the obligation
involved in making such a proposal. What I am talking about is
Comrade Nat's proposal that the SWP advocate the establishment
of a black counterpart to the SWP. Here he presents his proposal
as an exclusively practical one. We disagree completely. Before
any csuch proposal can be discussed practically, it must be first
examined from the standpoint of principle and strategy. The merits
of his proposal from a practical standpoint, whatever they may be,
cannot even be talked about until we decide that it is permiss-
ible and proper from the standpoint of principle. Marxist prin-
ciple.

When the Communist International was formed, one of its prin-
ciples was that there could be only one Marxist or Communist
Party in any country. When the Fourth International was formed,
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it took the same position. In general, they took this position
because they held that only a centralized party is capable of
defeating and abolishing the capitalists and their state; that
anything less than a centralized and unified command of the
revolutionary forces could not accomplish the job. When there
is one state, one government, that has to be overthrown, there
can be only one revolutionary party to lead the struggle. This
is how they thought; this was the line of their reasoning. And
this was the organizational principle which they derived.

So first we ought to ask why did they reach this conclusion?
If we think it was wrong, or that it is not a principle, we ought
to say so before we begin changing it on the basis of the prac-
ticality of any proposal. Or, if we think that it is right in
general, or that it used to apply but no longer applies now, we
ought to say that, and show why;or, if we think that American
conditions are so exceptional in this regard that new principles
ought to be elaborated, then we ought to say that too and present
arguments to support it. But let's not stumble into such a serious
question.

Lenin was the greatest revolutionary advocate of self-deter-
mination that the world has ever known; he contributed more to
our understanding of this question than any Marxist before or
since. Lenin fought fiercely for the Bolshevik Party to advocate
that the oppressed nations and national minority groups had the
right to separate from the Russian empire, before or after the
revolution. No one equalled him in this. And yet, in the end,
after some experimentation, Lenin was also the strongest advocate
of a single revolutionary party uniting the Russian, Polish,
Ukrainian, Georgian and other Marxists. Remember, Poland was
a nation where most Poles lived; Finland was a nation where
most Finns lived. In spite of that, Lenin insisted that all the
Polish and Georgian and Finnish Marxists should belong to the
same party. Do you think Lenin was wrong about this? Or do
you think that he was right about it so far as Russia went, but
America is different; not just different, but so different that
Lenin's principle does not apply here? If so, you should explain
why. I don't think he was wrong, I don't have to do that.

I hope everyone understands what we are talking about. It
is a proposal that we, the SWP, should advocate the establishment
of a black counterpart of the SWP -- that we should advocate it.
This is not the same situation that would arise if a group of
black radicals outside our party, who were drawing closer to our
ideas, should decide that they don't want to join our party but
that they want to build a black counterpart of our party. That
would be a case of them advocating it and trying to build it.
Our attitude toward such a group would likely be fraternal and
friendly. If they actually built a party, we would surely try
to wokr together with it in the closest and most comradely way.
And if it came close enough programmatically, we would surely
consider offéring to unite with it into a single party; and we




- 12 -

would maintain comradely relations with it even if it rejected
such an offer.

But for us to advocate such a move and even initiate it is
an entirely different thing. It would create more problems than
it would solve; porblems both of principle and practical party-
building and black cadre-building. Because what is a "black
counterpart of the SWP"? Can there even be such a thing? The
essence of the SWP is its program, its Marxist program. A cen-
tral part of that program is the decisive role of the working
class in leading the revolution. The composition of the party
as well as its attitude to the various sections of the working
class flows from this central aspect of our program. That is
why, among other reasons, the party is open to both black and white.

But what about the projected black counterpart of the SWP?
It would presumably also believe in the decisive role of the
working class. But apparently it would bar revolutionary white
workers from membership; it would tell them,"No, you can't join,
you go on downtown to 873 Broadway" (or the addresses of the dif-
ferent cities' party headquarters).

In other words, the all-black conception it held of itself
would be in contradiction to the program. I doubt that the new
members of such a counterpart would get a full and genuine Marxist
education. And since the very form of the black counterpart
would be at variance with important parts of the program, 1 am
afraid that the result would be a black caricature, rather than
a black counterpart of the SWP. And that the problems of building
a revolutionary Marxist party, capable of leading the workers to
victory against the most powerful capitalist state the world has
ever known, would be compounded and increased, rather than the
other way around.

That is why our general strategic aim is the construction of
a single centralized combat party capable of unseating the most
powerful ruling class in history. Our attitude to all other
formations -- not only labor parties, black parties, but also
any revolutionary currents that may arise -- is determined by the
way they strengthen or act as a detour to the accomplishment of
this central task.

Comrade Weinstein's assumption is that the main deterrent to
our recruitment of Afro-Americans is that the overwhelming majority
of the SWP membership is white. It is still a predominantly
white party, unfortunately. There is no question about that.

Our comrades find it harder to recruit blacks, especially blacks
under the influence of black nationalism at its present stage,
because whites are a majority of the SWP. And our own black com-
rades are under pressure and even attack from nationalists because
they belong to a party that is mainly white in composition.
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We all know that, and we are all keenly desirous of finding
ways of changing this or at least improving the situation. But
I still question Comrade Nat's assumption. The main deterrent
to recruitment of blacks 1s not the party's composition, though
it appears that way; but the party's program. If you can con-
vince black contacts of our program, they will join. If you con-
vince them that socialism is the answer to their problems, they
will join. If you can convince them about the decisive role of
the working class, they will Jjoin. But that's the rub -- they
think we are crazy when we talk about the role of the working
class. All they can see is a dormant white working class.

They may agree with some parts of our program, but like many
New Leftists, they balk when we insist on the working class na-
ture of the coming revolution. A black counterpart of the SWP
would run into the very same problem; if it really had the same
program and not just parts of it (hav1ng parts means having really
a different program.) Most black radicals would think that a
black counterpart that really had the same program was similagly
crazy, unrealistic, dogmatic and so on. Another bag whitey has
set up for blacks.

I know that black radicals would listen to a black counterpart
more readily, but I question that it could recruit and hold mem-
bers at a substantially different rate than we can, or than we
may be able to do in the near future. Example: all-black or-
ganizations, SNCC or CORE, nationalist organizations, have their
problems of recruiting, educating and holding their members.

S0, we think Comrade Weinstein's proposal is a long, long
way from being "almost unchallengeable," even before you get
around to considering its practical feasibility. He himself
recognizes that it is not practical now -- that we don't have the
forces to do what he suggests; we don't have the forces to do
things a lot less difficult than launching a new Marxist party.

And on this other practical criterion: the "inclination"
of the black comrades, I think I can state with certainty that
the only inclination held by a sizable number of the black com-
rades with whom I have discussed this question is against his
proposal, against it in principle, against it as a tactic as well
as against it on practical grounds, or don't feel strongly about
it one way or the other.

I do not question Comrade Nat's right -- or anyone's right --
to raise any questions, however speculative or impractical. We
can benefit from discussion of even such questions, if the dis-
cussion improves the level of our understanding and consciousness.
But I hope the discussion of this proposal can be concluded with-
out too much delay and that it will not divert us from more press-
ing problems.
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In their hunt for solutions, in which we all should engage,
some comrades are stumbling over panaceas and shortcuts that are
really longcuts. DPerhaps we can avoid some of this by keeping
our eyes on changes in the situation and new trends, a dialectical
attitude, rather than letting ourselves be hypnotized by over-
attention to the present or by the deadly error of thinking that
the future will be the same as the present -- only more so.

A lesson from party history might be useful here. In 1954,
which was the year of the Supreme Court decision against school
segregation, Dick Fraser opened up a campaign to have the party
denounce and renounce black nationalism and assert that the only
possible road could be integration. Young comrades, those who
have been in the movement three or four years or less, find it
hard to understand how such a proposal could have been put forth
so seriously and tenaciously. But it was not at all fantastic.
Organized black nationalism was spotty and uninfluential at that
time. What Fraser was saying would probably have been endorsed
by most of the black militants of that time. But we rejected
his demand.

Armed with Trotsky's advice, and an understanding of how
things can change, we refused to renounce or reject black na-
tionalism. We admitted that the prevailing trend was toward in-
tegration, but we refused to rule out the possibility of a black
nationalist development in a new upsurge or in a revolutionary
situation. This was indeed fortunate. Because, when the upsurge
began in the early 1960's, and when black nationalism began to
appear as the incipient left wing of that movement, we were
theoretically prepared to meet it with an open mind, to see what
was progressive about it, to approach it in a friendly way, and
even to influence it to a degree.

What a calamity it would have been if we had followed Fraser's
advice and prescription! If in some ways we are relatively
isolated from the struggle now, we would have been totally cut
off from it if we had done what he demanded; so cut off that the
present discussion would have been unimaginable. The lesson is
this: Study the present, learn everything there is to know about
it, pay attention to every problem and obstacle and never stop
trying to solve them. But at the same time, don't become im-
patient, don't lock yourself in with any fixed and fast formulas
based soley on the present, and never lose sight of the fact
that things will change. We are witnessing a process unfolding,
that will be constantly changing.

Today we have difficulties in recruiting because of a phase
that the black community is going through. But don't make the
mistake of thinking that this phase will last forever; any more
than that the conservatism and apathy of the white workers will
last forever.
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Suspicion of all whites and hostility to all whites are not
necessarily permanent aspects of black nationalism. We shall see the
day when black nationalism no longer needs them. They have been
necessary to help black people throw off the shackles and restraints
of white liberalism and reformism; they have been necessary to help
mobilize the black people for their own liberation struggle. But once
the influence of liberalism has ended and once the black people have
been mobilized and united, what reason is there to think present
moods and present attitudes to all whites will last forever? As Mal-
colm X correctly stated, there must first be some black unity before
there can be any real black-white unity.

What do we learn from the evolution of Malcolm X, the most ar-
ticulate spokesman for black nationalism? He came from religious
sectarianism to internationalism. Malcolm X changed from a suspicion
of all whites, hostility to all whites. In the course of his develop-
ment he began to differentiate between whites. This was reflected
best in his attitude toward the party and YSA. Why should we assume
a fixed attitude in Malcolm's heirs? Let us not rush to adopt new
strategies too hastily. Or we may find ourselves closing off a road
Jjust when it is about to open.

During our 1964 election campaign we made some modest gains.
We got the ear of some of the black community. But, by and large,
the majority of the black militants were cool to us. I believe
Comrade Derrick had a similar experience in Atlanta during the summer
of 1966. But only a little more than a year later, Comrade Derrick
went to Atlanta again, this time as campaign aide to Comrade Bou-
telle on their first southern tour. And this time SNCC leaders
showed up at the large campus meeting where the SWP candidate was
speaking, and they had friendly talks afterward, and exchanged 1it-
erature and so on. I don't mean that SNCC leaders are flocking to
join the SWP, or that they will be next year. But the fact that
Boutelle belongs to a mainly white party doesn't prevent him from
getting a hearing from even black nationalists. Nor is our literature
rejected in many parts of the country merely because a majority of
the party is white. White comrades in New York attended a black
rally. They had literature to sell and distribute. They were not
permitted to attend the meeting. They were asked to leave but the
black militants kept the literature and distributed it to the black
audience. Doors are open to us, there is no need to despair or become
impatient. We should concentrate on ways of making an impact after
the doors are open, and of opening new doors rather than wasting time
with shortcuts or gimmicks.

The chances of building an effective and relatively large black
cadre in the party -- the key to all our other problems -- is not
worse but better than it has been in years. Not all our problems
are solved, or can be solved immediately, but I for one feel greater
confidence and optimism about how our black cadre will grow. My
reasons for this confidence are threefold:
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(1) The changing objective and subjective conditions in the
black community. There never have been so many conferences, local
and regional, being planned and held in the ghetto to discuss

~program and perspective. This points to a deep hunger for ans-
wers, which inevitable will get us a better hearing if we know
what to say and how to say it. Now, at last, we are not the only
voice in the community speaking against capitalism and the need

to replace it with a different kind of system. If that is com-
petition, it is the kind we can only welcome and benefit from.

The language is coming closer to the language we have been talking
all along. Common language will mean the growth of common action
of all kinds.

(2) The whole party is being armed and rearmed by the present
discussion and the further study and understanding that it will
lead to after this convention. More than before and better than
before, this will lead to incorporating an understanding of black
nationalism into our full program. This will make our program
and party more attractive to the many new contacts we will make
during the election campaign, and I am talking about white con-
tacts as well as black. White contacts will Jjoin us because of
our uniquely revolutionary program for the black struggle. White
members having a better understanding will be able to help us
improve and expand our work in the ghetto. We don't at all be-
lieve that white comrades have little or nothing to contribute
in this area. On the contrary. And the better equipped they are
theoretically and practically, the bigger contributions they will
make. This is particularly true in areas where we have no black
comrades, or where we have only one or two black comrades.

(3) Through our 1968 election campaign already we can see
signs of open doors to possible work with black militants.
Along with the black comrades in the New York local we have pos-
sibilities of reinforcements of black youth and older experienced
comrades to be transferred into New York. We have already begun
to improve the organization and better coordination of the work
of the black comrades and the building of our black cadre, and we
expect to continue the improvement in the period after the con-
vention. Some of our concrete plans will be presented and dis-
cussed at another time during the convention.
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AMERICAN POTLITICS AND THE 1968 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN
Repooy for the £C L0 22nd
Naticnal SWP Convention

by Jeck Barnes

Je've already had reports and discussicn cn the international
5ituatior, the current stage of the Afro-American struggle and the
resolubicn entitled "The Case for an Independent Black Political
Parvy." Later tcday and tomorrow Hhere will be repcrts and dis-
cussgion on the aﬂtiwa“ movement and on the youth movement. Thus
scme cecticns of the report on the Political Resoluticen will be
shorter then proper 3‘13133 would dictate, if iv were the sole

g
report.

One wzek ago the ismerican governcrs were discussing the 1968
elections on a cruice ship heading for a conferesnce on the Virgin
Islands. The Republican governors issued a stabtement which said,
"The presidentisl election year will be “he year of the Great De-
bate ¢n the foreign policy of the United States.”

The next day, a Little nsrvously, one of Johnscon's chief foreign
policy advizors, Walt Rostow, spoke at the University of Kansas in
TLawrence, Kancas. IHe warnsd, "The deme stic debate over Vietnam
is nct what it geems teday." Mr. Rostow asserted, "It's not simply
about Vietnam, it's not slmDWy about curreni United States foreign
policy, but if it continuves, it threatens {0 raise the question of
whether the United States go"crnmen+ should abandcon its entire post-
war foreign policy." Those statements by upﬁ1°~m:ﬂ cf the ruling
class accurately forecast the axis of debate in the coming election
year.

The Vietnam war and the st ru‘qla gainst 1t remsing the central
question, not only in the class stru on a world scale but in
the domecstic pol:tlcu of the United

itself. The Political
Resoluticn discusses +the divisions i the United States which
the war and the cpresition to Lu hav endered, and the growing
impact this is having on other issues rmerican :4ics. These
divisions and this imLact have deepened in the i cnths since
the resolution was drafted.

In the last two yeers, the 1 1 conscicueness of the
great masz of the American peopl . ren ralsed. The mass of
the American peonlo are 1aVoivad d i1 be involved further in
dvba+¢ﬂg the character cf the foreign licy of fmerican imperi-
alism like +they have not been for decades, ond The great debatve

on ;o*eign policy threatens 0 go well beyond the limits that the

ruling class wourd like %o impose.

At the same time that this dsbate and divieicn over foreign
policy is growing, the war and the oppositisn to it has set looee,
pushed further, acted as a catalyst cn, aud iz the background %o
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the struggles carried on in the various sectors of the mass move-
ment. The students, the Afro-Americans, the workers -- and all of
their misleaders -- face new situations and problems which they
didn't count on two years ago. The war impels the American people
to think more and more in political terms. The general interest
in politics which is always r=iced Dy national elections is thus
heigmtened further.

The alectlon campaign presents a platform for our ideas, with
cinii e ely improved opportunities for us compared to any of our
previous pr931dent1al campeigms. It has also become clear that
the issues surrounding the war, international and domestic, will
not be settled by or during tnls campaign. r“‘hey are basically
Cetermined and brought into sharp focus by (1) the character of
the epoch we're 11v1ng in and the conditions American imperialism
faces cn a world scale and (2) the unexpected depth of the domestic
consequences the Vietnam escalation has produced.

We must put our campaign, its limits, its purposes and its
opportunities in this perspective.

THE DILEMMA OF THE RULING CLASS

The ruling class itself faces dilemmas. The continuation
of LBJ's course of gradual step-by-step escalation of the war has
become the least acceptable variant to a growing section of the
ruling class. The factors responsible for this shift were enumerated
in the Political Resolution. The deepening Americanization of
the war itself, the growth of the casualties, the change in the
scope of the war in Vietnam and the effects this has on taxes,
wages, and other conditions at home, are the roots of this growing
dissent. For instance, Robert Kennedy, in a letter mailed last
week to his constituents pointed out that in the last 6-month period
American casualties in Vietnam have been higher than the entire
draft calls of the South Vietnamese army. In other words, the
war in no sense can be considered a war of Vietnamese against
Vietnamese, with Saigon simply aided by the Americans.

This opposition within the ruling class has forced the John-
son ifdministration to shift ground. Last week Johnson and several
Administration spokesmen stated that neither our treaty commitments
nor our "moral commitments to South Vietnamese democracy" are ba-
sically involved in the war. What is now involved, LBJ said, and
what is put before the American people for their consideration in
this election campaiga, is the national security of the United
States. Under the impact of these speeches the congressional
"dove" opposition has deepened. Several Senators who have been
silent on the issue for a year of two, and some who have previously
been "hawks," s-ritched.

"Will it be possible," they ask, "to continue to carry out a
world-wide foreign policy in our interest, and be able to act not
only in Asia but if necessary in the Iliddle East, in Latin America,
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in Africa -- wherever explosions may erupt -- if the deepening of “he
Vietnam quagnire continues?" So to Johnson's policies they ccunter--
pose their various tactical alternatives -- the enclave theory,

negotiations, the short or long-term bombing pause, etc.

Another factor concerns them. That is the tendency. which we
noted in the resolution, toward a growing militarization of American
life. The increase in the authority and weight of what they call
the military industrial complex in the decisions of the war becomzac

more and more obvious. Robert Strange McNamara -- and if There cver
was a person with an appropriate middle name it's the Eecretary of
Defense -- was supposed to be the great civilian controller, the

man who came in, slapped the generals down, and shaped up “the de-
fense department. But in the last six months it has become clear
that in the decisions being made on the escalation of bcmbing, on
the character of the targets, and on the proposals for funthc_ eg~—
calation, it's the generals and their views which are carrying t e
day with Johnson. So in addition to the fear of the conseouen
of even a continuing step-by-step gradual escalation there is fc
among the doves of uhe increased weight of the military casve

the executive councils of American capitalism.

in

Thus, a growing section of the ruling class opposes an open-
ended escalation of the war and Opposes the growth of the influence
of the military in the government. This is the main axis ol Tth2
debate: whether or not to continue the step-by-step escalaticn, cor

to find a way out.

But there is one other possible variant in ruling class strat-
egy that we must keep in mind. That is a genuine danger of sor2
sudden qualitative escalation possibly including a bombing attack
against China. This is not the most likely variant. The opposition
to the war is deep both nationally and internationally, znd the
American army has not expected the surprising military blows dezalt
them by the Vietnamese workers and peasants. But one of the wvarients
open to the pro-escalation wing of the ruling class under these
conditions is plunging forward, taking a qualitative new step which
they hope will shock the ruling class as a whole into hecaling i+«
divisions, and will solidify the working masses behind a war for
"national security." At the same time they would hope to partiall
solve the problem they face in the growing might of the Peo»nle's
Republic of China. The decision in favor of the light anti-ballis--
tic missile defense system and the verbal attacks by Humphrey end
others pinpointing China as the source of the danger to '"our" n=iicnal
security have been very ominous.

As long as the mass of the organized workers remains outside
the current radicalization a venture against China remains cro ¢f “he
so-called "ways out" for the American ruling class. It's ocur re-
sponsibility not to forget this. If the growing radicalization
that we see in the student movement and in the Afro-American cori-—
munities were to penetrate the labor movement the war nalzers wouldl

have to re-evaluate the possibilites of choosing this extrene veriens.
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In the 1968 elections the Johnson Democrats and a large section
of the Republican Party want to sweep the war under the rug. Their
line is, "The war cannot bes made a political issue. The biparti-
sanship which we've had since World War II must be maintained.”

This has been emphasized by a series of spokesmen for this wing of
the ruling class. They go further ard say, "If there is debate on
the war it is essential that the war itself and the problems gen-
erated by the war not be connecved with the domestic issues that
face the American people. BSome other issue, crime on the streets
preferably, should be *the axis of the campaign debates."

Our intention is Jjust the opposite:

(1) We will utilize the election campaign not to sweep the war
under the rug but to make the war the overricing questicn that the
American people must think about, decide on and draw all the correct
conclusions from. (2) We will explain the crganic connection between
war and the problems and demands of the workers, Afro-Americans and
students of the United Statves. (3) More bthan anything else, what
we will advocate to the mass movement is That nov one struggle, not
one demand, not one need be subordinated to this war.

THE AFRO-AMERICAN STRUGGLE

To the black masses the racism of Americen capitalist society
is the key question in the 1968 elections. Tae Vietnam war is not
their war. Their problems did not arise with the war, they rose
long before the war. Their greatest desire is not so much peace
and freedom but freedom and peacs.

They refuse to subordinate any aspect of their struggle to
the war. They see the war not as a war of "our'" nation but as the
war of the nation of their ovpressor. The refusal of the black
militants to stop struggling has been the biggest sinsle political
factor in slowing Johnson's hand in escalating the war. This is
the central focus of political opposition at this time in the mass
of the American workers. This is true not only in the militant
wing of the black struggle. Even Martin Luther King and the forces
and elements that he speaks for and represents take this position.
Not one demand, not one struggle is to be subordinated to the war
in Vietnam.

The struggle has reached such a point that Martin Luther King
now makes a proposal that he hopes will undercut the "extremism"
in the ghetto. He proposes that the black masses in all the met-
ropolitan centers must in some organized way Dring about total
mass civil dislocation in the cities. In other words in late 1967
that's the moderate version of the way black Americans should view
their struggle in relation to the Vietnam war.
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1 prcbably be the new Democratic mayor
rent “pbroach We can fight the war and
butter we need, he says. Our ans-
t is a lie. You can't do both.

e’ in:u the war the less they will produce

L that the black people do not see this
snel . 2t They are coming o believe more and more that
the w2 end social gnd ccononmic progress are contradictory, is the
that the Democratic Party politicians, black
cerming elecsion. Carl Stokes may now teke
th puns 2nd butter are cn the agenda for
if there is another explosion in the Hough
Ssckes, the Democratic meyor, will use guns,
iteelf will vcach a few 1eosons.
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vrrisings vhers has been a consistent deepening

; s no ¥ conegcioveness ¢f Afro-fmericans. The demand

for 1 1“0; control of The black COﬂmunltv -- for economic, social,
cultural end polivical coatrol over their own lives, their own areas,
thelir ovn educatlicn, the future of their children, etc., -- has

in one or ancvher concrete form, their central demand.
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S50 there seems to be a growing groundswell of these parasites,
behind the leadership of Johnson, to solve their problems in the
black ghettos.

We can be sure, the uprisings and the deepening nationalist
sentiment have =ffects on the black GIs, but we don't have access
to accurate information on this. The Vietnamese take this very
seriously. They stress the impact of the ghetto uprisings on black
GIs. Whether this is based on concrete evidence or based on their
sensitivity to the attitudes of this layer of the American army,
we don't know.

The racists, especially in the George Wallace campaign, will
attempt to submerge the war debate by concentrating on the "race
question." They will attempt to focus the racist sentiment in
American society against the black people in order to (1) carry out
a racist offensive and (2) cover up the basic debate over imperialist
foreign policy. The struggles of the black militants threaten to
do just the opposivte. While their struggle began before the war
and while the struggles and conditions they face, rather than the
Vietnam war, are ceatral for them, the continuation of this strug-
gle regardless of thzs war puts the ruling class in a deepening con-
tradiction.

If any large section of the American workers adopted this
attitude of permanent militant struggle in spite of the"war needs
of the nation" it would be impossible for Johnson, or any other leader
of American capitalism, to prosecute the war. The ability to main-
tain needed production, their political authority as a ruling class,
the maintenance of acceptable social stability in this country --
all would come into question. It's the example of struggle set by
the Afro-Americans that is so important. Especially in light of
the fact that in the coming months and years the federal government
will have to play a more direct anti-labor, anti-union role, sim-
ilar to the anti-black posture it has had to take as the struggle
of the black community has intensified.

THE AMERICAN ECONOMY AND THE WORKING CLASS

The resolution outlines the basic economic conditions which the
workers and the capitalist government face in the coming period.
The inflationary bias of monopoly capital, heated up by the Vietnam
war, has put growing pressure on the real wages of the American wor-
kers. An actual decline, not in money wages but in real wages,
began in the middle of 1966. This is a situation the workers have
not faced since the mid-fifties. Just prior to the UAW's negotiatviors
with Ford, the senior staff economist of the Council of Economic
Advisers, Saul Nelson, went to Detroit to speak to a national gath-
ering of the Association of Business Economists. Johnson's econo-
mist told them this:

"In 1962, after the present upturn had started, the profit
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it eciceeded ¢8 5 per cent. The labor share has correspondin
fallen from 71.3 per cent in 1962 to 69.6 per cent in 1966."

share of corporate income averaged 16.5 per cent, whereas in 1966
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In oSher words, in addition to the effects of inflation at the
end of the bocm, the actual percentage of corporats income wnich
the corporations maraged to keep had grovm relative to labor's
share. And as Nelson's comments indicate struzzles have intensified
to reverse this trend.

The purpose of this talk was clear. It was to prepare the
businessmen for the strugples they were going to face, beginning
with the Ford strike: the defensive struggles of the American wor-
kers, o maintain, regaln, or safeguard the real wage ga ains which
they had fought for and won in the late 1950's arnd eariy 1960'=.

Inflation, in moderation, is the tool most preferred by the
ruling class to keep the rate of exploitation as nhigh as possibie
and real wages as low as possible. The only other fwo methods they
have are (13 meintenance of a large and periodicelly growing in-
dustrial reserve army, a significant legion of the unemployed, c¢r
(2) direct state control over or interference with the labor move-
ment. These latter two policies are more politically dangerous in
the eyes of the American ruling class.

But the little inflationary trick has its problems too. In-
teresct rates tend to soar -- and are blamed more and more on the
Vietnam wer; internal bottlenecks in the economy grow; international
rressures increase not only on the dollar, but on the envire pcsu-
var internaticnal monetary structure which has allowed American
finencial pznetration of the other advanced copitalist countries.
Thus eas inflation starts brlnglng more difficulbies than rewards
the muling class must turn to some combination of the cther wwo
policies -- the growth of the industrial reserve army —- that is
recession-induced unemployment -- or more and more direct govern-
ment interference and conbtrol of the union mcvement and oppocition
to wage increas2

0]

T

The government in Washington prefe?s working through the trade
union bu*euucrgds to acccmplich their ends. It is poliid lcally
gs2fast for them, and it disguises their own interference. kuil=
nunter ¢nt Lo To amcvent strilies os often as poscible, tahrcusa egrec-
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ment, through pressure, through demogogy. Rule number two is if
there's a strike, imvose upon the rank and file terms of settlement
which are as accentiale 2s possible to the corporations. But the
labor lieutenants, under the economic conditions we described,
gradually losc the capezcity to successfully carry out this role.

As they do so they lose little by little paru ¢f their wvalue to

the ruling class. That'es the bureaucrats' worst nightmare.

Demands for gersral lezislation against labor are being in-
creasingly voicad. & growing layer of ccongrescsmen and editors of
the daily »precs ere ingisting on finding ways to apply anti-trust
concepts t0 industry-wide bargaining, to ain untl—“onopoly con-

cepts to union mergers or coalition bargaining in 1ndu5uries, or to

establish some sore of comvulsory 1abor courts. his direct govern-
ment interference, which they prefer to avoid bubt which they must be
prepared to apply if labor's nilitant response to the current e-

conomic pressurcs drepens, will itself be the biggest builder of
labor party sentiment 1n Vhe ranks of labor.

What the Socielist Vorkers Party urges is that the workers
themselves do what the bleck Americans are doing. That is say in
essence, "To hell with your war, we're not pulling back any of our
demands because of the war, we're going to struggle to defend our
gains, our wagses and cur rigats against the combined assault of
the corporations and the governmenu.” It's this position of strug-
gle at home which is the bedroclk of the revolutionary socialist
attitude during wartime.

There must be no class peace when the ruling class is prosecu-
ting an imperialist war. That was one of the cornerstones of the
2nd International prior to its failure in the face of World War I.
It became a cornerstone of the Communist International. The most
effective method of struggle against imperialiss war is the accel-
eration of the class struggle at home , end the acceleration of the
struggles of oppressed national minorities. In oxrder to carry out
a reactionary war, in order to carry out a war against the workers
and peasants of other countries, the ruling class must increase
the exploitation ¢hd oppression of the workers, the Afro-Americans,
the youth in their own country. This social interdependence is the
basis for our deep-going invernationalism.

In order to prosecute and escalate a war against the workers,
peasants, the students and the colored masses in another part of
the globe, the ruling class must also begin carrying out attacks
on the living conditions and rights of the workers, the Afro-Amer-
icans and the svudents ‘n theilr cwn country. And thece attacks
are met bv resistance ard struggle. This is what we mean when we
say inside every reactionary war are the ceeds of a civil war.

The Stelinists, the labor bureaucrats, and the social democrats
have systematically miseducated the masses con this question. In
World War II +the Communist Party geve complete support to a general
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no-strike pledge and dicssolved the Communist Party in the South.
It attacked thes NAACP for its slogan "Double V for Victory" --
7ictory over fascism cbroad and victory over racism at home. The
Staliniess irsissed i%'s not “Double V for Victory," it's "V for
Tictory" ictory cver fasciem abroad. But even with the support
of the CP 3 wnion burccucracy lined up 100 % behind the war,

end with 5 elatively pcpular because of the knowledge of the
Americen workaras of what fascizm 2nd Nazism meant to labor, opposi-
J—*~.

ticn and strugglie broke through in the Harch on Washlngton campaign,
1t Lroke Shx ive 1245 with the Harlenm erplosion and miners strug-
~les, and on ive scale in 1944 end 1545 with the explosion

of the greavest strike wave in the 2istory of fmerican labor.

The tendency of tne workers Iro very beginning of the
Vietnan ver os been ”Mluv Giiferent. .as been to subordinate
p:act cally none ol Wi cononic s s because the govern-
nsnt 1s ab war. The : :318” of the ne mechanics, of the
transport workers and the ganitation workers in Iiew York City, the
scrucsgles of the teechers and ovher public empicyees have all been
evamnles c¢f this.

5 of *he public workers play an additional role in
this situation. They face the goverament in a two-fold role: one,
as their employer, a d two, as some supposedly supra-class body
above the contanding Iorces in capitaiist society. Thus, the anti-
working class character of the state becomes more obvious.

The bureaucrats and the misleaders of the mass movement quake
at the percoective of growing conflict with the state. This was
refiected In Reufther's carecful provegenda and agitation during and
after the UAYW Convention asbout BﬂC need to strike the auto industry
one company at a time; Ho pick the firm that had the least war pro-
duction =nd *to teke cere not tc stxike the Ford plants in which
"vital" war production was being carried ouvt. A head-on conflict
with the cepitalist government threatens their position more than
anything.

These strike struggles are not political, not in the sense
DO Ry bl
that people normally wuse the word. They are struqqles over bread-
end-butter iscuecgc. Dub they Uake plsece in the midst of the war.
They %Hake place at a ti ine waen the state is under growin ressure
g g

to ¢1nd ways and meens ci nreventing then. The relatively small
scale strungWec which we have secen up o thig Tire are an important
augury for the futurs. As the goverume nt _attempts to step in, it
will fece +the veriodic di ' st rulers. It must choose
between intvervening inzde 4r@ en increasingly intol-

o

"
- - - —_AD
erable economic and cocial situabion as they try to carry out the
d

ver; or intervening sherply, directly, and openly, and take the chance
of rrnolpl tating & qualicative change over time in +the conscious-
ness of the working maszses conceruinc the class character of the

l‘Y“l“""‘ can oteta,
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Continued political and social struggles in any sector of the
mass movement undercut the idea that you can't strike during a war,
you can't carry on mass struggles during a war, you can't strike
the government. It's with this in mind that the historical impor-
tance of the organized antiwar movement must be seen.

THE ANTIWAR MOVEMENT

The most importent political consequence of the demonstrations,
struggles, and periodic national mass actions of the antiwar move-
nent is the role they play in making it impossible for the misleaders
of the working class and of the black community to impose a mori-
torium on struggle on the grounds of the "war effort." If every-
one clse is not sacrificing why the hell should we!

The antiwar movement helps breed disrespect for capitalist
truth, capitalist leaders, capitalist morality, and capitalist law
and order. The questions are raised, whose truth, whose morals,
wncse law? Johnson, who was elected president by the largest major-
ity ever, was the subject of a California state poll taken several
weeke ago. One of the questions was, "Can you name one area in
which you feel the president has done a good job?" One good Jjob;
that's not much to ask. DMore than two thirds of the people could
rot think of a single one. [Since this report was presented to
the party convention Johnson himself has pointed to one accomplish-
ment for whi%h he asks credit: He has provided plenty of dissi-
dents. -- JB

It is important for us to note the connection between the
antiwar movement and the other sectors of the mass movement, which
are at different stages of development, and have different char-
acteristics. A glance from outside by someone who is not a Marxist
would note three seemingly unrelated sectors of American society,
in each of which an increase in struggle is occuring. But there
is the tendency for lessons and tactics to spread from one sector
of the mass movement to the other. There have been many examples
of this the last three weeks during the wave of demonstrations on
campuses. At the University of Wisconsin the students got a little
taste of tear gas, of clubs and of being pulled down the stairs,
beaten and jailed. What began as a sit-in on the campus ended with
70 of them admitted to the hospital. DBut then something else hap-
pened. The first day they were sitting in and singing songs. The
second day they were heaving bottles and bricks at the cops. The
third day the chancellor and the three deans were walking around
canpus with an armed guard. This doesn't mean a great deal in and
of itself. It was just a small lesson. There are a few more stu-
dents at the University of Wisconsin who, as they read about the
steelhaulers' struggles, will see some of the things that happened
along the Pennsylvania roads in a different light. As John Wilson
of SNCC said to some of the white students in Washington, "Glad to
welcome a few more of you to the club.”
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These are a few more ties that bind, lessons driven home by
experiences. The more the methods which are usually used only agains®
the Afro-Americans are used against the students, the more the tac-
tics of the students in some demonstrations will tend to resemble
the tactics of the workers or Afro-Americans, and the more mutual
respect will be engendered. And the lesson will be taught that
the enemy is not in Vietnam, but is a common enemy right here at
home.

In this sense the October 21st demonstration at the Pentagon
and the impact it has had nationally, and internationally, was
another step forward for the antiwar movement. The details, the
discussion, and criticisms on this will be taken up under the anti-
war report. But we should note the size and combativity of the
Pentagon action, even if it was unorganized and to some degree
misled, and the breakthrough that it represented in letting the
world know about the antiwar sentiment that exists. It was another
step beyond April 15th internationally as well as nationally. The
entire world knew about it within hours. The mass media, which is
used by the ruling class, often has effects never intended. It helps
cut down distances, time and barriers between different sectors
of the mass movement, and the movements of different lands.

The biggest single error we could make in the coming year would
be to get the idea that we are going to somehow withdraw from our
participation in and leadership of the complicated struggles of the
antiwar movement and substitute our election campaign for it. Ve
do face problems, both within the antiwar movement and general prob-
lems of protest activity during an election year. For instance,
there will be a tendency to turn from various protest actions to
electoral protests as November 1968 approaches. There will be a
tendency for the opposition to the war to continue to outrun the
organized antiwar movement. There will be a tendency for the in-
ternal organizational difficulties of the antiwar movement to con-
tinually recur in new forms.

But our attack on American imperialism in the coming year must
be a two-sided attack. We must continue inside the movement to
deepen the political consciousness of the need for periodic mass
protests and involvement of broader layers of the population. And
our presidential campaign must propagandize to raise the general
anti-capitalist consciousness of a layer of the American people.

In this way we will continue to do our part to deepen dis-
illusionment with the capitalist status quo, the lcoss of respect
for the ruling class and its leaders and the laclt of confidence
in its general direction and demands. We will use the campaign
to the maximum degree to raise consciousness of the general causes
of all these things and what should be done to change them. Our
campaign openings cannot be viewed in isolation from the continuved
growth and struggle of the antiwar movement and the effects this
will have. And the growth of the antiwar movement and its effects
will depend in significant degree to our continued full participation
and leadership.
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THE 1968 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN

A large majority of those who are against the war will wind
up supporting or voting for whatever '"lesser evil" is cffered by
one of the ruling class parties. The majority of the American peo- .
ple who are against the war will vote for the lesser-evil in 1968.
Our opponents will add to this confusion, but they will also have
problems.

The Communist Party goes into this campaign desperately trying
to find a way to break their identification with Johnscn. Remenber
who Johnson was in '647 Gus Hall's favorite candidate. They want
to see some sort of "independent peace" ticket launched which they
can support, against Johnson, and still work in the Democratic Party
and elect '"peace" Democrats. They want to break from Johnson —--
not the Democratic Party and class collaboration.

They have already been dealt a counle of very serious cetbacks.
One of these has been the early launching of our campaign. Another
was the fiasco of the National Conference for New Politics convention
in Chicago. That set them back months. We now notice in The Worker
a debate over how much energy should go into anti-LBJ convention
delegates work, pow much should go into finding someone to substitute
for the quashed New Politics presidential ticket, and whether or
not they should even consider running- their ovm Communist Party
presidential slate.

In addition to the CP's gyrations there will be a tendency
on the part of a few young radicals and black militants to suggest
boycotting the election, to substitute community organizing or other
projects that leave the class collaborationjigtg unchallenged on
the electoral front. Those are all problems which we will have %o
deal with concretely.

General confusion will be compounded by the fact that antiwar
sentiment in 1968 will still be expressed primarily in a vote for
a bourgeois candidate. Not some middle class "independent" can-
didate, not a socialist candidate, but through one of the bourgeois
candidates. But this is only an episode in the larger struggle.
It is important to remember that prior to the '64 election the atti-
tude on the war that is now held by hundreds of thousands, was the
attitude of only a vanguard. Following thec experiences of the
'64 election and the escalation that followed it, opposition swelled
far beyond that vanguard. We can safely anticipate the same pheno-
mena in the post-'68 period.

The experience of the election and the explosions which follow,
will once again throw up a larger layer which will adopt what was
the position of a vanguard in 1968. We must keep this in mind in
discussing the '68 campaign. The groundwork we lay for reaching
and influencing the new layers that will be radicalized by the af-
termath of the 1968 elections is more important than the votss we
get in 1968.
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We know that the mass of the workers as well as the majority
of the conscious opponents of the war will not express their op-
position through a vote for the Socialist Workers Party in 1948.

In fact our vote will be a small one in absolute terms. Perhaps

we can better see the kind of opportunity and responsibility we have
in this campaign if we compare it briefly to our previous presiden-
tial campaigns.

In 1948 the Party ran its first national presidential campeign-
We ran it in the midst of the Wallace movement; in the midst of the
cold war offensive, the attack on Stalinist dominated unions of
the CIO, and the attack on the political vanguard in general.

In 1952 we were in the middle of the McCarthy period, with
the United Nations flag flying over the war in Korea and the repres-
sion of the McCarthy period at its height.

By 1956 the war was over but the effects of the witchhunt lin-
gered on. Economic boom conditions followed the war and therc wes
only the barest beginnings of the upsurge of the civil rights move-
ment. In 1956 just a little more than 10 years ago, the Montgomery
bus boycott took place. It was Just the beginning in the South.

We were like a voice in the Wilderness, in 1956, as far as refleciing
any sector of mass opposition.

By 1960 we could see the beginning of a real change. The
Cuban revolution had come to power and the struggle of the black
masses, though still centered in the South under liberal leadership
had emerged. This was still prior to the explosive rise of black
nationalism in the North, the rise of the Muslims and Malcolm X.

By '64 the focus of the struggle had shifted to the urban
ghettos North and South. There was a section of the mass movement
that was visibly active in struggle against the government even though
it was still pre-Watts. But even the more politically advanced
workers, students and Afro-Americans had little understanding about
the nature and size of the war being prepared for Vietnam. Vhen
Johnson ran against Goldwater, the domestic consequences, the inter-
national consequences and the scope of the war, were largely un-
suspected by the American people.

The situation has changed. The explosions in the black ghettos
have shed a new light on the capacity of the masscs in the cities
to struggle against the government. Johnson's escalations and
the struggles of the antiwar movement have bred an entirely new
attitude among hundreds of thousands of people as they are baginning
to see the consequences of this war. This has begun to sink into
the consciousness of millions of Americans. It is these factors
which have brought about the qualitative increase in the political
consciousness which gives us a unique opening and a unique onpsr-
tunity.
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Already well over a year before the election, before the ai-
ternative of "peace" candidates has been resolved, we have over 200
endorsers of the SWP ticket. We have a mailing list of more thon
1,500 people who have signed up in the last month asking to remain
informed about the campaign. Three days after the October 21 Wacsh-
ington demonstration, we've already gotten 25 responses to the
National Guardian ad. Of these seven were endorsers and the inqui-

Ties were from 16 different colleges ard high schools. The Scuthern
tour by Derrick Morrison and Paul Bouteclle, in addition Lo ©he size
s vWLCh

of the audiences, the impact that it mace, and the contacH
they obtained, brought us over 20 subscribers to The hili:
new Afro—Amerlcan endorsers of the SWP 1968 nationzal ceamp a1g
$250 worth of Merit literature sales. We'wve distributed 135.0
stickers, 45,000 posters, 50,000 of the Guardlan 24 learllet, oua
91,000 of the three basic brochures. T )

Following the Chicago NCNP conference Tre Militent businecs
office sent out a sample Militant to those who haq signed the co
paign mailing list. More than 50 subs have alreedy come in. Tc
morrow night when our presidential and vice presidential candida
make their acceptance speeches we will hear endcrsements, and tel
grams and letters in support of the cempeaign end candi ubteo, from
people who are leaders of sections of the eitiwar movencnt eénd others
whom we did not even approach to erdorse our 1964 cempaign.

Branches have already set up campaign committeesz end moztv ¢l
the branches have elected their cempaign directors.

We have begun working on our ballct svatus and hope to be on
the ballot in more states than ever before, including scome svates
in the Deep South. We hope most of the locals are already planning
to nominate and announce local candidates as early ag poscible, in
order to take maximum advantage of the national campaign in the
local areas. The Militant will read more end more 1lk: a cecmpalgn
paper, and we hope to increase both its circulation and size dvring

the course of the campaign.
What are the tasks of this campaign?

(1) The number one task is the recruitment, throurkout the
campaign period, of youth, black and whifte, to The Sccialist Wor-
kers Party and the Young Socialist Alliesnce. They will come pri—
marily from the student movement. This remains the certral Task
of the Party and the major sincle measuvre of the succecs of the 1968
presidential campaign.

(2) The campaign will intervene in the key question in the
world class struggle, that is the fight against the war in Vies-
name. We will fight and propagandize To get the Ancrican Trmeodo
out of Vietnam. We will be intervening in the struezle not as out-
side commentators but as veterans, as the baclkbone, as the oc-
vists and the leaders of the movement against tlils imceorialics
war. Our candidates, activists and leaders of thz Uwo major Soo—
tors of the mass movement, will reflect this in every woy.
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(3) We will campaign to popularize a program of uncompromising
and independent struggle by the mass of Americans for their basic
needs. It is a program that points toward a complete break from
collaboration with the capitalist rulers, in all forms of struggle,
from day-to-day bread and butter issues to electoral action. We
will explain over and over than when black people, and workers as
a whole, cease to support the Democratic and Republican Parties and
organize parties of their own, a gigantic step forward will have
been taken in the struggle against capitalist racism, oppression,
and war.

We will attempt to concretize our demand for black control of
the black community. We'll be the primary fighters against the
racist offensive of the Wallace movement and the racists in the two
major parties. We'll propagandize especially to the black vanguard
for the formation of a mass black political party of the Afro-Ameri-
can people, independent of the capitalist parties.

To labor we will propagandize our class struggle demands which
are the necessity of the moment. Demands which reflect the situation
the workers face in 1968: 1) the unconditional right to strike;

2) no government interference in collective bargaining in any way
through laws, boards, or direct interference; %) rank and file de-
mocracy, the right of the workers themselves to decide on the ques-
tions of their contracts and other decisions; 4) establishment of
escalator clauses as protection against the inflationary offensive

of the war-making government; 5) a shorter work week; 6) full support
by the union movement of the struggle of the black community.

Within this framework we will propagandize for, explain and seek
openings to talk about the need for a labor party based on the trade
unions and independent of the capitalist parties.

There will be a colossal confusion around the 1968 presidential
campaign. If current rends continue, this confusion will set the
stage for the post-1968 explosion that will make the post-1964
explosion look mild. Our campaign is our basic instrumentality
in the ceming year, 1) for probing and penetrating deeper into all
the sectors of the mass movement; 2) for concretizing and propagan-
dizing the program capable of mobilizing labor and its allies in
political struggle against the capitalist government; and 3) for
taking another big step in increasing the number of cadres of the
Marxist combat party capable of leading the revolutionary struggle
to the establishment of a workers' government in the United States.





