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INTRCDUCTION

On April 4, 1966, the Seattle-based Kirk-Kaye faction
split from the Socialist Workers Party. The split had been
preceded by years of factional hardening in the Seattle Branch
and the elaboration of political and organizational concepts at
variance with those of the SWP.

Under the leadership of Kirk-Kaye, the Seattle Branch
virtually isolated itself from the mainstream of party life and
tended more and more to function as an autonomous cult which
owed political and organizational allegiance solely to the Kirk-
Kaye faction.

During the pre-convention period and at the September, 1965,
SWP Convention, the Kirk-Kaye Minority Political Resolution
was amply discussed and overwhelmingly rejected. At that time
there was no overt indication that the faction was approaching
the point of split. However, under pressure of the party's in-
creased activity in the growing antiwar movement and given the
Seattle faction's frustrating inability to win adherents, the
group soon found life inside the party intolerable.

Because the Kirk-Kaye split perspective reached maturity
only after the last convention, discussion and information on
its accelerated evolution was limited almost entirely to the
National Committee. In view of the consummated split of this
tendency, the Political Committee is publishing, for the infor-
mation of party members, the most pertinent documents and let-
ters on the matter since the 1965 convention.

Ed Shaw
Organization Secretary

June 21, 1966
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POLITICAL COMMITTEE STATEMENT ON THE KIRK-KAYE SPLIT

Since its formation a number of years ago, the Kirk-Kaye
group has been free to present its views to the ranks of the
Socialist Workers Party in accordance with all the democratic
rights traditionally granted to minorities under our Leninist
organizational principles. As time went by, however, the group
became less and less willing to abide by those principles.
Then, on April 4, 1966, it made formal its split from the party
which, to a large extent, had already been carried out in prac-
tice.

Deserters involved in the split include twenty-two former
members of the Seattle branch and three former members—at—large
in Connecticut. A few of them had been in the party since the
- Thirties. These latter defections reflect the extreme demor-
alization experienced by some within our ranks under pressures
generated by the prolonged period of objective adversity the
party has undergone.

In addition to its special ideas, the Kirk-Kaye group
shares the characteristics typical of various minority forma-
tions that have appeared within the party in recent times. Each
of these groupings tended to come forward with a gimmick guar-
anteed to work miracles for the party despite adverse objective
conditions. In every case these minority viewpoints have been
democratically discussed within the party and then rejected by
an overwhelming majority of the membership.

Without exception, minorities of the Kirk-Kaye type have
reacted to the rejection of their views by predicting disaster
for the party. New developments, which contravened rather than
confirmed their views, hzve been seized upon as a pretext for
reintroducing their past notions. 014 arguments have been
repeatedly rehashed and demands for "new" discussion raised on
the specious ground that the party is committing ''new" errors.
Behind all this has lain an obsessive desire to overturn the
perty's program and principles and a tendency, born of ingrown
factional blindness, to look upon the party as a political
prison.

" As usually happens in such cases, those who nurse basic
political differences with the party also tend to develop an
urge to throw off the normal restrictions imposed upon them by
the party's organizational concepts. Out of their frustration
the diverse minorities evolved a common front on one special
point: their opposition to the principle of majority rule. This
resulted in brazen claims that an organized minority has the
unconditional right to determine its own conduct inside the
party, along with contentions that the majority has no right
to require a minority to carry out official party policy.

Enforcement of the basic democratic principle of majority
rule has been portrayed as a violation of minority rights.
Refusal to let minorities turn the party into a perpetual talk
shop has met with charges that there is not adequate discussion,



A.h

that there.is no democratiec- procedure for correcting party
policy. When called to order for indiscipline and disloyalty,
an outcry has arisen about bureaucratic persecution. The party
leadership has been gccused of trying to solve political ques-
tions by organlzatlonal measures. Statements and insinuations
have been heard that organized minorities are no longer toler-
ated in the party and that party democracy is being undermlned
by a bureaucratic and apolitical leadership.

These slanderous and unfounded charges have been 1ntended
to divert attention from the realities of the internal party
situation. Behind a smokescreen of double~talk, minorities
have actually attempted to set themselves up as a party within
the party, with their own program and their own disc1p11ne.
More accurately, they have tended to degenerate into unprin-
cipled ¢liques bound together by personal associations. As such,
they find the normal restrictions imposed by the party's program
and principles increasingly intolerable. They exhlbit a strong
urge to break loose from all party restraint.

If the party did not stand firm, if it conceded to the
demands for special license to organized minorities, it would
negate the Leninist concept of a disciplined party composed of
loyal members. Organizationally, the party would become con-
verted into an all-inclusive federation of autonomous factions.
Polltlcally,'lt would be rendered 1mpotent by perpetual internal
warfare :

The party met this latest challenge to its Lenlnlst con-
cepts by adopting, after a democratic internal discussion, its
1965 convention resolution on "The Organizavtional Character of
the SWP." That resolution reaffirmed our basic concepts of -
democratic centralism, restating them in face of the current
specific challenge.

As the resolution states, our movement aims to train its
cadres in the irreconcilable spirit of a combat party. That aim
requires firmness in political line, unity in action, disci-
plined conduct in all internal party affairs and unconditional
loyalty to the party These are indispensable requlrements for’

a party that aspires to lead the workers to victory in a strug-
gle for political power. To go up against the ruling c¢class in
the United States, it is imperative that we spproach our revolu—~
tlonary tasks as one party wlth one program.. :

Qur democratic-centralist norms enable the party to. shape
such a course in a free and democratic internal atmosphere. All
individuals and tendencies have a full chance to contribute to
the development of the party and to the shaping of its leading
cadres. Minority views may be presented in internal discussion
at the proper time and in an appropriate manner- as determined’
by the party. Once a - decision has been made on disputed issues
a minority may retain its views but must subordinate itself in
action to the majority. Between conventions authority becomes
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centralized and the party confronts the outside werid with a
“single policy, that of the majority. In that way the party main-

- tains its role as a revolutlonary vanguard. Its character as a

combat organization is safeguarded Unity in action is preserved.
Firmness of political line is assured and the party 1s enabled
to malntaln its. principles unadulterated

As a brief’ sketch of ‘the Klrk-Keye group s hlstory will’
show, it had long been evolving toward its break with these
well-established organizational principles which have guided
“our work for more. than three decades. The break resulted from
deep- going opposition to party theory, program and practice on
a series of qnestlons As against the party's views, the group
put forward its own particular line stemming from an incorrect
theory sbout” the Negro struggle which Kirk first began to
expound some fifteen years ago

‘Kirk. maintains 1t is a. fundamental error for the party to
advocate self-determination for American Negroes and to recog-
nize progressive features in black nationalism. He calls this a
separatist line and an ~adaptation to the Communist. Party S nowy
abandoned black-nation program. Kirk mechanically equates self-
determinaticon as a people with separatism, which he excludes as
‘a 'Negro right, and then extends the fallacy by 1dent1fying o
‘separatism and black nationalism as one ard the ssme thing. From
these falsevpremlses he comes to the.fallacious conclusion that
black nationalism is reactionary. He then indicts the party for
- alleged capitulation to ultra-black nationalism which, in his
terms, means that the party is antl—lntegratlonlst If this
: strange logic seems hard to grasp, it is no more fantastic than
the gyrations through which the would—be theoret1c1an proaects

. his own line for the Negro struggle

Accordlng to Kirk, a battle for revolutlonary 1ntegrat10n
will soon get lnder way in. the:South. This impending revolution-
ary uprising will break out before the rest of the country has
reached a comparable stage of radicalization. The Southern
movement will undertake to overthrow what Kirk terms. the .fascist-~
type state reglmes in that region. Johnson, who in some unex-~~
plained manner has introduced Bonapartist rule over the country,
will seek to.crush the:.impending Southern revolution. Therefore,
we are told, the party must. call forth a movement.outside -the,
South to stay Johnson's -hand. It must also launch a campaign. to
encourage comrades of ‘all ages to go to Mississippi, Alabama
and Georgia. (Prov1ded, it would seem, that they are not involved
in a national mobilization to support Dick Gregory if he runs
for mayor of Chicago, as Klrk demanded at the recent plenum of .
the National Comm1ttee~) : ]

Klrk s line on the Negro questlon, which would have the
party rushlng simultaneously in all dlreetlons, has long been
discussed- in our ranks. As far back as the 1957 party conven-
tion it was put forward in resolution: form, thoroughly discus-
sed and overwhelmingly rejected. During the next six years of
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tion, Kirk's contributions were, of course, made fully available
to the membership along with those of other participants. At the
1963 party convention, he again came forward with his own reso-
lution on the Negro question. As in 1957, his line was over-
whélmingly rejected by the convention. This was repeated at the
1965 party convention when he once more introduced his views
within the framework of a general political resolution.

, Desplte all thls, the Kirk-Kaye group now allege that none
of their documents on the Negro question were discussed objec-
tively. That, too, is typical Kirkian logic. Rejection of his
revelations is considered tantamount to refusal to discuss them
objectively -and conclusive proof that the party is bankrupt in
both theory and practice :

By 1963 the Kirk-Kaye group also began to attack party
policy on the Chinese question. Their tactics on this subject
had the earmarks of an unprincipled maneuver to build a bloc
with the Swabeck-Boulton group. Whatever their motivation, Kirk
and company declared untenable the Trotskyist program of politi-
.cal revolution agalnst the Maoist bureaucracy in China: They
upbraided the party for defining the Mao regime as a Stalinist-
type formation. At the:"same time they began to echo the Swabeck-
Boulton demand that the party seek a fusion with the Maoist
group in-this-country known as the Progressive Labor party :

Thls latter demand reflects their adamant refusal to accept
the 1959 party conclusion that the- possibilities of regroupment,
which had opened after the Twentieth Congress of the Soviet Com-
munist Party in 1956, had been exhausted. That was the Congress
at which Khrushchev denounced: Stalin and precipitated an internal
crisis in the Stalinist world movement. We intervened in the
deepening crisis of Stalinism and sought to-win over receptive
ex-Stalinists to our movement When this phase ended; we turned
to other fields.

"Rejecting the 1959 convention ‘decision, the Klrk-Kaye
group persistently maneuvered to continue the regroupment tac-.
" tic in the party's Seattle branch which they controlled. As
time went by they took an increasingly soft approach to politi-
cal opponents of the party. In fact, they seemed to become poli-
tically friendly toward every other radical grouping to the
degree that they developed political hostility toward thelr own
comrades of the party maaorlty

Then at the 1965 party convention Kirk-Kaye introduced an -
omnibus resolution containing sweeping differentiations from
the party's program and principles. In effect, they called upon
the party to dissolve itself and enter upon a quest to form what
they called "a new, fused .and regrouped revolutionary party." -
As in all previous cases, their whole line was overwhelmlngly
reaected by the party conventlon.
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‘Not long thereafter the group entered the final political
phase of their split from the party by centering their attack’
‘on party policy in the antiwar movement. They denounced our
antiwar program-as reformist. Party comrades were accused of
-acting as rlght wingers in an alliance with "established peace -
addicts." Our effective fight against the false policies and
unprincipled maneuvers of the Stalinists and other political
opponents was branded sectarian disruption of the antiwar
united front. Meanwhile the ultraleftist adventurers of Progres-
sive Labor, along with renegades from our party, were praised
for allegedly raising the political lével of the antiwar move-
ment. Our young comrades, who carry the main burden of the -
antiwar campaign, were denounced &as sectarians, reformists,
conservatives ‘and any other harsh thing that Kirk-Kaye happened
to think of.

As agalnst present party tactics, Kirk-Kaye advanced an
impatient, presently unrealizable, demand that the antiwar and
civil-rights movements be combined forthwith in one united strug-
gle. They denigrated and dismissed as pacifist the present stage
of the struggle against war, through which increasing numbers
of young people are becoming radicalized around the demand to
Bring the Troops Home Now. In its place they projected fantasies
about creating a "revolutionary" antiwar movement which would
call upon the National Liberation Front in Vietnam to drive the
GIs into the China Sea. Toward that end they acted in close
political- organlzatlonal collu31on w1th whatever screwballs
were around. ' -

The appalllng results of the Klrk—Kaye course ‘in Seattle
have been eloquently summarized by loyal comrades present when
the group split. from the party. Wherever they probed, the loyal
comrades found evidence that the whole line of the Kirk-Kaye
group leads to abstention from the living struggle at its
present stage of development; that the group is characterized
by pe331m1sm and defeatism about the prospects for mass radical-
ization in the United States; that their verbal flights into
super~mllitancy serve to cover a policy of non-participation
in the actual processes of mass action. This, it was found, has
caused them to fall more and more out of touch with'political
realities and to degenerate into a small, sectarian formation
with many characteristics of a political cult.

Such, in general, are the political features of the Kirk-
Kaye group, who have split from the party which they denounce
as bankrupt in program and principles, and who have set them-
selves up in Seattle as the "center of- revolutlonary-SOC1allsm"
in the United States.

In thelr organlzatlonal evo‘utlon, the ex-comrades of the
Klrk-Kaye group have abandoned Leninist principles. While still
in the party they sought unconditional autonomy as an organlzed
minority in opposition to the basic democratic principle of"
majority rule. On one and another pretext, they injected their
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political line into the public activity of the Seattle branch.
In the 1964 election campaign they even went so far as to create
a changed public orgesnizational form, a so-called Freedom Soci-
alist Party. This was done-on the pretense that a non-SWP desig-
nation was needed in order to mobilize the necessary support to
get the candidates on the election ballot. Actually it was a
ruse designed to implement the Kirk-Kdye concept of” a "new,.

- fused and regrouped revolutlonary party " .

Contacts were first recrulted into the- Klrk—Kaye group and
then, formally, brought into the party after they had been lined
up on the basis of the group's own program and methods. Before
they entered the party, the recruits had already been indoctrin-
ated ageinst its program, convention decisions and organiza-
tional principles. When the group split, a loyal comrade tried
to impress upon one of them the seriousness of leaving the party.
She replied that she would never have joined the party if.it
hadn't been for the Kirk~-Kaye tendency. In fact she had 301ned
the tendency and not the party. o ,

Durlng internal party discussions K1rk~Kaye put thelr line
to vote in the Seattle branch at the start of the dlscussion,
aiming to commit the party branch in advance to their views and
to close everybody's minds to any contrary Oplnions Kirk-Kaye
documents were submitted for party discussion in the name of
the branch, an undemocratic action that is contrary to party
discussion procedure. This was done behind a smokescreen of
slanderous charges that the party has become "undemocratic" and
"bureaucratlc." It was a case of factionalism gone mad. ..

- This was ev1dent 1n all sPheres of party work. Even before
the Kirk-Kaye split, the Seattle branch had made only token
distribution of our press. There were few individual subscrip-
tions in - the' area, bundle orders were very small, and payment
for what was ordered lagged far behind. The branch did not take -
out a single subscription to World Outlook. Little general . :
literature was ordered and not all of that was paid for. The .
small branch pledge to the party's monthly sustaining fund had .
fallen more .than a year in arrears. No dues payments whatever
had been sent to the party's national office since last year.
These defaults signified that the branch had developed a deadly
internal sickness, causing it to degenerate.

Still another violation of loyal organizational conduct
was committed by Kirk-<Kaye in their attack on party policy in-
the antiwar movement. Kirk opened the attack last December
through a letter to the Political Committee. Copies of the let-
ter were immediately distributed from Seattle to a select list
of people inside and outside the party. A member of the group
went to a nelghborlng branch of a co-thinkers'organization where
he gave copies of the letter to some individuals. Carried out
behind the backs of the officially-elected leadership of that
organization, this was a flat violation of party policy con-
cerning fraternal relations with co-thinkers. As far back as
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and’ the reasons for the party s . views.on the subject were.
explained at the time in a. speech by Comrade Cannon on "Interna-
_tlonalism and the SWP." : : _

The co-thlnkers' national 1eadersh1p sent our party a
formal protest, taking the strongest exception to the way in
which -the: Kirk létter had been injected into their organization.
Attention was called to the co-thinkers' right to decide for
themselves what material is to be c¢irculated in their movement
and when it will be circulated.Our party was asked to take appro-
priate action to see that such a violation of their rights does
not happen again.

Kirk was notified by the PC that the whole matter would be
placed on the agenda of the February, 1965, plenum of the
Nztional Committee. At the plenum he was given full opportunity
to explain why he had allowed his letter to be used in the man-
ner described, and after listening to him the National Committee
made its decision. Kirk was censured for his violation of party
rules and procedures and warnped that any repetition would lead
to more drastic disciplinary action. If the plenum had done any
less, it would have defaulted on its obligations to the party.

Even this mild disciplinary action was too much for the
thoroughly disloyal Kirk-Kaye group. It soon became apparent,
from evidence that chanced to fall into the hands of loyal com-
rades, that they had set out to orgsnize the biggest possible
split from the party. The decision was made at a Seattle caucus
meeting, but the open break was delayed for tactical reasons.
Through surreptitious letters and personal visits, in which
false claims were made that the party was driving them away,
efforts were made to broaden the split beyond the Kirk-Kaye
group. While trying to keep loyal party comrades in the dark
about their scheme, they made others, including the Progressive
Labor Maoists, aware of the split perspective. In fact, Kirk-
Kaye acted in collusion with such types in a parallel scheme to
split the revolutionary-socialist youth movement and set up a
rival youth organization. Finally, their real aims came out
into the open when the group formally resigned from what they
termed'"the stifling, narrow and mechanistic confines of the
party.’

These splitters, who long ago ceased to be loyal party
builders, can no longer be regarded as part of our movement.
They are free to apply their program and methods as they choose,
but not in the name of the Socialist Workers Party. Kirk and
company are now functioning as avowed opponents of our movement
and they are to be treated as such by all party members. We
will grant them no territorial franchises, in Seattle or else-
where.

The PC has already assigned loyal reinforcements to rebuild
the party's Seattle branch. For the first time in a long while,
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- political work there will be conducted in accord with the

party's program and organizational principles. The way is again-
open to create a viable revolutionary-socialist movement:  in the
Pacific Northwest. We may be confident that progress toward that

end will now be made, aust as our movement is maklng progress
elsewhere in the country S

May 12, 1966.
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- Seattle, Washington
, December 13,1965
:To_the Poiitical'Committee:
_Dear Comrades, -

.+ The pollcy of the PC 1n the antlwar movement had 1ts‘f1na1
result at the Thanksgiving Conference in Washington. Hére the

. party and youth carried on an unprincipled, dlsruptlve and ‘pol-
~itically reformist struggle against the entire left wing of the

 antiwar movement.. ‘They disrupted :the conference around tertiary

orgamizational demands and ended in isolation and "national dis-
grace. They established an indelible and deserved record for
political conservatism and dead-end factionalism. They also
emerged as the only tendency present able to 1gnore and ‘snub the
civil. rlghts movement

This - eplsode constltutes a polltlcal catastrophe for the SWP
of a magnitude never before exXperienced by American Trotskyism.
1If immediate steps are not taken to counteract the effect of this
performance,the reaction to it will render the party and youth as
contemptlble among honest militants as was the CP during its worst
days. This can be prevented only by an abrupt change of policy
‘and a public repudiation of the course followed by the party and
”youth in the antlwar movement &urlnﬂ the past three months. '

s The party and the youth entered the conference armed with
two "principles":

1. ~To imprison the antiwar movement 1n the U. S in the
31ngle issue of peace. 1n Vletnam

2. To manufacture a centrallzed national’ membershlp organi-
-zation of the independent committees on a-Peace Only program, to
supercede the present united front arrangement.

I, contend that such "principles" are alien to revolutionary
-program and tactically impossible to implement given the actual
composition and mood of the living antlwar movement. -

I The Programmitic Problem
1. Can the Peace Movement Stop the War7

The oollcy of the -PC -is:- based upon an unproved and unfounded
assumption that the war.can be stopped by mass peace pressure on
the government. This is an illusion unworthy of revolutionists.

. The Militant has beéen saturated with thls line for many
~weeks. Comrade Halstead'!'s articles” oonstantly refer to the
'millions of lives' which are at stake in tlhe decision of the °
peace movement -on the "single" versus the "multi-issue" question.
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The Nov. 29 Militant editorial of "The antiwar Conference"
gives the line fairly clearly. "The war in Vietnam cannot be
ended solely by the activities of local committees. A powerful
national movement will have to be built."

This concept is even more emphatically stated in a fantasy
called "A Draft Perspective for the Antiwar Movement." After
advocatlng the 'single-issue~national-membership-organization pol-
icy, the Draft concludes: "We are convinced that an organization
‘can be built in this country on the basis of the program outlined
above, that can be the decisive factor in bringlng an end to the
genocidal war in Vletnam " : —_—

Comrade Brltton, in a youth communlcation, descrlbes this
Draft as -one "passed by the Washington Heights CEWV, an upper
Manhattan community-based committee in collaboration with indiv-
iduals, mainly our comrades, in the other New York committees
llsted. It has been circulated in the New York antiwar movement
to serve primarily an education function in preparation for the
Washington convention.... Hopefully, the representatives at the
November 18 meeting will approve this statement or a modified
version of it....,‘.

The PC haV1ng utterly falled to make a general analysis of
the politico-economic conjuncture for the SWP convention, has the
totally false impression that the capitalist class has no funda-
mental stake in this war, and would pull out of it in response to
a little more pressure. .

While it is true that some of the lackey-columnists close
to the administration are assigned to give that impression, it is
only a ruse. The ruling class is desperately attempting to create
large new investment opportunities and views South Vietnam as a
- key to the exploitation of Eagst Asia and India. Furthermore, it
"regards Vietnam as essentlal to its preparations for an eventual
war with China.

: This war is fundamental to the economic and political interest
of U.S. capitalism. No powerful natlonal "Withdraw the Troops"
movement alone can stop this war.

2. How Can The War Be Ended?

The Militant says "Bring the GIs Home." But this only raises
another question -- How? The party and youth line is that an
enlarged peace movement can do it by nationally dlrected pressure
and agltatlon.

In reallty, a more tangible and qulcker possibility for the
withdrawal of U.S. armed forces from Vietnam could be accomplished
if the National Liberation Front can drive them into the China
Sea. This is the active revolutlonary solution to the question.
But there is no hint of recognition in our literature that this
is the most favorable alternative.



~1%-

. The party and youth leave it to others who are bolder to be
' partisans of the NLF, others who may lack something in program,
theory or experience, but make up for it in the revolutionary

.. spirit of solidarity 'so:dismally absent from the pages of The
‘Militant. :

; It is doubtful that this war can be- ended on domestic 1n1tla-

tive by anything else than the proletarian revolution. However,
short of such a basic explosion, the only force on U.S. soil
capable of pressuring the capitalist government out of Vietnam is
-the proletariat, in .the course of its prosecution of the class.
struggle.  To promlse.and advocate anythlng else 1s to sow an:
_Hopportunlst ‘illusion. .

The Negro movement represents that secﬁlon of the proletarlat
whlch is presently in motion and -has the initiative. The virile
youth movement linking up with the Negro movement would together
comprise a formidable force, agitating sectlons of the proletariat
into action. . :

Out of this process will emerge a new fused and regrouped
.revolutionary party composed of radicals from the socialist, anti-
war, and ¢ivil rights vanguard organizations. The appearance and
maturing of this development -~ the process of a fused vanguard
stimulating the working class into struggle at the point of pro-
duction -~ are the only polmtlcal realltles that Johnson & Co
can respect. « R
: No matter how radlcal the slogans and broad the composrtmon
of the peace movement, it will be politically ineffective until
it links with the Negro radicals and the working class. To & -
Trotskyist, under~capitalism; "There Is No Peace!" :

3. Towards Coalition Polltlcs }

If a "properly organlzed" peace movement ean stop a war,
then we have been erroneously fighting Stalinism and pacifism on
this issue for 30 years. And if we were correct then, and are
still correct now with the new "tactical" lihe because times have
.chénged, then the PC is indeed guilty of the 0ld revisionist habit
of reversing a principle because of supposed tactical necessity.

.. This."tactical" excitement.is a new shocker in SWP practlces
' Has the party.forgotten that the tenacity with which preV1ous "

- peace movements clung to reformism was rooted in part in the,;‘
liberal-Stalinist compulsionto isolate war -and peace from thHe
other great social problems? And don't they similarly isolate
civil rights from the questlons of war and peace, poverty,
1mper1allsm° ‘

The upshot of this traditional 11m1tatlon of the antiwar
movemnent to peace only and the civil rights movement to civil -
rights only has been, the incarceration of both movements inside
the Democratic party, for only the interrelation of all the great
social problems makes it possible to identify capitalism as the
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cause. of any.of them and lay the groundwork for 1ndependent antl-
capltallst polltical action.

Now that for the first time in the modern era, militant anti-
war youth and militant southern Negroes are seeking to broaden the
concept and scope of both the antiwar and civil rights movements
by integrating their aims and directing an appeal to the proletar-
‘iat, the party and youth claim that such youth are sectarlan
splltters of the united peace front! :

The. capltallst class is profoundly fearful of the p0551b111ty
of the Negro movement identifying itself with the colonial revolu-
tion and linking up with the antiwar movement around the issue of
Vietnam. Every time a Negro leader opens his mouth on Vietnam
-orcolonlallan,the entire capitalist -press rakes him over the
coals with a line quite similar to that of the party and youth:
"It's all right for Negroes to: build their own movement on their
own grievances, but you only injure the cause of civil rights by
taking positions on other social problems, because that will .
alienate your supporters."”

What they mean is that ‘a break from the Democratlc or Republi-
- can parties would be the next logical step and thls must be pre-
vented at all costs. : v L

L Larry Laughlln, one .of the promlnent co-chairmen of the
militant Berkeley VDC, said in his speech to the Seattle committee
three weeks ago: "We are disillusioned with protest. We are
going to enter politics. We are going to run radical candidates
on the twin issues of war and civil rlghts We plan - a frontal
attack on the Democratic Party which is calculated to bresdk it
up. We consier it our duty to shake-up the labor movement to a
realization of labor's responsibilities."

It is quite true that this is not the whole story, that there
is a lot of confusion about what a "frontal attack on the Demo-
cratic Party" means, and that for many:it includes running candi-
dates in the Democratic primaries. And, to be sure, danger of
coalition politics exists. However, the proposed treatment pre-
scribed by the party and youth does nothlng to counteract coalition
polities.

The party and youth claim that if we permit issues other than
peace to enter into the present movement the Stalinists will
utilize the circumstances to take the movement into the Democratic
Party. This argument not only stands the thlng on its head, but
fails to grapple with the reality. -

In the first place, the antiwar movement is going into politics
whether we like it or not, and its only chance to avoid the trap
of peoples frontism is not to avoid politics, but precisely to
relate the war question to the other social problems and create
and over-all anti-capitalist political- phllosophy
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The newly radicalized elements, many of them politically
nalve, are still people moving rapidly leftward who desperately
require the intervention of revolutignary socialists- on the big
political questlons to aid their development.

In so far as the youth movement is successful in confining
the movement to peace only, it will insure a strong development
of peoples frontlsm,lbecause a movement which is orientated ex-
clusively to the peace issue inevztably wind up supporting "peace"
Democrats.

II,Tactlcs and Organization Forms ‘
1. A Radical Peace Movemem%'and a Conservative Youth Movement

The "single" vs "multi-issue" position of the party and youth
is-not only wrong politically, but tactically blind, revealing a
complete lack of knowledge of the actual political condltlon of
the movement, which is far more sophlstlcated and advanced than
the party and youth comprehend.-

The party and- youth have now been actlve in this movement
for a few months, and in some cases a few weeks. Yet they presume
to dictate to the movement a scheme for stopping the war which
has no plausible chance for success and which the antiwar militants
had two years ago, but have now discarded, realizing that they
must integrate the antiwar movement with the colonial revolutlon,
the Negro struggle, economic problems of the working class -- in
short, make a class-struggle internationalist movement of it. The
party and youth demand that they return to their political in-
fancy of two years "ago and wait for the masses to catch up

Those who have led the ‘antiwar movement durxng the past two
years in protest marches .and. demonstrations are now comlng to the
realization that the White House and Pentagon are impervious to
any amount of protest or public opinion, intend to stay in Vietnam
until every square foot of soil has been churned by bombs, every
leaf of foliage laid to waste and every man, woman and child "~
nurdered, if necessary. The. ruling class is clearly prepared to
go to any lengths of domestic policing and terror to prevent ob-
struction of the war. The antiwar militants now understand that
something morée basic than even powerful single-issue routine
protest must be organized.

The Washington Conference represented objectively an’attempt
by newly radicalized youth to begin reaching general anti-capital-
ist conclusions derived from the past two years of protest. Even
the newest CEWVs are ripe for revolutionary conclusions. The-
rapid leftward development of large sections of this movement
clearly opened up the perspectlve for the creation of a mass rev-
olutlonary youth movement in thls country.

The main and only respon31b111ty of the revolutionary
socialists at this conference was to attempt to broaden and deepen
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and generalize the anti-capitalist sentiments -- to raise the
political level of the movement.

: This task was undertaken by the left wing of SDS - PL, the
May 2nd Movement and other non-Trotskyist currents, but especially
by the Spartacist and Bulletin forces. Our youth movement resisted
and disrupted the attempts to -draw general radlcal, socialistic
conclu31ons, and became in fact the right wing of the conference,
in objective programmatic alliance with the established peace
addicts on the "Peace Only" issue, and no amount of compensatory
- righteousness over thée "withdrawal" versus "negotiate" 1ssue can
obscure this fact.

The party and youth are thoroughly isolated in their irration-
al resistance to the universal desire among militant sectors of
the antiwar movement to reach out to the ¢ivil rights movement.

A high point of the convention was thepcuerful and militant plea
of’the delegation from the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party.
for a recognition of the unity of purpose between the antiwar -
movement and the civil rights movement. Ignoring this plea the’
SWP rejected this alliance for supposed "tactical" considerations,
but it is clear that the chief reason is the party position on
Black Nationalism, i.e., Negroes should keep their movement sepa-
rate from whites, and Negro goals areé not yet the bu51ness of the
peace meovement.

2 The Unlty Splitters

: The party and youth under the hypocrltlcal slogan of "unlty"
of the peace movement, raised the demand for a single membership
» organlzatlon as the central vehicle for the struggle against the
war in Vietnam. This demand proved to be the vehicle to amaze,
appall, demoralize and disrupt the conference.

Irrespectlve of the merits of the proposal, the experience
~of the previous week-end at the Bay Area Conference demonstrated
conclu31vely that this demand was a divisive rather  than a unify-
ing issue, and that the main militant tendencies in the antiwar
movement would not go along with it under any circumstances. To
continue to press this issue at the Washington Conference indi-
cated a preconceived plan on the part of the party and youth to
divide and spllnter the movement whlle shoutlng “unlty." :

ThlS organizational demand cannot find acceptance.. It is
an organizational gimmick which would tend to freeze part of the
‘movement at the present stage and force other sectrons back to a
previous stage of develorment. The tactical stuvpidity of this
proposal for‘a cerr“dWLzed national orga41JaL11q ghems from its
unreality; it is +;u;lly out of tune with The mood of the newly
radicalized youth wio'have a healthy mistrust of centralized
organizations and ol hecoming over--con:erned with problems of
organizaticnal ‘structure, exceplt to maintain scme local autonomy -—-
until they have found out for sure where they are going politically.
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To make matters worse, the proposal itself is entirely without
objective political merit because it is maneuveristic and violates
the principle of the united front, the cornerstone of our mass work.

3. The United Front

As against Stalinist attempts to subject independent organi-
zations to a single minimum issue or program, or all embracing
organization, Trotsky enunciated over and over again the principle
of the united front of differenct organlzatlons, which were free
to maintain their autononmy and 1ndependence. To subordinate in-
dependent organlzatlons to a single minimum program and permanent
organlzatlon 1s peoples frontism.

A stated motivation of the pollcy of & new peace-only national
. membershlp organlzatlon is the aim of cuttlng off the development
.‘of SDS in a 5001allst dlrection. : , ,

The reality of antlwar polltlcs is that it has pushed the
leftwing of the SDS into the forefront of socialist politics. The
leftwing of SDS today represents the most important, largest and
most mllltant radical youth movement in the U.S. rapldly moving
toward an open soc1allst program. S o

Our youth movement, an essentially conservative organization,
instead of welcoming this development and encouraging it, views
it competitively with alarm and hostility. They fear it and are
Jealous of it. Feeling that they do not have the ideological or
political equipment to compete with it, they want to maneuver it
out of existence. Our youth say, in effect to the SDS, "Socialism
'is not your business -- you are only rightw1ng peacenicks. -
Dissolve yourselves in a single issue peace movement. You can
be useful there. But leave socialism to our movement, which is
ordained to be the only young socialist organization 1n:the
country."

The approach of the youth and party leaders to the SDS and
other leftward developing currents has a childish-sectarian nature
ndt seen in the radical movement for decades but returning now
with a vengeance. .. ,

At the Washington Conference, the National Coordinating
Committee issued proposals which contained the essense of the
principle of the united front. As opposed to this, the party and
youth exploded a frantic 4-day factional assault around the
Stalinistic demand- for a national membership organization, on the
spurious grounds that they represented the '"masses" or the
"1ndependents "

The NCC, understandably 1ndlunant but anxious to prevent
a split, rev1sed its proposals closely in accordance with the
spec1flc demands of the youth movement, retaining only the basic
unity front structure rather than the totally unacceptable national
membership organlzatlon for independents.
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However, the party and youth forces were arrogantly deaf to
the concessions of the NCC and blindly pressed on toward virtual
split.” A new policy of attack, raid and the hell-with-everyone-
else has replaced Trotsky's united front for action.

4, Defeat

" The party and. youth went 1nto the conference w1th very.little

o real knowledge of the composition, political character or mood

‘of the antiwar movement. They were steeped in fanciful pre-con-
ception and errors, but they had the opportunity to learn something
about ‘the real movement. They rejected the chance. They didn't
even attend the conference proper, except when and where their
petty organizational proposal could be pushed. The great moments,

- the political discussions and ‘mood, the discussion in the various

" workshops, the evidence of leftwardrtrends, all this they missed,
as tney raced around organizing essentially'a counter-conference
which in the end turned out to encompass only themselves and a
few- bew1ldered followers. :

All tnat the party and youth part1c1pants can report about
the Washington Conference is what was done and sald in thelr
various sectarian caucuses. . S 5

When oneafter another of their previous allies publlcly
dissociated themselves from our- youth movement and denounced it,
the party and youth forces wereé soundly defeated. . Refusing to
abide by majority decision they convoked a: pre-planned dismal
rump convention which set a goal of creating the new organization
~they had been unable to sell at. the .conference. .Like the Stalin-
ists of by-gone days, our troops incurred the wrath of an original-
ly friendly mass movement and managed only to capture. themselves.
The - dlsgrace 1s now part of the SWP's publlc recerd.~ :

ITITI. Significance
1. Interventlon and ‘the "Holdlng Operatlon"

The young act1v1sts pledged at. the lagt SWP conventlon that
they would cease their sectarian, do-nothing, abstentionist policy.
The various minorities urged them to intervene in the llVlng move-
ment --"to 1ntervene 1deologlcally and polltlcally

The present disruptive organlzational “1ntervent10n" 1s the
diametric opposite of the political intervention needed, and
merely constitutes another form of the "holdingfoperation".wherein
all non-trade-unionistic areas of struggle are regarded as his-~
torically unimportant and thereby fair game for contemptuous
raids and any old policy

2 The Polltlcal Dlrectlon of the Present Current

What' is revealed in this eplsode is a rapid movement towards
reformism by the youth leadership. The youth movement is an
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essentially petty-bourgeois formation without serious connection
with the working class either theoretically through Marxism or
directly through contact or organization. It has now broken out
of its precarious condition of total isolation and insulation
from the mass movements of its time, and come into contact with
the essentially middle class antiwar movement. Its conservatism
on the draft question, its reluctance to become the champions

of the NLF, its refusal to face programmatic questions all demon-
strate an afflnlty with the more conservative layers of the peace
movement.

Sensitivity to the conservative elements of a middle class
movement has apparently impelled the youth group itself in a
rightward direction with great speed, at the very time that the
major sectors of the movement are moving rapidly leftward.

Inasmuch as the youth nationally represents the princi-
ple base of the party, the velocity of this petty-bourgeois,
esgsentially reformist, current tends to sweep the party along
with it.

3. What is the Source of Policy?

The policies which led to the Thanksgiving disaster were
the subject neither of SWP convention debates nor documents,
and discussion cannot be summerily refused because the issues
were "decided by the convention." Furthermore, the peace move-
ment policy has not been recorded in any comprehensive form in-
any PC minutes. The source of policy in this matter is not
precisely clear. ’ ’

On the contrary, during Comrade Dobbs' tour .stop in Seattle,
we reported our local activity and line in the antiwar movement.
(which have, incidentally, met with considerable success), in
both public and closed branch discussions. We stated that our
emphasis has been the broad politicalization of the movement
toward revolutionary socialism, connecting it with the civil
rights movement, the colonial revolution, and seeking a rela-
tionship with the proletariat.

Comrade Dobbs indicated no point of disagreement with this
policy whatsoever, and it appeared that our local approach cor-
responded to the majority decision of the convention: to po-
liticalize and radicalize the antiwar movement. Yet two days
after Comrade Dobbs' visit, the youth organizer received a
letter from the youth national office that included a criticism
of local work for being against the "national policy" of peace
only.

What evidently happened in the party was that some branches
were actually mobilized as factions in the local peace organiza-
tions before the rest of the party -- or Seattle alone! -- was
informed of the line.
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Who is responsible for our single-issue-national-member-
ship-organization program? The NC as a whole has a right to
know. .

The present crisis of policy is sufficiently acute to war-
rant an immediate special plenum of the NC to begin to extri-
cate the party, and if possible the youth from a dangerous drift
in both organizations.

I request an immediate poll of the NC on the holding of a
special January plenum.

If the PC has any inclination to begin undoing the momen-
tous harm that has been done both to the party and youth and
to the antiwar movement, I believe it should adopt the following
emergency propositions:

1. To require the national leaders of the youth to disband
their National Caucus of Independent Vietnam Committees to set
up a New National Organization.

2. To issue directives to all SWP branches to do everything
in their power to prevent the youth from carrying out its threat
to begin to promote its national organization in the local Viet-
nam committees, a threat, which if carried out, will plunge
these committees into turmoil on subordinate organizational
questions and result only in the deeper isolation and disgrace
of the youth, the weakening of the committees, and an open door
for the DuBois clubs to leadership of the antiwar movement.

3. To instruct all branches contemplating or executing dis-
ciplinary measures against comrades as a result of this situa-
tion, to hold such actions in abeyance until the whole 51tuatlon
has been rev1ewed by the party.

: I am sending under separate cover, the minutes of an all
night meeting of the delegates from the South to the Washington
Conference which are essential reading material for all NC mem-
bers. The occasion for the meeting was as follows: the dele-
gates from the South were bewildered by the political chaos
created largely by the party and youth organizational program.
Many wanted to leave for home. An all-night meeting was held at
which Staughton Lynd was assigned by the NCC to attempt to get
then to stay on.

Although some NC members may have had access to this docu-
ment, I think it should be sent out to all members.

Comradely,

R. Xirk
Seattle
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. §LEQ_13~E$~1§E§L@_A _gmcmmm ON_K1RK LETTER_, :

Comrade‘Klrk s 1etter of December 13, 1965, to -the Pollt—
1cal Committee represents the opposite of a constructive attempt
to grapple meaningfully with the complexities of the antiwar
.campaign in which our movement is involved. To begin with, the
Washington events ‘around which he focuses. his letter. 1nvolved
problems of a tactical nature that had to- be worked out on the
scene by the comrades present. Basically, the occasion marked
a. clash by our comrades with Communist Party forces who -- with
the help of centrist muddleheads -- were maneuvering organizas:

. tionally to capture the politically unaffiliated militants -in -
attendance and bind them ‘to .the CP lire of peaceful co-existence
and poepular frontism. : Our comrades deserve. credit- for shaping”
a tactical course in. the heat of battle: that kept the way open
for continued effective struggle in the campaign to win antiwar
militants to our program in the fight against war. They also’
deserve something better from eny critical comrade than Comrade
Kirk's smear attack made from afar with indecent haste and with-
out any semblance of truth to his allevatlons.

K Almost every llne of Comrade Klrk's letter contalns wrong
assumptlons as to the facts, or a twisting of party policy out
of factlonal spleen, or outrlght political slander of party com-
rades.- He ‘opens with dire warnings of” "political -catastrophe"
on the premise that the -party-.is. conductlng "an unprincipled,
dlsruptlve and politically reformist struggle against the entire
left wing of the antiwar movement.” We are told that the: Wash-
ington episode "will render the party:and.youth as contemptible
among honest militants as was the CP during its worst days."
Such unbridled invective against the party marks a new low in
the polemlcal style that has become characteristic of Comrade
Kirk and it is of a plece w1th the rest of hlS nlne—page diatribe.

, HlS decument is a contrived attempt to make reaectlon of
his views tantamount to crass political 1gnorance Thus ‘he
accuses the PC.of hav1ng "the totally false impression that the
capitalist class. has no fundamental stake in this [Vietnam] war"
and he purports to reduce. party policy dowh to a simple notion
that the imperialists.“would pull out of -it in response to a -
little more pressure." He charges that the party . and the youth
"leave it to others who are bolder to be partisans of the NLF®
and, to heap slander upon slander, he accuges the -comrades of
aplng the capitalist press in telllng Negroes  to-stick to civil
rights and not take positions on other social problems.

His letter deplcts opponents of our movement as paragons of
political virtue in contrast to the party and youth. Concerning
efforts to help antiwar militants reach anti-capitalist conclu-
sions, he writes: '"This task was undertaken by the left wing of
SDS, FPL, the May 2nd Movement and other non-Trotskyist currents,
but espe01ally by the Sparticists and Bulletin forces." Our
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comrades, who stand condemned before the Kirk tribunal, are held
to have become "in fact the right wing of the [Washington] con-
ference, in objective programmatic alliance with the established
peace addicts..." The CP maneuvers, conducted through stooges

in the National Coordinating Committee, are given an agccolade as
"the essence of the principle of the united front." . Our comrades,
who fought the CP attempt to hamstring the movement polltlcally
through organlzatlonal maneuvers, are branded "splltters" ‘simply
for- organlzlng a caucus w1th1n the NCC setup.

The youth, who have carried the. biggest load in the whole
antiwar campaign, are insolently accuseéd of reneging on an al-
leged "pledge" at the last convention to swear off "sectarianism."
The old preconvention garbage is raked over about the youth
being "conservative," about their "childish-sectarisn nature,"

" about their lack of “1deologlcal or political equipment." Then,
with typical Kirkien pomp and bombast, their self-appointed ide-
ological and polltlcal mentor reves&ls to them that party and .
youth policy in the. antlwar campaign adds up to -- "peoples
frontlsm." _

What lies behind all this nonsense, these vicious charges
against comrades, this factional hysteria° It appears to stem
from blind frustration over the party's rejection of the line
Comrade Kirk presented to .the last convention. . He seems to find
it increasingly hard to live with a policy other than ‘his concept
of a "new fused and regrouped revolutionary party" for which he
has unsuccessfully argued in ocur ranks. His letter calls for
"an abrupt change of policy and a publlc repudiation of the
course followed by the party and youth in the antiwar movement
during the past three months." -- that is to say, since the,
last party convention. He Tequests an immediate poll of the
National Commlttee on the holding of a special January plenum.

Prior to the receipt of Comrade Kirk's letter the Secre-
tariat had decided to recommend that a plehum be scheduled for
February 11, 12, and 13, 1966. These dates were proposed for
several practlcal reasons, 1nc1ud1ng,the ﬁroblems of preparlng
a plenum when the National Office is in the process of moving.
t0  mnew guarters. Therefore, the Secretariat has recommended
and the PC has concurred in the recommendation that the plenum
be held on February 11, 12, and 13. These dates will allow
needed leeway for the preparatlon of the NC gathering which
will have considerably more to take up than Comrade Kirk's fac-
tlgnal protests agalnst the carrylng out of ‘established party
policy. .

December 23, 1965
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Dear Arne' B

ST

. February 9, 1966

V. oeey
R A S

»I tecenCIy photooopled 50 coPies of Al A's statement to the SWP as

- . assa@sgistance to Doug and“Rosemary in giving it the broadest pos-

sibleicirculation,  D&R have sent me' copies of Al's original pro-
posal tothe Chinese tendency, your- reply and their‘reply. They
did not send me this correspondence until after ‘Al's résignation.
Therefore, I assume you will not regard my access to this material

;.- as any-breach of confidence on the part of D&R," In any event the

distinction between the Chinese téndency and that of" Fraser-Kaye
has been negliglble since the convention -- we are all in one boat.

You know that Seattle and their supporters here plan an early exo~
dus, I write to urge you to join the move and‘'in’a way to reply
to your letter in answer to Al‘s proposal

The Polltlcal "estion.

The SWP leadershxp has not conducted a serious polemlc W1th an in-
ternal opponent since the Pablo dispute in 1953, 13:years ago.™
Since that time two seriously motivated tendencies have deve10ped
and attempted to correct basic errors -in line, . W

Fraser attempted a:basic line -of .inquiry into the Negro questien
which actually began long befoxe 1953 and has been answered only
with abuse... On the surface, a more :serious effort was made to 'ans-
wer. Swabeck-Liang, . but the answer was always doctrine, not inquiry.
Each of these two tendencies regarded the party for many years as
,ba51ca11y correct on other questions than its own one of spec1al
interest, and to this. extent both were short«sighted :

The Chlnese question today is what the: RuSSLan questlon was in- the
'30s, the key international question and the test of all radical
parties.- On the other hand, the Negro question is»the basic and
most 1mportant domestic question, -It is to. the American Revolution
what the peasant problem was to China.. I repeat a thought I wrote
td you earlier, A revglution,does not proceed in'a given country
on thie ba51s of the general laws of capitalism, but on ooncrete

and gecullgr characteristics.- The .Negro.question is 'the key .
gcculiarltg of US capitalism and w111 prove its nemesis. A radical
party wrong on this question shall not make a revolution-here.,’

It is not correct to say the SWP has degeneratéd on ‘these two ques-
tions; it was never right.in the first place and its tendencious
wrong views have contributed greatly to its degeneration in other
matters where 1t had a, great hlstory and a r;ght to ex1stence.

R R

What are the proSpects {or ‘the regenerqtlon for Whlch you look’
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Vety poor, indeéd. One ought to set some kind of standard to
judge. One cannot demand that the objective situation develop
within a certain time span, but one can and ought to demand that
;@ party correct. serious errors within a reasonable- time, or: look
twice at the basic character of.the organlzation.‘ The Fraser ten-
'dency is over 15 yecars old In. 1950, would we have been unneces-
sarily impatient had we sald tentatlvely that some change ought

" to be _expected within- 10. to 15 years or else it is hopeless”’

‘l‘The flrst contact w1th the outside world that the SWP-YSA ‘has had

:'1n years is in the peace movement.-. . The Washington conference was

an indication of how.they let events act as a corrective. No,

they are infected with a Messiah complex always associated with

. the substitution of immutable doctrine for thinking and sénsi»
:t1v1ty to events.. : : : .

Unfortunately, you are probably mistaken that there is no room for

the SWP to compete with the SP in the field of safe radicalism,

Dried up sects have shown a remarkable capacity for unaccountable

: longev1ty.r With continued degeheratlon, they can stay in bus-
1ness for many years to come. -

The 0 anlzatlon Questlon

My personal view is that the party never observed Bolshevik or-

. ‘ganizational principles. I always subscribed to Cannon's view

- of the combat party acting as one and not a110w1ng internal dis-
' putes to hamper work, but I:think we were wrong in the old days

- in always regarding any minority view as heresy and dangerous.

.Of course, the attitude looked better in those days when the party
was in fact correct, but the habit of thought tended to make a
cult out of the leadership and make it progressively more dlffl-

+ cult for the ranks to znitzate correctlons where necessary.

I belleve Cannon did the party a great dlsserV1ce when he admon-

‘ished: Weiss and others to bury differences in’'the interest of a
mmifiedleadership;’ That started the demise of the Weiss group.

- The Dobbs machine was able ‘to use ‘the good faith of Murry and Myra
to destroy them when they couldn't fihd an arena in which to
fight. With the Weisses gone, there was no restraining-hand in

the center to prevernt the wholesale suppress1on of democratic
procedure which followed,

By the way, I believe that Murry will "end the comedy" of his
llngerlng membershlp in the next perrod

The - Bolshevxks were never as hardnosed as we in matters of 1nterna1
dlfferences, even in cr1tica1 days, let alone in.the restricted.
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years of preparation. But even the limited democracy that was our
tradition is stone cold “déad dnd is not comlng,back.’ There isn't
"a serious riote of protest from the few critics in the majority .
ranks. - It will ‘become more, not less dlfflcult to effect a
régeneration, =

I .
N .

The Tactical Question

e A

Let us presume that your perspective of a regencration .is possible.
How can we best facilitateiia change7 By staying in and continuing
to write unread’ documents every two years and talk to deaf ears?

' ‘Dick is right that the SWP hangs together by using.you and him. as

- 'scapegoats, Left to their own devices, further centrifugal ten-

dencies will occur. bMore people will either break away, whiclv is
good, or may revolt and fight. Frankly, I don't think so, but our
staying will in ‘any. event not help such a process. :

If the past two year wave of expulslons is followed by a wave of
reszgnations, then some people may become aware of the crisis
around them, ‘The larger the wave the better. 1If that doesn t
shalke them up, would it have .done any good to stay in??

}Arne, I believe it is not lnstructlve, ex cept negatlvely, to com-

" parc our gituation with that of the Left Opposition before 1933,

The Communist movement differed from the SWPR in three rather im-
portant respeéts., 1. It had lead a successful revolution,

2. It held state power thus demanding that its opponents propose
a polltlcal revolution if they were to ‘build anew, and 3, It had
a mass folloWLng. The bWP falls somewhat short of meetlng these
condltlons. _

A mass movement can make numercus errors before 1t loses lts fol-
‘lowing, and before it is correct to abandon it. Our view was
“alwdys that the small vanguard party could afford to make po mis-

. ‘takes, It must be right on all questlons at all times, That . is

its excuse for existence,. i must correct xde01001ca11y the crrors
of the degenerated mass organxzatlons.A There is no virtue 1n being
small, but if for a ‘time you can't grow, then be:.n0 rlght is ,

sort of a minimum requirement.
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- What can one say -of a vanguard party that is dead wrong on the most
important 1nternatlona1 and national questions, has been so for many
years,. doesn't have a democratic procedure- foir correctlons, has
little contact with thé mass movement, and can't learn from ‘the”
little contact it does have”’

The Personal Question

. All movements are -made up of human material, It is time to ask, who
represents, not just conirols the party. Whose party is it? It is
chb s party. His only serious . competition is not from the mlnorlty
but from the middle class and.ambitinis ycuth }eadQVShlp. "It just
isn't.the party.of your tradition, .though it hda OVganlzatlonal ‘con-
tthlty and some of the- same pcople.

oo

Spcaklng of people, I was surprised at the off-hand and shoddy ‘way
you treat Doug and Rosemary after their carefully considered and
painful decision to resign. It is especially cruel to condemn your
own cothinkers and supporters at a time when they are oneratlng alone
in a.hostile branch that is forcing them to support a sell-out line,
Ought they to have raised no protest in the branch?  To do so de-
manded a price, expulsion or resignation. Those are the facts of -
life in the NY branch, You might at least have given ‘them the ben-
efit of . the doubt of having to make a decision in the heat of battle.
I feel they could Judge besu what had” to be done at the time, - -

You are part of the orlginal generatlon of revolutlonarles whlch has
preserved the continuity of radical thought and action for over 40
years., It is not easy to.abandon the organizational form that con-
tinuity has taken for many years, but to continue now is to make the
same kind of fetish out of the SWP that the majorlty does.

It is perhaps too much to expect of hlstory to permit a small cadre
organization o exist without decline, correcting itself as ‘needed,
through a quarter century of adverse times and no growth, The Bol-
.gheviks never .faced that particular problem. From 1905 to 1917
~were black. years, but there.were only 12 of them, In the SWP al-
ready a second generation is aging. :

It is a tribute to Trotsky's genius that the movement was able to
live as long as it did without serious mishap, after his death, The
present leadership has expended the capital of that tradition and
ruthlessly destroyed it. The pages cannot be turned back,

Comradely regards,
David Dreiser
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February 23, 1966
New York, N.Y.

Dave Dreiser
Connecticut

Dear Comrade Drelscr,

. .- ‘ N . = R l .y
o e SO MR lwedo b

Under date of Dec. 13 1965, Comrade Kirk’ addreséed a letter

-?ﬁarled "Confidential" to the Political Committee opposing party

pollcy in the anti=-war movement, Coples of the letter were mimeo=-
graphed in Seattle and circulated to ‘various 1nd1v1duals inside
and outside ‘the. party, The Plenum of ‘the Natforial Committee:
censured Comrade Kirk for his part in this violation of party

.., discipline and warned him to cease and desist from any: further
. violations. - The Plenum also instructed the,PC tc investigate

all the ramifications of the case.

The Plenum was informed that you:sent a-¢opy of the Kirk

_letter to Comrade Larry Trainor in Boston, with a covering note

which read - "Dick asked me to make.a. copy of ‘the enclosed and
send it.to you. You may have a copy from New York by this- trme,
but didn 't want to take a chance you mraht not see 1t.”

In V1ew of your actlon,-as reported by Comrade Traznor, the

_PC has. 1nstructed me. to.direct the following questions to you:
What explanation do you have for your reported action in sending

a copy of the Kirk letter to Comrade Trainor? Did anyone else
receive copies of the Kirk letter. from you and if so, what were
the c1rcumstances’ T A T .

Please let me have your reply to these questlons at an

”Qearly date.

T _.-_-Ccmradely,

s/ Ed ‘Shaw.
Organlzatlon Secretary

DU
T4

.....



Ed Shaw
New York

Dezr Ed,

Your letter of February 23 has caused me to reflect on the
. past and the present, Involved in the questions you raise are
broader problems of personal morality than appear“on the surface.

A i I don't feel called upon to: use this occassion for a long
polltlcal harangue on questions already discussed many tinmes,

but there are complexities which cannot be treated in a paragraph
~or two, You did not just ask for the facts of the situation which
are known to you (there were really no secrets), but for an ex-
Planation and therefore you must bear with me a little while,

First.let me ask you if you think my sending- Dick's letter to
Larry was supposed to be clandestine? Or the note- I ‘sent with it?
I have made some naive judgements, and perhaps'I was naive in
not antlcipatmng that my action would be regarded as an infraction.
But, in my flightiest moment I did not imagine that Larry was in
the remotest sense a sympathizer of Kirk, or anything other than
a loyal supporter of the majority.: I knew anything I sent him
would not be privatéy You have not d1scovered anythlng that was
supposed to be secret.~

I have always been serlously cancerned with the internal
affairs of the party, partly by inclination and partly due to
restriction due to being fired from industry and blacklisted, But,
if you want to charge me with being a factiomalist it will have
to be on the basis of my support of majority causes.

In the Cochran fight I played an active role in the branch
and in correspondence, I visited another branch that was sharply
divided on the question of the expulsion and spent a week in
rounds of visiting and meetings cementing support for the party
position, I spoke publically extensively and often used the
public platform to elaborate the lessons of that struggle.

I played a similar role in the fight with the Vernites. Again
in 1963, in the fight with the Healy supporters, I led the fight
which won the branch for support of the majority, although I was
at that time a supporter of Kirk who had his own resolution on
the Negro question up for considerationm,

I supported Kirk's resolution, but I subordinated my support
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to what I felt was the’ more pressing question, The branch organlzer
was with Wohlforth a situation which confridrnted me with a pro-
blem which I resolved by conductlng the struggle around the need to
'prevent his taking the branch into Wohlforth's .camp. - :

In all of these’ sxtuatlons I felt free to communicate with
others either in conversation or by correspondence with ab-
solutely no congern whether it,was convention time, pre-con-
vention, between conventions or what not. How else could one
develop -his own thlnklng in relation to others or. cheek ones
conclusions? e ot

Although I have supported the Kirk tendency for over 15 years,
.1 have always played a’minor role in his support, I have spoken

" on tbe Negro question publically and internally, but usually on
aspects perlpheral to the main.differencer I spoke to the NY
branch'during the original debate on the "Trooy-" slogan,-.and ‘I

~ spoke to the 1963 corivention in _support of the Kirk: reSOIutlon.

In 1965 1’ attended the convention as a- Nisitor and would have
had ample opportunity to spend.my time in the corridors button-
holing people, but I played a passive role of cbservation. This
was.not for lack of faith in Kirk's.position, but because I had
been ‘inactive for a long time and I felt one ought to keep his
' polltiking" in line thh his activity.

-Now, since the 1965. convention I have recelved exactly one
Tetter from Klrk namely, a copy of his letter to the PC with
a request. to forward a copy -to Larry. Was this wrong? I be-
lieve Kirk has the right 'to. advise his supporters of his think-
ing on questions as they arise. But, .you will say, this was a
confidential document. Well, if Kirk had sent a separate letter
to his supporters it would have said exactly the same thing. The
content . of the letter, and the intent of the aét would be iden-
‘tical. " Our trouble is we are too damn open, It must be apparent,
if secrecy had been the intent a better job could have been done.

The party ought to- be less concerned about searchxng out
little infractions which don't exist, partigcularly when- concerned
with the policy followed: recently on the peace questlon. ¥ e

The turn on this questlon came in the middle of the pre-con~
vention discussion and was not embodied in-the majority resolution.
That is all right, If the need.arises the leadership can recommend
a shift in line or activity anytime. - But, in the past when this
happened too late to allow a full pre- convention discussion,
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.post convention dlSCUSSlOﬂ was permitted.  Refer.to the Negro
'“dlscuSSLQn fgllo ng the 1948 and 1957 conventxons.

Not only was. thlB not done, but the pollcy actually followed
at the Washington conference was developed after the convention,
Right or,. Wrong, discuss1qn ought to be encouraged in such cir-
'cumstances “not stifléd, o o

The Washington pollcy was so dlsasterously wrong that 1
would have felt justified in making some efforts to affect the
situation, organize opposition, but I didn't out of deference to
my restricted situation,

B But I sent Dick' s letter to Larry. Presumably he would have
frecelved a copy anyway. I'm sure no one would accuse us of trying
"to wean Larry away from the majority; he has known us a 1ong time
and has never given us the slightest gesture o< support., However,
it is not impossible that he might flqﬁ something to think about
‘in what Kirk had to say, or that members of the PC might also.
Otherwise, why try to communicate with anyone anytime? You might

" have more cause for concern if we had circulated a prxvate letter

:fmaklng private accusatlons. Klrk hes been quite candid,

Anyway that is the eXplanatlon. There has been no 1nfractlon.
If I be wrong in this matter, then I have a 23 year record of
over-zealous support of majority causes, In answer to your other
question, I showed the letter also to Carl locally. He is a
supporter of Kirk and my action requ1res no other explanation.

The fact is it réequires no explanatlon at all. "I have
answered your questions completely and freely because I want to
show I have no reservations to do so., Your investigation is
unJustlfled and 1 protest it. Co P

The other side of the coin is that you of the maJorlty come
to us with unclean hands. I refer to the shocklng denial of .
minority rights at the convention in your total disregard of the
right of representation on leading committees. It is your obli-
gation to the party as well as to the minority to insure that such
representation is proportional to strength. I refer to your re-
strictions’ against both the Kirk and Chinese minorities, and
especially to your removal of Clara,

In few of these more serious matters your current censure of
Kirlx and investigation’ of his supporters is not only unJustlfled
it is petty and in poor taste.

Comradely regards,
s/ David Dreiser
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Political Coﬁmiftee
New York = :

Comrades: - Gl T s s e
This is my letter of resignation. It will be brief.:

I decided to leave some weeks ago but faced a problem of evalu-
_ ation. My inclination was to resign solely on grounds of inact-
ivity. It is amply apparent that without any differences, I
ought after such a long time either find a road to making an
active contrxbutlon even if limited, or drop out.

However, such actlon would 1mp1y that I remain a sympathizer and
would by omission hide the degree of my differences. On the
other hand, in my situation it would be pretentious to leave
with a big polltical statement.

. First I sat down to Lormulate my estimation of the party 8
. course for the last 20 years. That is noted elsewhere, but let
me make a summary conclusion. - ‘ SR :

Troﬁsky‘and Caﬁhen set out to create a certaln kind of party,
‘politically and organizationally...Anyome who Joined ln the old
days was trained 1n that conception._;_a. g

But, gradually over the years, without a fight or a revised
official estimatlon, the party no longer. aims to play the: same
role, The party is antagonistic to the conception. Cannon

 knows it, Of\all_the old leadership Weiss was the one most

. devoted to Cannon's conception. He certainly kmows it went wrong.
. Most of all, xou know it, and have different.aims and conceptions.

.I dec1ded that in some form I ought to resign W1th enough of a
statement to let you know where I stand. Then your investigation
.”started'with Ed's letter to me of Feb, 23, If I uysed that
,occaSLOn to resign, it might imply that I was doing so since:I1
got '"'caught with the goods" because of a couple of pieces of
private corre3pondence.

I answered w1thout resigning to make it clear that I have not the
remotest concern with what you have found out, and with the further
JAntention-to follow xmmedletely with this 1etter. Lo :

Comrﬂdely,
8/ Dav1d Dreiser



March 8, 1966
Seattle, Wash,

To: Comrade Ed Shaw and the National Committee, SWP
From: Seattle Branch, SWP and the national Kirk-Kaye Tendency
Dear Comrades::

;. The.censure of Comrade Kirk by the” February Plenum of the
N+C. for'the crime of. criticizing party policy in thé anti-war
movement demonstrates anew the majority's habit of ﬁregﬁdicing
every serious internal disecussion by an orgapizatlonal diversion,
In this case,.the disciplinary smokescreen is based on completely
1ud1crous grounds and constltutes a cynical frame-up.

Without previously notifying Comrade Kirk of ‘the precise
charge against him (and he still does not have it in writing, as
required by the SWP Comnstitution), the P.C, accused him at the
Plenum of circulating his criticism of party policy in the anti-
war movement outside ‘the party, namely, to some leading co-thinkers.
. Deliberately ignoring what is the specific and concrete nature
of the normal and long-established relationship between Seattle
and the co-thinkers, and neglecting to mention that the recipients
of the criticism were leading spokesmen for the SWP's majority
faction among the co-thigkers, the P.C. pretended that Kirk had
done something new, ominous and. illegal, The Plenum gave itself
no chance to hear a real explanation; instead, within fifteen
minutes, it accused, censured and authorlzed an investlgation to
be. undertaken AFTER the censure,

1 This hysterlcal ‘assault against Comrade Kirk, a veteran of
-~-32 years in the movement, was a direct reflex to his attempt, in

- consultation with his ‘tendency, to bring about a critical &oénsid-

eration of policy in the anti-war movement, We were critical of
the strategy and tactiés employed at the Thanksgiving NCC con-
ference. in Washington, D.C;, where the youth and the party, by
insisting on a "sinbleuissue" oriented movement, served to arrest
the radicalization of the 'new' left, and effectively isolated
themselves from the revolutiomary wing of the southern Negro
struggle, We also opposed their sectarian insistence on forcing
all conference activity to focus around a purely organizational
- struggle to isolate the indepéndents in a new organlzation, when
the burning responsibility for the youth and the party was to
conduct a clear politieal Struggle against a SANE-liberal~C.P,
conspiracy to disorient the anti-war movement.

It is now clear that the central party regime considers it
their right to prevent all objective discussion of policy within



~33s

- the party, :.*'Sir", they say, "We will not consider what you have

to say, but will. flgnt to the-death your right te say it.'" _Instead
of political investigation into the ramifications of policy in the
anti-war movement, the P,C, initiated an organizational investi-
gatlon into the ramlflcatlons of -Comrade Kirk's" audacity in express=
ing his“views within and to the party. The P,C.'s" completely
bureaucratic reflex strikes~a- mortal blow at the right of thé ramk
and: file! to-a democratic and orderly mcthod of correcting wrong
policy.- IR -
T L 4 ************“:-’: S -

Ue accuse the P.C of behaV1ng illegally on’ the following
grounds. : , ,

. agss . . . 2 - 1 ~ .

. l‘;I%& tortuOus and artiflcial :abr;catlon‘of grounds for
charges , the breathtaking speed of the swift censure, the -
investigation after the decision etc,, are all unconstitutional,

: and can be explained,only by polltlcal panic an& dlsorientatlon.

-2, The P.Cit's charge that normal practlce of provxding leadlng

northern majority spokesmen with in ernal SWP materlal constitutes

an "unwarranted inteiference" in'a fraternal body; is apsurd, It

is thesP,C, that is guilty of such interidreiice by virtue of their
conspiracy with the co-thinkérs to undertake direct organizational
Lnterference into the 11fe OL the SWP

Only those utterly 1gnorant of the extant’ relatlonshlp between

Seattle agd’ our nelghbors cdn believe that the charges agalnst
' Comrade Kirk originated in a sincere and spontaneous protest from

northern co-thinkers,.  There has beeri an exchange ¢f internmal
material between our two West Coast Trotskyist branches for over
20 years, developed at the behest of- Teading co-thlnkers and with

- :.the' full knowledge of New York., Slnce 1945, ‘the ‘two’ branches have
. cooperated: in: activities, discussions and’ publlc meeting? and the

=

L5

N.C. members- from Seattle (Roberts, Kaye and Kirk) not" only ‘helped
draft resolutiens for our co-thinkers, but participated directly
in internal faetlonal struggles, usually as mediators but o ten

'as partis&ns

RN
. ) . -~
. s - o p .. PRI SR

When Comrades Dobbs and a leading co-thln&er suddenly discover
that ttadltional activitiés are now-'violations of fraternal

--autonomy s OF: whafever, they are’ gullty 01 sheer'charlatanism.

4 PR S .

When they clalm, Lurther,*that the two recipients of the Kirk
letter: were: young ‘rank and file'-innocents, they compound the
distortion. AL.E. is‘a co-fhinker Branch’ Organlzer and openly

-functlons as spokesman for the SWP magorlty, havxng represented
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it in Seattle in the pre-convention discussion. - P,C, is a branch
 leader of many, years standing, Both have always had access to
SWP 1nternal documents.. .. . Lo d :
Over the years, we have sought to arrange speaklng engage-
‘ments with the co-th1nker3~for all touring, SWP speakers and rep-
resentatives of related organizat;ons on national tour. :During
" the past year, this has not been necessary -=-- since such speakers
generally go directly to the co-thinkers first on behalf of the
majority faction. As a result of-this unrelenting majority
pressure, A,E, has introduced a2 new factional atmosphere in the
relationship between the two branches;  Seattle speakers, who
formerly spoke and taught publically and regularly for'the co-
thinkers, are now prohibited from this public activity and are
invited to speak only at closed meetlngs to debate 1gterna1 SWP
dlfferences. C e .

In" the context of this outrageous and upside—down situation,
and paying ‘official respect to it, Comrade Kirk's letter was
given to these comrades as a- fraternal courtesy to acquaint them
with ‘the. opp031tlon, since they had projected a joint debate on

"the issues. involved "The letter had been mimeographed locally
after the N.O, announced it would not Immedxately cxrculate the
. letter because of a Mlack of technical resources.' SERRPIR:

So now the SWP maJorlty, hav1ng p01soned the atmosphere by
playing heavy factional politics.acress the border, accuses us of
unwarranted 1nterference as we proceed calmly to carry. out a
normal polltlcal dlscussion. It is not we, but the maJorlty, that
‘needs to explaln its actiogns to, the membershlp.-

' 3. The. "securlty obsession revealed by the P.C. in its
_charges against Comrade Kirk is absolutely ludicrous, It'is based
‘on the spurious grounds that Kirk's .letter "connected" the party
and youth and thereby "endangered" the youth in a defense case (I)
" This is a patent device to forestall criticism .and render self-
defense impossible, If the nceds of.legal defense. in the case
justify a blanket of automatic intimidation smothering. the party's

activities and discu331ons, we have already lost the Case.

In any event, Comrade Klrk is hardly respon31b1e for the
extant and publically known relationship between the youth and the
party. On the contrary, our tendency has been identified for
years with the struggle for an organizationally independent youth,
We cannot imagine how references to their joint political activity
~-- a normal relatlonshlp even between opposing, organizations -~
can jeopardize party "“security', when .the majority. flaunts joint
disciplining and joint expulsions, and has clearly interlocking
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directorates: ynwboth organrzatians.r PIAR S VIO
CNEETUTS L :

The real .seeurity danger ﬁor the party is tHe.peculiar
organizational factionalism of the majority approach, Just as
..political discussion withipn the party is distorted and squelched
by organlzatlpnal threatszgad repercussions, - soi political dis=-
cussions with.co-thinkers .are. frowned: upon and organizational
collusion substituted. -~ .a -collusion. which does: indeed endanger
the party.‘ kaewise, politipal: collaboration: between youth and
the party is replaced by organizetional  collusion; and erganiza-
tional autonomy for the youth is transformed into a farce. This
is how the pajority ''guards' security,.by.endangering everybody
and everythrng Such_ is the logic,of factlonaliSm goné Wlld.

4. Inﬂlvidual membeusof the Klrk-xaye tendency are now being
harassed to "explain' their accessory.rolés.in .The Crimeé. “The
P.C. has no constitutional or moral right to transiorm accepted
_past practices into violations,.: It has no grounds 'whatsbever to
proier charges, no xight to censure a non—crime, and no authority
to investigate a noth;ng : S T

 What should be investlgated is tne arrogance of a reglme
which chooses a victim, invents his crlme, nd promptly demands
confessions all around, . .. ... . - .0 - IR A
*’k **7*4\'-'\'*1*‘*“‘_**. v T B A B o S

a3 oot [ DU
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The Seattle Branch and the national supporters of the Kirk-
Kaye tendency reJect the charges, cqndemn the censure, and will
not ‘cooperatein 'the current post-censure WLtch-hunt‘ Ve w1ll not
be voluntary~1ndiv1dua1 accomplices’ in the ongo;ng inquisii
for we cahnot accept its -validity and refuse to béar responsxbilxty
for this unprecedented onslaught against the' last vestiges of
party democracy. » L " R
Furthermore, we are well aware ‘that you can fabricate charges
faster than we can answer them, and we are not about to exhaust
ourselves further in such a self-dereatlng and puerile contest,
We cannot in good political consciénce play this sadistic’ game of
cat and mouse; 'we jast happen to bé all tied up these days with
a few little matters of Marxist education and Trotskylst politics
for the scores of- new young people comlng to -us for guldance and
organization, " : . A

B . . y o>
R N D B L4

In your best interests, as well as ours, we demand that this
ridiculous’ dampaign of persecutxon agalnst us be 1mmedlately
stopped _ , ;

I ““"'”  Cbmradely, .
“Séattle. Branch &
National Supporters of K=K
Tendency
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REPORT ON THE "NORTHWEST REGIONAL: CONFERENCE TO END

THE WAR IN VIETNAM"
Seatti thhrngtdn, Apr. 2*3 1966; Meany Hotel
f |

] Approximately 120 attended rhe pénel diseusséghe and plenary
. sessions of the Conference;! althdugh ‘less than id the
registration‘fee. The Conferéncé had not been widezy-ad- e
+.vertised, -Also it was very poorly organized. None heless,f‘

. it was ah important.first falteriig step tWard Buiiding ah”
'..énti*war mo\iemeﬁt in. the Northwési:. :

o There were delegates from the Seattle area, Bellingham, o
g few from Oregon,. about 25-from Canada, ard a number from"
the Bay Area., From the Bay Area came Earl Gilman, (Wohlforth),
... Roger Plumb, :(Robertson) Steve Cherkass (PL), Bob Avakian .
- (Sheer: Commlttee), Kipp, myself and others.‘f

, Some partxcipants were older tadicals (1nc1uding a 55-year~
~0ld: PL'er; -one Clayton Van Lydagraf, who is‘d mémber of "“Sea=-
ttle Youth for Peace in Vietnam!') Most wéfe young white
workers and college students, A number of young people were
gettlng involved in p011t1cs for the flrst time.

Unfortunately for the serious youngapeople, ‘the panels -
were chaired almost exclusively by PL'ers and members of
the "Seattle Tendency." (This is what the Kirk-Kaye Ten-
dency calls itself ) L _ S >

When the Conference opened on Saturday morning, we found on
the 11tefature tables, along with just-opened bhundles of back
‘‘issues of The Militant, two statements signed. by members of

'the Seattle Tendency. . ., . . B L I

The first was a call for "A New Revolutionarybsocialistb'
. Youth Organization ‘signed byweight.Seattle you;baand one
“independent : - : . ;;; .

“We were not surprised because 1n conversations with
several young people, prior to the. openlng of the conference,

 We were told, "Aftér the Conference the ¥sa is; going to dis- -

solve into a new and larger youth group.’ 'Even a young high
school student wearing a PL button, whom we met at Frank:.
Powers' house, knew about it.

The second statement Was signed by Clara Kaye..and Larry
Shumm., It was called "A Revolutionary Perspective for
the Anti~-War Movement.'" This document carried the Kirk-
Kaye 1line, not the SWP. line,
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“WHen Kipp: read the "Ca11”>shéf{mmedieteIY'ccnfronted“ghumm
and asked him if he had perhaps resigned from the youthi -

- Undéripressure he finally said, yé€s; he had resigned. Iﬁﬂe

- - few adnutes Clara’Kaye'came angrily to Kipp and'me, saying
i . thak-Kipp had forced Shumm to resign., We answered that the
"Call" in itself was a letter of resignation. This was a
: strange %cene. : : ’

B § 2 Was ap to us to present our-p01nt of view to- the- Con-
.'ference.a4We 8p0ke severalitimes:in the panels™and at the'
=¢p1enary sessions. A numbér -of Northern comrades alSo spoke.
We-‘were @ble té set the tone in the- panels.) Kipp,~ as an

~ “originalitember of the Berkéléy VDC'" was-able to coanter ’
Avakian; who réprésented the Scheer Committee. Ih ‘most’ paq~
- els we- found ourselves at odds thh th Seattle Tendency.,‘

e There thEy wete; sPeaking in the name*df the party, but
givrng th ; line.'J v

John Severn ‘was p&rticularly ontrageous.‘ In one Speech ‘he
said that "even if ten milllon people came out into the -
streets of our major citiés tomorrow with the demand ®Bring
the Troops Home® this would be meaningless.' There were
gasps of disbelief; but SGVern plunged on, "They'd all go
‘back to work thé next’dayl "It wouldn't stop the war in Viet-
nam." - ‘Nothing less than % military rout by the NLF would"

" stop thé war, demonstrations are meaningless, Later, in the
panel on "'Community- Organxzing," we ridiculed Severn s as-“
severations and put forthour posrtion. c
The conflict between our position and that of the Seattle
" Tendency was becoming apparent to all. There was, naturally,
a certain amount of confusion; One panel chairman, an xn-'
dependent, asked Kipp if she were a member of the S.F, " .
DuBois Club! When Kipp replied that she was in the YSA, the
- chairman éxpressed- surprise, and asked Kipp if she knew that
the people she had been arguing with were members of the YSA,

The ‘final plenary session on: Sunday afternoon, April 3,
was supposed to discuss (according to the publicity flyers)
“What Road Ahead for the Anti-War Movement.' The day before
-the Conference this was changed to =2 panel discussion on
"Perspectives for the Peace Movement.' : Note the difference.

This panel included members of the Seattle Tendency plus
PL, DuBois Club,; 5DS and independents,

With the exception of a Northerner and the SDS'er, all
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.. panelists. presented their own multi=issue political programs
as the program for the anti-war movement. Steve Cherkoss .

(PL) and. Shumm were exceptionally sectarian, objectionable.and
wordy. It was obvious:that the 'perspectives' diacussion was
leaving the audience behind.z They'were voting with thelr feet,

I took the floor at the beginning of the discussion period
to publicly disassociate The Militant and party from the
Seattle Tendency and to put. forth our transit;onal approach,
Shumm had come on strong with- "drive the G.I,'s.into the sea."
1 also took a few slaps at.Cherkoss' sectarian revolutionlsm,
which briefly, went like this: "As a Marxist~Leninist, I-
say thetWwar in Vietnam is. directly tied in with Black Libera-
~-tion in the U.S, and the persecution of. Puerte Ricans. The
U.S,: govermment. is. our enemy, not the war in .Vietnam, Demon-
strations won't stop the war, We can't use the machinery of
the system to-destroy the: system so,“what s to.be done? We
must join with the Black Panther Party in Alabama and with
Jose Fuentes, a Puerto Rican independent running ‘for office
-ia, New York; we have to build a movement that will-end per-
haps the seventh war from now.!" A perfect program for the
preseht anti-war movement. aecording to Steve. Cherkoss.

When I sat down, after sPeaking, a-young Woman asked for

- the floors = She solidarized .with me and then. threw the bomb-
shell, "I want to know why the committee I represent, the:
Seattle Committee to:End the War .in.Vietnam, the very Committee
that organized the big protest last week, why weren't we -
invited to participate in this- conference? This is not a.
representative conference’"

S My speech had shaken them but thls speech created consterna-
tion -- people running back and forth consulting to beat the

band.. .They. tried to answer her and me,. but just couldn't.

A few minutes: later the chairman. adJourned the Conference.

-Several: independents came around "and we made several more con=-

tacts, very friendly. : : T

I should add:that Duane. Allen, a representative of the
NCC spoke:at the first plenary session on Sunday. - He asked
that a regional NCC.be set up- and. that $10,000 be raised to
pay:-a staff and get the ball rolling..VHis.appeal fell flat.
He never spoke again. . : T -

.. In the panel on ''Regional Coordination' the Northermers
effectively scuttled plans for either an NCC~dominated or .

4
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PL-dominated regional coordinatiﬂg_comm;g;gg‘m_Ihe .Seattle.
Tendency happénied td 'agree with us on this, The organizational
..-motion finally approved by-the ¢onference.was: simple: ''That

" we, exchange mailing lists and that we propose:the formation
of separate.coardinatlng committeées in Washihgton and Oregon.

'3fThese commlttees should exchange thelr newsletters and -
Jmalllng llStS. , Tt L N , - '

.- Kipp and 1 p;cked Up a mailing 1xst~;toc..-We turned f7
names over to Tom and Deborah.: Deborah added a few-on her
own, LTI SO P

ggmradel.ya .

Co s A Tamwls



. Kipp D. and I.werein Seattle from March 31 to April 5. -We
attended .the Northwest Regional Conference To End The War In"
Vietnam April 2-3, representingithe Newsletter ‘ard The Militant,
respectively, and conducted:a rather extensive and:very exhausting
investigation into the situation in Seattle, Returring to San
Francisco, we agreed that our experiences in Seattle were so
strange,so. unreal, really, that .we doubted anyone would believe
~our -stoxy. It was:as I remarked at the next branch meeting,

"like a trip into the Never=-Never-Land,"

We were met at the airport by Frank Powers, On the way into
the city Frank began to complain again about the dirty deal that
Seattle had gotten on the Tabata Tour -~ that Los Angeles had
sent them a blank tape, etc.,, the complaints we'd heard before,
We answered them all, He wasn't satisfied., Finally I asked
him what was his explanation for such alleged vicious and under-
handed treatment of Seattle~-sabotage,from his point of view?

He answered that Tabata wasn't "allowed" to come to Seattle
because Tabata agreed with the Seattle Tendency's position on
the Negro question and the Colonial Revolution! We dropped the
subject,

We told Frank that we were in Seattle for two reasons. One,
to attend the Northwest Regional Conference to End the War in
Vietnam. Two, to find out whether or not reports we had received
that the Seattle Tendency was preparing to leave the SWP were
true, He answered that the reports were true, that they'd been
talking about it, His answer was casual, as if to say, "Doesn't
everybody know this?"

We told Frank that we wanted to talk to Kirk and Kaye and
several others, especially young comrades whom we knew, He said
of course he'd help us, which he did,

As soon as we arrived at his house he picked up the telephone,
dialed Mellina's number (a young Negro comrade) and handed the
telephone to Kipp, who set up an appointment for the next day.

While Kipp was talking to Mellina, I talked to Frank. I was
arguing that the SWP had taken a correct position on all major
political questions, and had made correct tactical turns to
intervene in the changing political scene =~ regroupment, Fair
Play for Cuba, development of Malcolm X position, anti-war move-
ment, Prank gave a little, but counterposed that it was 'acciden=-
tal" that the SWP had made several correct political evaluations
and tactical turns.

Kipp began to talk to Mark (Frank's teenage son) and a friend
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of his, Bob, who, later gave the High School Workshop report at
the Reglonal Anti-War Conference, Bob told her, right off, that
the Seattle Youth was dissolving right after the Conference.
"Kipp told me. 'I asked Frank, He said it was news to him,
although he'd heard some such rumors, Bob is around PL. Later
we ran into other non-members who repeated this story, Kipp
observed 'everyone knows it except us and the Youth N,0."

Thursday evenlng ‘we spent six and one-half hours talking to
Kirk and Kaye -~ from 9 p.m. until 3:30 a.m.

1 started by saying it had come to our attention that the
Seattle branch was planning to dlsaf;illate. Was this true?
And if it were true: Why’

" Yes, they answered, it was true. They had been thinking
about disaffiliating but they hadn't fully made up their minds,

Then both Kirk and Kaye related a long series of grievances
dating from when Kirk first evolved his special position on the
Negro Question up to the censure motion against Kirk passed by
the February 1966 plenum,

We listened. I‘dlscussed such grievances'és I knew something
about, but they had everything so twisted that it was difficult.

On the censure question, when I pointed out that Kirk had
abstained on the vote at the plenum and said he regretted the
occurence (the circulation of his document up north), Kaye hit
the ceiling., She said that Kirk had "compromised" and didn't
put up a fight, She said he should have demanded a trial, a
confrontation with his accusers, Moreover, that Al the northern
organizer, had not accused Kirk of anything, He had only sent
the facts to his N.0. where charges had been concocted for
factional reasons, by his N,O0, and New York, It was a "factiomal
frame-up" and the final straw, - (Perhaps this was the final
straw for Kaye -~ but later other Seattle people told us the
" question of disaffiliation. from the SWP was not now being
discussed, that the decision to disaffiliation had been decided
by a series of discussions which began immediately after Larry S.
returned from the Washington Conference. Only the time was left
open, On this qQuestion a common line of argument was advanced
by almost everyone we talked to -- a line buttressed by a list
of grievances going gack to 1953 when Farrell Dobbs allegedly

"organized the Cochranites against us, the majority." It was
as if everyone had learned their lessons by rote from the:same
drill master,)
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We then..got to the subject of the Washlngton Conference and
the antl—war movement, Fortumately, Kipp was present a young
leader in the antiswar mbvement who ''was there." She took over
and presented the facts conterning the Washington® and Milwaukee

-Conferences and reported en-subsequent developments whioh showed
our 11ne was correct and was productng results.

Kaye and Kirk rejected Klpp s report except for ome point:
they agreed .that Larry S. had béhaved irrespon81b1y at the -
Washington Conference, But they added '"We take no responSLbllity
for him; we don't have any control over him, and furthermore,
he's crazy.". .I countered that Kirk had based his document .
submitted .to the plenum on the *'facts" supplled by this comrade
whom they called Ycrazy' and "’rre3pon31b1e, plus other '"'facts"
taken from reports by our enemles, namely the C,P,, Robertson
and Wohlforth supporters, and PL, * The answer was that the
positlon of the Seattle: Tcndehcy had’ been arrived at "independ-
ently.

We hhen got a lecture on how the Seattle branch was the 'most
demoeratic in the SWP and paid the most attemtion to theory".
And, therefore, developed "independent thinkers.” When we asked
whether or not the rumor that the Seattle youth was going to

. dissolve were true, Kaye answered that the Scattle Tendency .
.Youth acted in "complete 1ndependence,“ and most ‘of the time she
"didn't know what they were doing.'" We later concluded that
this was:to a great extent true, and that, moreover, everyone

in the Seattle Tendency pretty much did- and gaid what the

spirit move, with small ‘tegard to the’ elected 1eadership,

On the other hand although later Kaye denied 'that she had
;eeen the call.for a “new revolutionary socialist youth organiza-
tion' before it was .issued: April 2 at the Northwest Regional
Conference, she: didn t deny she agreed w1th it.

Kaye became very upset W1th‘K1pp and I at the conference
when we insisted that the "Call for a New Revolutionary Socialist
Youth Organization':amounted to a resignation from the party
and/or youth by those who had signed the call. Such contradictory
. behavior gave us the impression ‘that our presence in Seattle had
upset their timetable. It is my opinion that if we had not .
confronted them politically and publiely dlsassociated ourselves
at the time of the regional Anti-War Conference, they might have
continued to discuss the question for another six months.. Also,
the arrival of Tom and Deborah helped push them . along. Several
Seattle members told us that they werc "in no hurry to leave,"
They were surprised that Kipp and I -- considered “teasondble
comrades' -= took such a hard line and didn't want to stick
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- . around to discuss for another'ﬁeek Or SO, . I,'fOr"oné; :
. :yeasonable only when dealing with reasonable people, but none
-~were to be. found in- the old -Seattle branch. .

At first Kaye and Kirk (eSpecially Kaye) attempted to turn
all questions into a discussion of the "Dobbs=-Kerry regime,"
When I rejected this as a "demonological approach to politics,"
-they then said no, it wasn't just a question of Dobbs and Kerry,
but that indeed, the entire majority was ossified in its politics,
bureaucratic and undemocratic ‘in its dealing with intrasparty
minorities, Now just about every SWP leader, from Cannon to
Vernon to Barné$ was given his lumps -- nor was Harer forgotten,
The conversation degenerated rapidly, to continue was pointless.
I decided to try to get back to political questions, I told
Clara and Dick, '"Okay, so let us say that every one of your
complaints could have. some basis In fact, Still, is it possible
that such a largé number of organizational beefs could exist
except that: there are deep political differences, perhaps
_1rreconciiab1e from your point of view?"

Then we dlSCUSSEd political questions for a éime.

- The:Negro question: - The original sin according to Kirk, was
committed: by Trotsky when, during discussions’ with Amerlcan
comrades, he:said American Negroes should have the right of -
self-determination. This was an adaptation to the C,P.'s "blac ke
nation' program, And from this all evil £1lowed, ‘The -1948
resolution had formalized the error and the SWP. program pre-
sently was ''separatist' and a capitulatzon to the most reaction-
-ary black nationallsts. L . ‘

The-war in Vietnam: Klrk and Kayahqld the SWP program.is
reforaist, not ravolutionary, end that Ehe Seattle Tendency's
program as set forth in Kirk's document submitted to the last
plenum was correct, I commented that their line carrled out or
ganizationally was a regroupment line -~ a regroupment with
opponents of the SWP, And I asked who are you going to regroup
with; the castoffs from the SWP -~ the dropouts -- Progressive
~ Labor? They answered, no, to all these questions. ‘In regard
to P.L., however, they both said that unfortunately it was too
late -~ two months too late =-- that we should have fused with
P,L. before it took its‘Trecent opportunist turn (one wing now
looks toward coalition politics)., Kipp asked, "If we'd have
fused with P L do you think we could have saved ;t9" The ans=-
wer was ''yes', and on second thought, perhaps. ., :

(In my opinion the Seattle Tendency orients more éonerd‘Healy
than P,L, Besides, P,L. wouldn't have them, and they know it,
Incidentally, Mellina told us that at the time of the last SWP
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convention she was taken to St, ‘Payl to meet-with-Hank Schultz
and "'séveral people ‘who had left the Party." Schultz met with
Healy in Canada last year, At the present time~there is only

one Healyite in Seattle, a very confused young man, There are
perhaps five B,L. ers.) 1‘ A 3o

ok
o

- Somehow we gpt,back to. organlzatlonal grlevances. I got ex~-
,‘asperated'flnally and demanded, '"What do . you want? You've ex-
erc1sed your democratlc rights and you still can'‘do so. Per-

,haps maJorlty comrades ‘have sometlmes been rude and perhaps worse
but it appears to. me. that this isn't: the question,.’ It is-

, pOllulCS, not organlzatlon,.that underlies all this, * Perhaps

. your politics are.incompatlble with SWP'membership. - perhaps
‘you can no longer -abide democratlc centrallsm. SRR

- Rirk’ answered "You won t let us 1;ve in the SWP w1th our
'polltlcs. Kaye seconded him adding that they would discuss
the question of dlsafilliation at a special meeting Monday,
April 4, that we were invited tg attend -also Tom and Deborah,
if they arrived in time, 'to present the majorlLy s p01nt of
view," We said.we'd think about-it, ; o

. Sort of in-closing I asked them what:were they going to do
after they left, Were they going!te build.Trotskyism (their
brand) in.ope city? And did they realize that after.they left

_they- would automatlcally become political qpponents of the
party dnd youth7 What kind of organization were they going to
set up? These questlonsrdlsturbed them, . Finally Kaye ans-
wered (in a most frzendly -manner), ‘He will -continue to up~
hold the banner of Trotskyism in the city of Seattle." .I ans-
wered that she should disabuse herself of that idea and added
that the ,SWP would undertake the job, I reminded them’ that
we had . faced such situations before, told them that Tom.and -
ﬁeborah were already on their way and others would be sgert in
_ to rebuild the, party and the youth on the baSLS of the Party
-program.. . S e S

' Both were taken aback by the vehemence of my statement,»
Kirk said, "So n ngw you'll send: people into Seattle, Why didn't
you send someone 4in when we asked for help?! ,I.answered,.''I
was not aware of any such requests, but that all this was now
immaterial: You ‘have made. up your mlnds to leave and I doubt.‘
1f anythlng would stop you," - C : 2

It was obv1ous to me Lhey had not thought the questlon
through as serious politicians, Xaye in particular, secmed to
think that everything would go on as before, only without'the

> w - -8
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__testraint of SWP‘membership.- It was "Never-Never Land,"

. By this ttme 1t was’ past 3, a.mx* We talked ‘a bit mdte, We
were invited to stay overnight and make the Kirk-Kaye residence
our center while in Seattle, but we declined and Dick drove us
back to. Frank's.t» : \

Next morning we recapitulated the previous evening and
dlscussed our: next move, We borrowed & car and-went looking
for young comrades to-talk with, 'Frank had given us all the
“addresses asked for.. Certainly, the intent was to convince us
that the Seattle Tendency was 8o)id, no chinks in the wall, Ve
.talked to several younger comrades and I think- at least two
are, salvageable. s

He: talked to Mellina, John S., Larry S., Lee M., and later
to Melba, an old~timer, Kipp talked separately to -deveral
youth, including Larry G, and Mellina again, in cotnpany with
Tom and Decborah. Except in the cases of lellina and Larry G.
we encountered -a solid. . front -~ the same grievances ‘repeated,
as if by.rote,. the same politics with some strange individual
twists and. the»same soft regroupment approach to opponent or=

ganizatlons.

This story will be illustrat1ve. ¥hen I asked Lee M., "What
do you intend to do, build your speelal brand ‘of Trotskyism in
one ¢ity?". she answered, ."We haven't thought it throtgh that’
+far, we just know we .want.to- leave.'  When I pointed out that
after they left we would rebuild-the Seattle- branch,* 'she
seemed surprised but answered politely, "That will be- all right,
e feel closer. to the SWP ‘than .to anyoné else -- we'll re-’

" group with you. .

MEIba, faced with the same - questlons, gdve much the same
answers, with onme addltion, that she is very ill and perhaps
in the future.wouldn‘'t have to go to 80 many meetings. She
was very friendly., C o S K o

Another comrade responded to these questlons with his own:’
"What do you think will become of the Seattle Tendency?" 'You
will disappear," I answered, He thought for a while,’ and then,
evidently impressed by the- ring of assurance in my voice,
asked, "How soon?" N . e

The rank and file ot the Seattle Tendency want to be friends
with all radjicals, in my opinion, and the leaders want to be,
friendly with everyone except the ‘burcaucratic™ leadershlp
of the SWP, A desire for "a frlend11er atmosphere in the
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radical. community' was expressed by several. Who's opposed .to
this? " But the SWP's hard "single~issue" line in the anti-war
movement is "dlsruptlve” and "Spllts the left and makes enemies,"'

All of them, when pressured, aﬂplt that it is thelr politics
that can't live in the SWP, that they want to,.get loose so they
can apply their political line. The storles about the 'Dobbs-
Kerry. regime'" are pretty horrendous == .and probably some of
them are true, Right is seldom altogether on cne side, But
behlndrthe Seattle Tendency's many organizational beefs always
was pOlithS -~ a "polxtlcal explanatlon.“ . S

" For example. "The Robertsonltes were dr1Ven out of the party
because they agreed with Kirk on the Negro question, ;Tabata-
wasn't allowed to come to Seattle because he aoreed with
Kirk on the Ne. Negro Question. and the. Colonial revolutlon."_

A persecutlon complex shows itself here. -Why? It's too lomg
a story to tell now,) .. . .

’ Although there appeared to be general agreement on thlngs
past, there was no such unanlmlty on the question of what to-

do now,. Indeed, there was almost-a complete lack of ‘under=-
standing as to how a political program should be applied. and
great confusion on the question of a transition program for

_the anti-war movement, One example: At the Antx-war Con-
ference, Kipp and Mellina took opposite . positlonsfon 'single-
issue” vs, "multi-issue,’ Afterward, Mellina.told Kipp she
liked. her speech and agreed with her. Obv1ously she just didn't
understand the ditzerences. In general, we found:the level.

of polit1ca1 educatlon in the Seattle Tendency very low, This
of course. says more about the 1eadership than the rank and file,

Also, gossip is in the air, The very evenlng we arrlved
we were told that one of their leaders was an incurable al-
coholic, True or false? Very unimportant. But this gossip
athSphere pervades . .the organization: gossip scems more im~
portant than politics., Actually the group resembles a.big
symbiotic family =~ a cult family, Nobody secems to partlcular-
1y like anyone else.-- but they all stick- together.- -

We were dlscussxng with Frank the questlon of mlnnmal
’ membershlp requirements in the San Francisco branch: . atten-
dance, level of acL1v1ty, sustainer, etc., Frapk laughed and
said Seattle had no such standards. He referred to one mem-
_ ber reputed to be a professional gambler, but said they
“wouldn't drop him because the. party is his only contact with .
reality, that he couldn' t make it thhout,the party, he mlght
crack up. . , 4
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Mbnday night, April 4, we attended the. Seattle branch meet-
umg Clara Kaye had mobzlized the Seattle Tendency. - Eighteen
were present -- including three youth. -not jin the SWP, One
member, Mellina, was working and could not attend,. Only.three
party members present were under 30 years of age.,

" Kaye opened the meet1ng by declarlng it to be a "tendency
meeting," i.e., a caucus, and therefore the transfer of Tom L.
and Deborah to the Seattle branch could not be taken up.

Then Kaye asked the meeting, "How many of you saw Asher s
Academy .Prizeswinning performance' at the Conference?" Sev~
eral, including me, held up their hands. Everyone chuckled
~at Kaye s humorous way of dlsposing of that disagreeable
scene, N i o

(The Seattle Tendency -- working with P,L, -- had staged
the Northwest Conference to End the War in Vietnam. : Larry S.
usced the conference as a.forum to announce the call for 'a
nev revolutionary socialist yeuth organization," Both P.L. and
the TFendency had advanced their. own multi~igsue program as.
the program for the anti-war movement, Larry S., speaking as
party and youth member, had again advocated the program of
. "driving: the G.I.'s inte the China Sea.' We decided to pub-

. licly disassocmate The Mllltant, the party and yauth from the
“Seattle "party" apd "youth," . I took the flaor at the final
plenary session..of the conference, disassociated, and then. .

. lambasted. both the Seattle Tendency and. P,L. for their sec-
“tarian nonsense, and explained our transitional .approach to-
building a mass anti-war movement. Well received. ﬂApplauded
This was the 'performance’ that Kaye referred ta.. See. .
"Report on. Conference.") D I

Kaye then proceeded to read a very long resolution of dls-
afxlllatlon.,‘The eloor was - open- for discussion. . Tom, Kipp.
and .1 spoke very. brlefly.; (We had agreed not. to. say anything
that might impede quick passage of the resolution. ~Werhad
abandoned all hope for the Tendency,) Tom told them they were
cutting themselves off from the mainstream of revolutionary
politics and dggégded the hall and everything in: it, as SWP
property.. Kipp spoke to the youth, I said that we held the
leadership, .not: the .ranks, responsible for the degeneration
of the Seattlé Brangh.and that later, if some found they'd .
been took, their applxcatlons for re-entry into" the SWp -
wéuld bé- conS1dered in & friendly mapner, . .

»_Kaye,answered Tom L. with an offer to negotiate;"



- Now just about every member: spoke -- at length, Each told
 the story of his political 1life =~ why he joined the SWP and
why he was 1eav1ng. Tom - remarked that it resembled a mass
confessional. ‘

lelba said the SWP destroys women leaders, so Seattle had to
leave before Clara Kaye was destroyed She cited the cases of
Myra Weiss and Frances James,

Bob Patrick said the slogan "Bring the Troops Home'' was
reformist and that we had done a bad thing to push this slogan
at the Conference. 'We don't want the troops brought home," he
cried, "If they were brought home now they'd be used to oppress
the American Workers! Let them stay "in Vietman until the Amerlcan
working class is revolutionized!"

Patrick had certainly carried the liné too far, -Yet he was
listened teo respectfully and even received a bit bf’appiause.
Both Frank Powers and Xirk spoke after Patrick, but neither
‘.~contradicted Patrick's outrageous statements, This evidently,

was. a display of Seettle s "democracy in action" that we'd been
told about, .- :

'-Kirk's-speech went as f0110WS' For fifteen years he had been
an Yactivist," He was considered a valuable comrade.' Then he

“"stumbled upon the theoretical ideas that could make the SWP
into the party of the American- Revolqtlon." (Exact quoté) He
began to develop into a worker-intellectual. He began to write
documents., Soon he -founhd that he was "confronting a party
.leadership steeped in the ideology that all the fundamental
problems in theory had already been solved by Trotsky'": and
therefore "all that the party had to do ‘was gxganize the tev-
olution.'" (Kirk's emphasis) He then went back to Trotsky's
orlglnal mistake on the Negro question, when Trotsky Maccepted
separation as.a legitimate aim of the Negro revolution in the
U.S." . (The Seattle people consistently equated nationdlism =
with séparatlsm. For this reason they obJect to the Malcohn}\
series in the Militant.)

Klrk then spoke of the SWP's wrong posztlons on colonlal
revolution, Vietnam and the anti-war movement, He ended with
this interesting point: The SWP had consistently moved away
from genuine Trotskyism to the point that the majority had
become an ossified cult and Seattle remained as the center of
revolutionary socialism in the United States.

Rirk's final point was that the Scattle Tendency was doing
the SWP a favor by leaving. ''The majority leadership has used
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us as a whipping boy for 15 years. In this way it has kept the
1id on the party and kept down criticism, Perhaps with us out
of the way there will be more democracy and more criticism,"

One Don G. (YSA) took the floor, He was unsteady on his
feet, He was very emotional. 'You must be degtitute and hungry
and suffer before you can understand the problem of “the
American workers. I doubt if more than three people in this
room have been destitute ~=- so hnw can you understand’"

The meetxng ended after éleven o clock ‘I recalled Jim
Cannon's remark that if he ever % ot to heaven it would be as
- a reward for all the meétings he d sat through

A vote was taken, Seventeen for disaffiliation. One
abstention -= Larry G.

A$! A. Harris
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Seattle, Waghington .,

Ed Shaw . . |
National® Offlce, s. W.P. ek N
New York, N.Y. e

S

Dear-Comrade Shaw:

- Since we have. recelved no acknowledgement of or’ response

to our letter asklng you-to. call off -the- investlgation, and no
answer to ‘my letter to.yow assuring you the previous letter was
real, and since 'Comrade A.H. took the floor at a public Northwest
Antlwar Conference here lagt weekend to publically. and’scandal-~
ously dénounce the Seattlé Branch S.W.P. and- our spokesmen ‘at
the Conference who explained’ and defended the National Liberation
Front, we met in emergency -session on Monday, April 4th to dis-
cuss and then proceed to adopt the enclosed statement of resig—
nation from the party.

As you know, present and participating in our discussion,
as invited guests, were Tom and Debby L. and A.H. and Kipp D.,
of the majority faction, all sent here to investigate the sit-
vation. Their only response to hearing the enclosed statement
was that anybody who voted for it was an ignorant dupe of the
local leadership, and that nobody who voted for it, except youth,
would ever be allowed back in the party again, and that Tom and
Debbie would stay here to represent the SWP and crush us.

After three hours of discussion, in which almost every
Seattle Branch member spoke, the resignation was adopted by
unanimous vote of all those present who are resident members of
the Seattle Branch, as well as by three youth who are not SWPers
but are resigning from the youth.

The statement is also signed by three SWP members from
Connecticut.

Every signature is individually signed.

% %k %k ¥ %k %k % %k xk %k

On the question of finances, we consider ourselves respon-
sible to you for all back sustaining fund through March, 1966,
for all outstanding literature bills, and for all dues payments
through March, 1966.

Please reduce our Militant bundle order to 6 and keep the
ISR bundle the same; also, please keep us informed of literature
publications. We shall not accept the quota assigned to us on
the current national fund drive. We prefer to pay up our back
debts instead, and as quickly as possible.

Comradely,
S/Clara Kaye
Organizer, Seattle Branch
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STATEMENT OF RESIGNATION from the S.W.P. . = &%
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_ 1t is a trib&te to the genrus of Leon Trotsky that the e
" movement he’ founded could survive in the U.S. so long.after. his

death, during two long decades of prosperity, world damlnation
and relative quiescence in the working class, i :

NeVertheless, the<once proud SWP, the hellmark of xnter-
national solldarity and revolutionary intransigeanee, has become

-3 movement eroded in program and perspectrve. The events of the

- past few months, culminating-in the February Plenum of the National
Committee, constitute a nodal point in a lcng process of polrtlcal
decline. S : e,

- The’ degeneration of the SWP me;orrty is acutely revealed in
" the utter lack of theory and conjunctural .analysis which marks’

" its approach, " The method of the majority. is. eclectic impression-
ism, and the policies, flowing from this are sterile and con-
tradictory, resulting in false positions on the Negro struggle,
the key domestic problem of the era, and on China, the. key -

1 -international problem of‘ the revolutlop.ary movement. SO

Incapable of any economrc evaluation of the current status
of U.S., imperialism, the majority's domestic politics comsist of
a flirtation with reformism on the.issue of the. Vietnamese war,
' and a view of ‘the coming upsurge, of labor as a "single-issue” type
of process, connected to no other social struggles extant or’
'developing -- such as the Negro struggle, women's r1ghts, youth
‘and the poverty-strlcken. e ;

The majority's strategic preoctupetlon with the trade unions
as the exclusive medium 6f social trensformation expresses itself
in a conservative sectarianism towards the protracted 1deologica1
ferment in both old and new radical circles, as well as in: a
hardened contemipt for the efforts of women and youth - to emancxpate
themselves from oppression. N : e

Just as the SLP petrrfied around the congunctural evaluations
of the 19th century Marxists, so the SWP has ossified around its
conjunctural evaluations of 25 years ago. It is today .either:
oblivious or wrong about the maln pOlltl¢61 problems and needs of
our epoch,

dededeicdclcdeick o

We have sought to offset the degeneratlon by a series of .

struggles on central political questions., S



I, The Negro Struggle, IS P

For 15 years, our tendency has pressed for theoretical
clarity on this central question of the American revolution,. We
have urged that a deep analysis of a unique phenomenon replace the
present policy of super~-imposing the ‘déctrine of European nation-
alism. upon the Negro question here, .

In a serles of documents presented for internal party
discussion (particularly three convention Resolutions on the Negro
Struggle in 1957 and 1963 by Kirk, and the Kirk-Kaye Political
Resolution in 1965), we have emphasized the objectively revolution-
ary nature of the Negro struggle as ;% is, and we have labelled its
course as 'Revolutionary Integration. :

A powerful Negro cadre might have been builo around ﬁﬁls
program, for it provided the basis for meaningful intervemtion
into the southern struggle, the civil rights-movement in the North
the ghetto battles, and the growing ideologioel controverey raging
_in the Negro movement today. :

But the party mnjority insured ﬁhat none of these documents
were discussed objectively in the party. When the central leader-
ship condescended to reply at all, it was principally with fal-
sification and caricature of our p051t10n, spiced with organlza-
tional villifications. : S

When, in 1957 we. criticized the majority s uncritical adapt-
ation to Rev, King and to. pacifism, we were .accused of over-
estimating the independence of the Negro struggle. When, in’ 1963,
we opposed the overgdeption to.Mr, Muhammad and the glorification
of separatism, we were accused of being white so-called 'radicals
or liberal reformists who under-estimated the independence of
the struggle, For our part; we considered: the party 11ne oppor-
tunist gnd tail-endist in both instances.

" The magority is respon31b1e for a series of unprccedented _
disasters in its relations with the Negro movement, defeats that'
'have completely isolated the party from the key upsurge of our-
time and yet have never been explained, Today, with the southemm
movement in deep programmatic crisis, and the northerr ‘ghetto on
the verge of explosions which will rock American society to its
foundatlons, the party has less contact with, understanding of,
of orientation to this struggle than at any time in the past 25
years,

The self-confidence of the party in its ability to alter its
racial composition has accordingly been shattered., THE SWP HAS
BECOME CRYSTALLIZED AS AN ESSENTIALLY WHITE PARTY, and it lacks the
impetus to alter this condition.
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. It bequeaths’ the Negro.struggle to thé petty boqr eois.natlon-
alists and: the middle<class tokenlsts, theregy_cuttigg the party

-, off frem the rescusitating effects’of the cldss struggle ‘and
dcepening its withdrawal from reality,

The . SWP ndw presenté the ludicrous spectacle oﬁ a 1ily-wh1te
party with-a program:of ultra-black nationalism. Thé adylation
of .the Muslims has opened a Pandora s box of V1olations of elemen-
tary-yorking class principles: S8SWP spokesmen now Justify the.
.natienalists’: discrimination against- women, the1r anti-Semltlsm,
.and their collaboration with fascists. T :

Finally, it is the majority which adapts theoretlcally to.
the liberals on the Negro question. Perhaps the last-act in the
tragedy of the SWP and the Negro. struggle was_Comrade Camejo's
pseudo-historical, - pseudo~economic YSA” Bulletin article where he
. categorically stated-that the: bOﬂthOlSie wilI 1mp1ant Northern-
style democracy :in the Sbuth.- : L L

4' J

Thls proposition has only been implied in party Resolutlons
since 1957; now it is doctrine, and nothing could be better cal-
culated to promote the-dbsolute alienation of the party from the
Negre struggle than this categorical denial of the permanent ‘.

-----

-

3 This overestmmatlon of thc V1ta11ty of the bourgeoisre, en-
dowxng it with a revolutionary vigor it was unable to summon even
during Reconstructiony is ‘the result of the method of . economic‘
determinism, and it will lead to furthér ideological retreats on
fundamental questlons of American polltics.

YR

I The Cg;gnlal Revolutlon .
. We have called.for polttical solwdarlty with" the Chlnese .
Revolution. Degpite bureaucratic  deformations and Stalinist. bag-
gage, it is the key to the colonial revolutién and a central axis
of revolutionary politics throughout the world.. But the SWP has
cut, ‘itself off from relating to the dYUamlcs of this great revolu-

tionl S S [ . . . .

st 5
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Just as the majority mechanlcally transfers European na-AA
tionalism to the Negro question in the USA, so it exports Stalin-
ist degeneration in the Soviet Union over to revolutionary China,
-ang. concludes w1th the: stratégy of politlcal‘revolution in China,

Instead of concrete soc10-ana1y51s,'1napropos labels llke ;
"Stalinist" are pasted over the Chinese régime and the SWP con- -
dgctS-a frantic.search for every apparent Stalin;st-type devxa-
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tion in Maoist policy and practice. The dialectic of a living
revolution that has evolved into.ever~intensifying opposition to
the Kremlin is totally ignored and in place of enthubiesm we are
offered scorn. R ST

~ . In Cuba, on the other hand, the superficial evaluation of
Castrp's attack on Trotskyism, Gilly, China, etc,, reveals the’
tendendy of the majority leadership to:cling to Castro as-to

‘=«1ife-preserver, ignoring the obvious.basic:shift to the right and

toward the Soviet bureaucracy._ The,job of class. analysis and sol-
idarity with the Latin American proletariat against Castro's shift
is left to the Chinese leadership and to -- Healy.

T
]

III.( VieCnam

' “The current attack. upon the Kirk-Kaye tendency results dzrect»
1y from our advocacy of a proletarian anti-war policy that would
solidat¥ize the party with the revolution in Vietnam, with the
working class Negro youth who are key victims of the draft in the
U S., and with the 1e£tw1ng of the anti-war movement. )

As‘We stated in our 1etter reJecting the National Committee s
censure of Kirk for having the audacity to. attempt a discussion
of party anti-waf. policy, "We sought to bring about a critical
consideration of thé strategy and tactics employed at the Thanks-
giving NCC conference in Washington, D.Ci, whexe. ¥SA.and SWP, by
ingisting on a "single-issue" oriented movement, ‘se€xved to. arrest
the radicalization of the new.left and effectively isolated' theni-
selves from the revolutionary wing of the southern. Negre struggle.

'"We also opposed their sectarian insistence on forcxng a11
conference activity to circulate around a. gurely'organizational
struggle to isolate the independents in a new organization, when
the burning responsibility for YSA and SWP.-was to. conduct a clear
political struggle against a SANE - 11beral - C.P conspiracy to
disorient the anti-war movement.?mg .

" SWP policy is’ divorced from any economic and social anelysis
“of the current crisis of U,S. capitalism, We have maintained that
the capitalist class has a fundamental stake in this particular
war, and will not quit.short of military/politlcal defeat in
Vietnam, or, vzrtual c1v11 war at.home, . - B

The meJority calls for "w1thdr&wa1" as against"negotietxons
are obviously co¥rect., But under cover of this lurks the essen-
tially pacifist. propesition .that the anti-war movement can, with
its own forces, pressure the U.S, out of Vietnam, ‘And it is a
fundamental of Trotskyism that pacifism, translated into politigal
terms, is reformism,
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.. This flight from Marxism. takes place:yhen the vanguard ecle-
ments in the anti-war movement and in the mew: left are:groping
for fundamental solutions.to socigl groblems, seeking to unite
‘Negro frecdom, fightcrs, the pcverty-stricken, the opposition to
the draft, and the, anti-war movement in one bread .political move-
" ment agalrst the war, The. SWP turms. the radicalizetion of the
new left cver to the C,P, and to the pacifists, and thus to the

. Demccrats, and then laucds its own ‘rgalistic'' aloofness from the
burning problems of the anti-war movement, IR :

It is a typical majority slander that we advise the party to
turn its back cm the student movement in favor of the Negro mowve-
ment, We urge the revolutionary youth to strusgie for political
leadership on.the campuses, However,.the militant. studerts whom
we' lead must be encoltaged in their groping for alliance with the
proletariaL and in their growing feeling that only the workers
. have. the capacity to stop this particular war, .Anti-war youth
" must ‘turn. toward the working class -- and speclflcally toward the
Negroes, who are that section of the class already in motlon.

. The SWP’ single-isvue glmmick is a false answer to a false
pos:ng of the. mevement s problems, and it acts in life as a con-
servatlwe barrler to the political maturation of young: militants,

The gggenerat;og of Socialist Thought

‘ Our tendency qulckly grasped the sign;ficance of- Kruschev '8
exposurée of Stalin, and Seattle Branch had singular success with
its campalgn to recrult dissident CPers to Trotskyism.

... But the SWP majority was unprepared to-. discuss two of the
burning questions confronting,. the advanced CP cadrés:  C,P, policy
'of Negro self-determination, and.the Chinese challenge to the
Sdviet bureaucracy. The SWP could not, therefore, intervene with
full effectiveness in the internecine struggle in the Communist
milieu and could not stlmulate a national 1eftw1ng in the C P.

L As a. result, the fruit of regroupment work belongs to other
organizations, 'PL has .grabbed off a leftwing of the CP, .Sparta-
_cist has a leftwing of the S.P. And a whole galaxy of centfist—f
'type .youth and adult tendenczes has appeared. : :

'We have tried to orlent the party toward this general leftward
stream emerging under the impulse of world events, but the party
pretends that no such large and fluid milieu exists, The SWP is
stlll mired. in;the Holding -Operation, which is a prolonged state of
suspension based upon, the assumption that nothing: significant can
really happen until the regeneration of the trade unions and the:
emergence of the Labor Party.
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B Chained to the fixed idea that the.SWP is automatically or-

dained as the leadership of the future, the majority is ‘in the
grip of a comservative sectarianism which views all new socialist
formations and developments with hostility from the very outset,
The organizational fleyibility of .the old Cannonism is junked and
a rigid enmity to all new competition ensues, :

"And yet, without the intervention of Trotskyism, the new cur-

rents will stop short of revolutionary Marxism and will petrify
in centrism,

v. The Woman Quegt;onv

. Ours is the only tendency in the history of American Trotsky-
‘ism to place the struggle for women's emancipation on the level
of a first rate theoretical and programatic question, We have
vainly resisted the creeping paralysis of male supremacy which now
is a centrl doctrine and ingrained practice in the party.

The party's capitulation to sex chauvanism has been a long-

- standing scandal in the SWP periphery, and that it has neot been
‘noticed and exposed by our .opponents is only a commentary on’ the
general backwardness of socialist thought in this country. -

The party is now committed to its point-blank refusal to -
undertake the special indicateéd effort that would tap the enormous
potential of. revolutlonary energy among oppressed and doubly-
exploxted women, i «

The central party 1eadership is essentially hostlle to women
leaders, as well as to anyone who considers Second Sexhood: to be
‘@ political and organizational issue,. . Both the letter -and. spirlt

- of Bolshevism on this question are almen to the SWP leadership.

vI, XQB.S‘—.}.L.

Indoctrinated in political sectarianism and organizational
fetichism, the party youth, largely deprived.of any working class
background or experience;, are further deprived by the party of-

a solid theoretical training, and. they accordingly move ahead even
faster than the older cadres on the road toward careerism, mancuver-
ism, organizational manipulations, monolithic structure, and

. contempt for theory, history and principled politics, :

RS -"":
~ T

Many of these young mlddle-class intellectuals gould be ine
spired and educated to become worker-Bolsheviks, Instead, their
pragmatism and cautiousness are fanned by the rigldlty and con-
seyvatism of the central leadership,

As the younger comrades proceed to assume increasing control



of the party apparatus, the SWP will soon become as unrecogniza-
ble to others as it is to us today, for the youth are encouraged
to exaggerate the very worst features of the party.

The best of the youth, those with a truly revolutionary ardor
and understanding, will not be able to survive in the stlfllng,
narrow, and mechanistic confines of the party. The SWP is dooming
the best of today's radlcal youth to disorientation and eventual
demoralization.

VII. The Organization Question

For some fifteen years -- since Comrades Dobbs & Kerry or-
ganized the Seattle Cochranites for an unprincipled organizational
assault against the local leadership -~ we have well realized the
pre~-eminence the majority attaches to organizational matters.

Nevertheless, we have persistently presented our political
ideas to the party, entering into discussions wherever possible,
but devoting the overwhelming bulk of our time and thought to
year-in, year-out party building and branch activity. We helped
organize branches for co=-thinkers, kept the SWP on the local and
national ballot, made Trotskyism a living reality with an unbroken
tradition in the Pacific Northwest, and built what may well be
the most consistently active and flourishing proletarian branch
in the party over a twenty-year period,

Armed with the traditions of the movement and seeking to
preserve them, we made politics central and organizational ques-
tions secondary, refusing to be provoked by the constant attempt
of the majority to undermine our position by organizational har-
assment, personal slander and intricate maneuverism. So long as
the possibility of free exchange of views existed, we kept the
doors open for discussion by minimizing all admlnistrative and
sccondary assault,

But precisely as the political degeneration of the léader-
ship accelerated, its intolerance of oppositional ideas intensi-
fied. (See SWP Discussion Bulletin No, 14, Vol. 25, "Radical
Laborism Versus Bolshevik Leadership,' by Kirk and Kaye, 1965).
Despite all our strenuous efforts, it has been impossible to
obtain a climate of principled politics. Every political dispute
and discussion is muddied and prejudiced by organizational smoke=-
screen grievances, threats, frame-ups around "security' claims,
blatant falsification of oppositional ideas, and the incessant
grinding=-out of N.O.~inspired corridor gossip.

Our tendency stood for proletarian democracy in the party,
for the right of minority representation on leading bodies, and
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_for a comradely exchange of ideas., The majority's position is

that the majority IS the party and that a minority is inherently
anti-party, dangerous, diseased and intolerable, and must be

driven out, All opposition is treated factionally, and all factions
are reduced to the status of outlaws.

The central 1eadership has become a peculiar anti-political
clique. which, has consolidated its control of the apparatus by
driving out all dissidents, critics, and potential critics within
the leadership, engineered parallel purges in the ranks, and is
now attaching itself to a predominantly petty-bourgeois gtudent
social base,

... To answer critics the majority refuses analyt1ca1 argument
and simply reiterates doctrine, thereby demonstrating that the SWP
has become essentially a doctrinaire party without any internal
ideological life in the full meaning of the term,

Trotskyism in the SWP image has become transformed into a
graven image, ...

Loyalty to therleadership has assumed the proportions of

. cultism, The. cult has taken form. in the majority caucus, which
now comprises virtually the entire SWP and is maintained for the
sole purpose of preventing open discussion in the party, It merges
comrades of many and varying political positions around the
central issue of organizational loyalty to the regime, It is thus
a totally unprinc1pled bloc. oo

The recent Plenum displayed the ultimate absurdity of this
clique operation, There was in the entire Plemum only one openly
dissenting voice =~ Kirk's. Yet the P.C. found it necessary té "
eliminate one whole Plenum session in order to substitute for it =-
a majority caucus! - And all basic decisions were made: there rather
than at the Plenum where Kirk was allowed to be- present (so he'
could be censured‘)

Such a ridlculous practice makes frank, open and honest dis=
cussion of differences patently impossible. But it flows clearly
from the 1965 Organizational Resolution, which climaxed the party
descent into shameless anti~Bolshevism on the question of party
organization. :

Future of the S.W,P.

Is the SWP 1rretrievably decayed° Is the degenerative process
irreversable? - : ‘
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We do not know. We wholeheartedly hope not, The long and
honorable ‘record compifed by the party of anti-capitalist princi-
- ple,plus the tremendous“dynamism of the Trotsky heritage and. the
Camon 1nterventionism ifito the living struggle wherever it broke
through, created a cadré with essentially working- class 'and revolu-
tionary reflexes. ‘But ‘these reflexes became pdralyzed by the
fetich of:loyalty.t6 the leadership and the concomitant horror of
any criticism of the leadership,

In the future, Some’ social fofee’ outside.the party might jolt
the majority enough to'jar it out of it§ sublime complacency, But
for now, the party will neither inté¢rvene publically with ideolo-
gy nor discuss obgectrvely the unsolved problems of the Amerlcan
Revolution,,vnA : NI . . »

Y

Our Courge A

Considering the present insupportable clrcumstances we
cannot waste any motre of ‘our time and ‘Fesources in trylng to avoid
the running organizational hunt-and-kill game which the majority
imposes upon us as the price of out remaining in the party.

The Plenum decision to censure Kirk for non-existent "céfmes"
and then to lnvestigate them, and the P,C,'s announcement that
the Seattle Branch's protest against and rcejection of the censure
was "'inauthentic,"” "anonymous,” and therefore tmreal, telegraphs
?‘the determmnation of the P.C. to destroy: the Seattle Branch and
. rid ﬁhe party of any general crxtlcs of the’ 1eadership. _

At a time when Seattle Branch was preparing for the Inter-
national Days of Protest, working in two local CEWVs,. antlcipatlng
a Northwest Conférence of-the anti-war movemert, involved in a
northern trip which we were invited to make by’ co-thinkers, active
in trying to cement a viable .local African defense committee,
planming a new ‘forum series, etc., ete,, etc, =~ it has been
unceasingly barraged by the Center as the leadership ‘escalates
1ts dellberate sabotage of our dally party~bu11d1ng work,

Still ‘despite: everything,under different: conditions we might
still try to remain in the party founded by Trotsky and developed
by Camnon, But the SWP is no longex the epicenter of revolutionary
activity and : ideology in the U.S, Its estrangement from the Negro
struggle and its refusal to intervene rationally and politically
in ‘the anti-war movement, or in the present rebirth of interest
in socialist thought, have destroyed its chance, for this period
to secure ideological hegemony over the non-Stalinist left -~ = -

a necessgary first step toward political hegemony over the class.




~ ey
.
=G«

 This opportunity was presented to the party by the 20th

- Congress’ and the following period of regroupment,’ rising colonial

revolutlon, the Sino-Soviet conflict, and the international crisis

of capitalism, But the leadership has squandered its capit&al and

.. ¢learly anmounces thdt it 1is rot interested in creating today the
basis of the party of the American Revolutzon. That is alwaysf

for manana., © ,

We hope to be able to intervene in the viable political cur-
‘rents all‘around us today, Outside the SWP, and without program-
- matic affinity for amy other existing party, we may not be able.
'to. demonstrably prove the superiority of our policles, Yet we
intend to intervene., Freced from the persecutory mania, of the SWP
we will do what we can to further the principles of Tfotskylsm in
those arenas where the SWP is unwilling or unable to intervene
politically, Some Trotskyists must try to publicize and promote
our rich heritage of thought, especially when so many.doors in
the mass movement today are. swinging open, a11 over the country. .

**********s’df******

Summarx

- We have clear political diflerences with the regime on the
questions of the Negro struggle, the ‘colonial revolutlon, the
Vietnamese war, regroupment, woman's emencipatlon, -and party organ-
izational principles, We have a dlfferent appraisal of the import
and nature of the present conjuncture, and a different strategi-
cal perspectxve on the unfoldlng of the Amerlcan Revolutlon.

S We do not consider these d;fferences fundamentally incam—
patible with party membership._'f“g :

The majority, hawever, so considers them, and wltl not let
us live and functlon in the partyﬂwe built, e

The majority also exploits our Very existence as a minority
tendency to pressure everybody else into line, They thus force
us to play the objective role of helping to cement the anti-

democratic and anti-polltical leadershlp clique.

' We therefore consider it our«responsiblllty to resign our
memberships in the SWP and put an end to the otherwise unendlng
organizational farce played by the Center against its internal
opponent$, against the principles of the miovement, and partzcularly
against the needs and interests of the burgeonlng radlcal _movement
in the U,S, :
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We are resigning in protest against the kind of g party the

SWP -has become, We are resigning because we see no realistic
chance of being allowed to even criticize it,

We hope that some day the SWP will find its road cleared for
the historic return to the method of Leninlsm in theory, program,
tactlcs and party life. B -
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Jim -Curcio S " Gale Py : Ellen Linden
Minota Ginther = . AL P, . Carl Linden

Ron Ginther | iJohn Severn ‘." Seattle,ﬁoanWP
Mellina Jones o ;MLarry Shumm , ~ YSAers who are con-

currently resigning

Clara Kaye : A.istone N . from YSA-on the .
Richard Kirk ~ Sally Stone . basis of this state-
Frank Krasnowsky ‘ Wéymon Ware i«  ment:. | :

Lee Mayfield - Melba Wlndofxer M;?iavaéééri

Darcy Oleson i ~ Jack Wrxght Larry Glickm§QA

Bob Patriék; VDGH?GliCk
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Though dated April 9, 1966, document was discussed and voted on -
at meeting of April h 1966 : .

*Dricser had resigned ‘from the SWP in letter of March 17 1966
(See P.C. Mlnutes No. 7, March 31, 1966.)

Ed Shaw -
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N e . Aprilil9; 1966 .
T v L Seattle, Wéshingtcn

Dear Ed, a EEE

My first contact w1th c1ara was at the conclusion of the
- final session of the Northwest Anti-War Conference - the only
one I attended - at which time I let her know ‘that' Debbie and
I were formally transfering into the branch., I asked her when
the next branch meeting would be so that we could attend and she
told me that there was a meeting the next night, Monday. Apr11 &4,
at the party headquarters. :

We then -met with Asher and Klpp who informed us that they
had made an extraordinary effort to consult and discuss.with
SWP mémbers on matters relating to both the Anti-Wai Conference,
role of the party and youth in the anti-war movement, ete, In
thé ‘tourse of these discussions my impression from Asher and.
Klpp s ‘remarks was that the Kirk-Kaye tendency was deflpltely
------ ‘tplanning to’split from the party and the youth and that the-
meeting to' which I had been invited would undoubtedly take up
- this question, Asher had consulted with both Kirk and Kaye for
over six hours when he first arrived in town and he and Kipp had
managed to_talk to most of the branch and youth members during
the course of the Conference. Following the conclusion of the
Conference on April 3, I together with Asher and Kipp, went to
Frank Krasnowsky's where they had been staying, 1 spent nearly
three hours discussing with Frank what the relationship of the
Kirk-Kaye tendency was, and would be to the party. In the course
of discussion, he told me that the tendency would probably leave
the party the following night., I made a special point to spell
out. for him that -in leaving -the party they were leaving also -
the world movement and the revolutionary socialist movement, I
&lso informed him ‘that even if the branch decided to split from
the SWP the SWP would remain in Seattle and hénceforth we would
confront each other as political opponents. T
On Mbnday, April 4, 1 spent together ‘with Kipp aid ‘Debbie,
five hours discussing with Mellina Jones the seriousness of
leaving the party, as well.as the differences she had with us.
She flnally said that she would never have joined the SWP if it
hadn't been for the Kirk-Kaye tendency, that she in fact joined
them and not the SWP, She said, however, she would be willing
to continue discussion with us and we agreed to leave the door
open for such discussion.

In general, the reactions I got from both Frank and Mellina
were substantially the same as those Kipp and Asher got in their
discussion with other ex-comrades. There was no recourse for
us but to discuss among ourselves, as loyal party members, what



~63-

our action should be toward the Kirk-Kaye téndency at the meeting
that evening, - As members of the National Committee, Asher and

I agreed that we should do whatever necessary to direct our

:; criticisms‘and-dctions at the leadership of the Kirk=Kaye v
:-tendency and not :place’ reSponsibility for their actions on the

Tl rank-and-flle branch members.

At the branch meeting, as I have reported to you, Clara
refused to accept my and Debbie's transfer into the Sesttle -
branch, Following the reading of their resignation resolution
of the Kirk-Kaye tendency, I took the floor-in the discussion
period first and made two central points. The first was to urge
the branch membership not to support the resignation statement,

I pointed out that we Wwould be willing to discuss with anyone
who disagreed with the Kirk-Kaye resignation and gdve our address
from the speaker's platform., I pointed out the seriousness of
leaving the party and that for those of them who considered
. themselves socialists, they were ‘mot only leaving the party but
were in all likelihood leaving the revolutionary movement if
they followed the Kirk-Kaye lead, I then proposed, briefly, .
-that if the branch-split from the ‘party, we should like to- take
over the headquarters and all the assets of the' local which had
. been:accumulated under ‘the name of the Socialist Workers Party.
- Asher took the flootr and explained how he was personally hurt,

.z espeeially by Kirk's resignation, since it had been Kirk who had

recruited him in-the past and he felt badly about his leaving,
although in questions like this the party came first. :He urged
the party and youth members present not to resign.' He -pointed
out the party and the youth would both continue in Seattle and
they should make every effort to contact Debbie and Tom to con-
tinue discussions with them and to work with them, Klpp also
spoke, directing her remarks primarily to the youth, along
- similar lines,” This was thé extent of the participation in the
formal proceedings of the meeting of all party and youth members
present, exclusive of thé Kirk-Kaye tendency. The next," ‘nearly
three hours, were spent in reminiscences by the branch of their
years of travail in both the CP'and SWP, After listening'to
them speak, my-comradely opening remarks certainly sounded naive,
especially since it came out in the ‘discussion that although the
document had been drafted.by Kirk and :Krasnowsky and read by
Clara at the meeting it had actually been discussed in the branch
.. for a period of from two to six months depending on who you
.talked to.  In addition;, in her‘opening remarks, Clara reported
that local bramch activity, imcluding the local Militant Labor
Forum, had been suspended because of this discussion.

. Subsequent to the resignation, Debbie went out of her way

AT
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- -to talk o youth in an effort to -establish communication and

restore agtivity, Her results culminated in the meeting for Doug
to which. three former youth members showed up, none of whom
appear promising in:any way. For my.part, I had given Frank and
Clara my address and phone rumber; which they never used. ‘I also
attended a Militant Labor Forum which:was called on the Saturday
following the Peace Conference. The purpose of the forum was to
evaluate 'said Conference. Debbie and I had made a prewvious
comnittment to meet with two leaders of: local anti-war work who

turned out to be the only two Marcyites in town-and I was unable

to attend the forum, - I did, however, get .there for part of the

-discussion at about 10:30 pm and stayed until after 3:00-am, I
.-left but the affair kept going, During this time, I discussed

with Kirk and asked him what his-plans were regarding the groups'

.+ -relationship to:the SWP, He seemed rather vague and said that
‘he thought' they would keep the party name for awhile but. would

"probably' change it ldter., 1 really felt sorry.for. the:man

- because his whole attitude on this question seemed so: pathetic,

It was at this time that Clara gave me the groups' document
resigning from the SWP, and I attempted to find out from her what
they plan to do,. but could not make any sense out of my conver-
sation with her,: She reminded:me, for example, that some ten
years ago I had come up to her after she had spoken-at:.a meeting
in New York and told her that:she was the greatest woman leader

-in the party. I.said that I not only could not recall the meeting

but also the remarks and that furthermore it was neither:.in my

. pexsonal tradition nor the tradition of our party to' toss around

these kind of accolades even when true. She made a point of -
implying that my memory was failing for not. recalling the alleged
pralse in the presence of ex-members and contacts. :

I also talked w1th severalsother ex-members and contacts
and made it clear to all that. the SWP was continuing in the area

., ;despite the resignations of the Kirk-Kaye people.  The;last two
- 1 talked to were Waymon Ware and Mellina J, to whom I defended

..the party's position on black nationalism.and civil rights as

opposed to,the KirksKaye position. -This discussion.turned:out

.to .be a: little. forum:within the forum and lasted over:an hour-

with most of the people present at one time.or anothetflistening
in, " When I finally left, .after 3 am, and was out in:front

-starting -the car, both Mellina and Waymon said they wanted to

continue the discussion, I invited them to come over to my house

‘then and continue the discussion as long as they wanted to. -They

rgfused but left open the question of future discussion,

In addition to our association with former members and some
of their contacts, Debbie apd I are attending meetings of two
separate anti-war groups. In addition, when Doug was in town,
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the three of us participated in an anti-war parade in downtown
Seattle called to coincide with the national demonstrations on
Sat. April 16, The demonstration was on a very low level, as
is the entire anti-war movement here, Nonetheless, we managed
to sell some 45 pieces of literature, although there were only
60 people participating in the demonstration. -

I mention all these experiences only to ‘make’ clear that
contrary to what Clara said in her letter to you we did not
threaten to.crush anybody, nor did any of us in any way act as -
political hatchetmen, . The reality is that four loyal party
comrades came to Seattle: and several disloyal and somé very
- confused members left the movement, It was as simple as that,

Debbie is currently attempting to keep abreast of the Kirk-
Raye youth conference called for April 24, There have been no.
proclamations or further public political activity that we are:
aware of to build this conference. .Instead it appears that it.
is being organized, if at all, through personal contact work, -
We will nonetheless plan to be at the scheduled meeting place
and intervene with llterature, etc. A

When the new reinforceéments arrive in Sesttle, we. will
resume branch meetings and;start sendlng you copies of the
minutes, , _

‘Comradely, -~
S/ Tom L,
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Dear Ed S . g

After readlng the enekoaeﬁ réport on the Kirk—Kaye youth
conference I am sure you will agree there is nothlng there for
us. The radical. participants,all have one thing in,cemmon --
pessimism and defeatism regardlng any possibility. of a radical-
izatidn in the USA. Oné gets the feeling that their alledged
support .of the NLFis- nothing more than the most extreme pOSI—
tion.they can take which will justify their abstention from -
American politics.. This shows up particularly in their insis-
tence that the: antiwar movement is exclusively pacifist and not
worth working to build. ,

There is no question 1n my mlnd but that. the former party
members in Seattle ossified around a regroupment p031tion which
we abandoned years ago, and it has ‘colored their views on all
questions. This shows up in:life “in the form of the people '
they: now have around them.: One example will suffice. The night
before the youth conference several of us went. to Freeway Hall
to find what we could learn,about the next days events. . Tend-
ing the refreshment counter was an old time character who made
it a point to go out of his way to inform Debbie that he wasn't
in the SWP but was in the CP o C e .

The regroupment period apparently had a very profound im—
pact in this area. We apparently got the best of the Gatesite
types into the party. ' The more conservative CPers remained
around People s World (about: 200 current older people according
to what we've been able to probe out).

The local Marcyite hasn't recruited a single person to his
position in the last ten years. (It's not surprising he's wil-
ling to join the new "youth" group.)

The PLer here is in a similar position and only recently
has been able to attract a small group around him mainly as a
result of the sympathetic treatment he has received at the hands
of the bunch. He was apparently leading a class in "Marxism-
Leninism" at the time of the conference.

It is clear thet the "left" here has been an isolated sec-
tarian small formation whose principle role in the antiwar move-
megt %as been at best poisonous. This is the kindest way to
put i

Let me say that I made one more effort to negotiate with
Clara last Saturday night about the assets of the former branch
with no success. She mentioned that they might take the name
"Seattle Freedom Socialist Party" which was the ballot desig-
nation in the 1964 elections.
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This will be the last negative report you will receive
from us. "From. now on-most reports from here should show for-
ward motion.

, Comra_.dely,A
- Tom L.ﬁ

TL
ENC.
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. Seattle, Wash.
April 28, 1966

Dear Ed:

The enclosed May Day leaflet [*) by Kirk-Kaye is the first
public acknowledgement in writing on their part that they have
split from the SWP. As you will note they have yet to take a
name, although I could think of several very quickly.

These former members of the party have so besmirched our
name and identity in this area that only a great deal of prin-
cipled activity -- and time -- will serve to correct it. Both
the party and youth are looked upon as boozers, screwballs and
worse, and this comes not only from radical and liberal currents
but from some of the newly radicalized youth around the campus.

One of the latter told us last night that if we want to
get anything done don't mention we are with the SWP or YSA.
As nearly as 1 can make out, the Kirk-Kaye split from us was
preceded by repeated spllttlng activities on their part in all
areas of Seattle political activity....

Comradely,

Tonm L.

* * *

* The May Day leaflet contained the following reference by
the former members of the Seattle Branch to their separation
from the SWP under the title "An Explanation of the Sponsor-
ship and Auspices of This May Day Celebration":

"For over 25 years, we have been known to you as the
Seattle Branch, Socialist Workers Party and Militant Labor
Forum.

"As of May Day, 1966, we are no longer affiliated with the
Socialist Workers Party. We are now an independent revolution-
ary socialist formation with our precise structure and name yet
to be determined. We are proud of our long record of struggle
for principled politics and mass action in the Pacific North-
west, and we are maintaining our traditions, our program and
our activities -- as well as hoping and planning to do even more
and do it even better.

"Your help and encouragement have long sustained us and
we request your continued cooperation and support. We urge you
to join together with us on this auspicious May Day, 1966."
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