SUMMARY TO THE POLITICAL REPORT TO SWP NC PLENUM
February 27, 1970
by Jack Barnes

First I'G like to0 say that Nat's totally ctorrect in saying
that the wnost fruitful and preferable procedure was not used,
wince I don't know exactly what happened in California, I can
say tuis so it's not picking on any individual. But the Bay
Area leadersihip did a poor job in organizing local discussion
on the Chicano political party developuwents, There should have
been discussion in the California branches, at least in the Bay
Area, where there was sone disagreement or question about the
public position our state campaign took and the procedure in
taking it. Comrades could have discussed it out, had their say,
and sent the transcript of the discussion with the proposals of
the wajority in to the Political Committee. The Folitical
Committee could have had its own discussion with all views befoxre
it on the Chicano party and distributed the transcripts of these
to the National Comnittee before it met here today. It would
have been a more fruitful discussion., Now maybe there were vari-
ous piactical problems in the Bay i.rea. I don't think they were
decisive,

ife should begin by being clear on our view of the indepen-
dent Zlack »political party. Nat's last presentation was wrong —-
wrong in the sense that the factors he said were decisive in our
decision to adopt the Case for a Black Party were not
the most cdecisive factors at all. ‘e fEEEdZé situation that was
unique. That is, Lenin did not exactly foresee this in his
writing on the national question.

Lenin was clea:r on the responsibility of the party in
stressing socialist demands and democratic demands; it depended
on wiiether the socialist party, the revolutionary party, was in
the oppressor nation or the oppressed nation., If it was the
revolutionary proletarian party of the oppressor nation, its
support to the democratic demands of those nationalities that
their suling class oppressed was unconditional, and they stressed
this in propaganda to the usually chauvinist infected workeis.

If it was in the oppressed nation, the proletarian party, which
fought zs part of and supported the nationalist movement foxr
self~-Cetermination stressed the internationalist and proletarian
demands to win over the workers to the banner of proletarian
internationalisn, These were two of the things Lenin emphasized
that I know of., In addition he was crystal clear on questions
like that of the Ukraine. Ile supported their unconditional
richt, not just to oryanize and fight for their independence, but
to separzte from the Union of Soviet Locialist Republics if they
chose, zg the only basis to establish a strong Soviet Union and
prepaire foxr world socialism,

But we faced here soume special circumstances. hat Trotsky
began grappling with, what he saw -- and then we saw later «- in
the Black struggle in the United &tates, was a situation with
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characteristics that Lenin had not dealt with. That is, the
Afro-Americans were a nationality that did not originate like
rnost nations. e nust remember, the Afro-Amlericans are not a
nationality like others that Lenin and the Leninist movement have
grappled with, hen they came to Horth .dierica they were from
many different nations and tribes., They were dragged here as
slaves. They came here speaking different languages. They ceme
here fzrom Cifferent levels of historical ancd culturzl develop-
ment, They came here from totally different nations, from totally
different twibes, totally cdifferent sections of ..frica and the
Hiddle Zast. But certainly none of these things a common denoi-
inatox.

Their coimon denominator became their servitude, the gde-
struction of their separate nationality, their separate coumunzl
or their Sepgrate tribal understandings and identity. The
destiucition oi their native language, destruction of their native
culture, the destruction of their natlve religion by the slave
masters. iThat happened was that on &smerican soil, under unique
conditions, a new nationality not directly linked to the nations
or tribes which spoke different languages and often didn't know
each other, had no comnon bonds whatsoever, grew from these Black
slaves, That we today call the Afro-inmerican nationality, the
Black nationality, the former slave nationality, etc. i'hatever
word you want to use,

Their coumon denominator became their skin color, and racisu
was reinforced with the defeat of Keconstruction and the rise of
Americean imperialism, and an opplessed "Black" nationality was
welded moxe su:oncly together by the oppressor. This was not
like the normal nation, the normal oppressed nation with & clear
geographical boundary and a long single cultural-historical
1denn1ty. And it wasn't just the yeographical boundaries. It
was & unicue phenonenon., And that's why Trotsky =~ in his
discussions with the american comrades, who couldn't see this
because they concentrated on what was alf;elent about Afroe-
Anericans compared to classical oppressed nationalities -- stressed
the lessons froia the Bolsheviks on the national question, but
added soue things that were new. He thought the Zuerican soci-

alists were pretty blind on this combined developnent —- this new
nationality -~ that the unevenness of the develooment of Awmerxican
capitalisw had created.

lHlere is a country that is creating new nationalities. Think
for @ wminute about the Indians. The word Indian comes irom the
fact that the white man was so dumb he thought he was in India.
It has nothing to do with a nation. These Native iZmericans ceaae
from ci;cerent levels of cultural development, from different
tribes. They spoke different languages, some had no communi-
cations with others, there were no nation-states. They were
one of the real yenocidal victims of .merican capitalisn, and
vhat hapoened was their culture, theixr separate identities were,
not coupletely like the Africans, but to a lairye degree, stiipped
away <rom them, and they developed a common boncd, too. The
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common bond of being called a goddamned Indian. &nd that was
about all. They were herded together on reservations, they
became further discriminated against -- victims of the deenen-
ing racism and the rise of imperial arrogance, and it was in
this process that = new national minority was created. The
Indian, or Nestive-American nationality. It did mnot exist befoxre.

In certein ways, this is true of the Chicanos. I think we
should use Chicano, and not lexican-lmerican, because it does
capture nmore of the heart of the matter. That is, to some
degree, not as wuch as these others, the creation of a new nation-
ality by Zamerican conditions. It's not the desire to return to
Mexico. It is the determination to stand up united and win the
right of self-determination right where they are -- iLztlan.

Lind it's not a common Spanish language. The real common language
of the Afro-imericans, of the Indians, and of the Chicanos is
Englisih, That's their common language. It was good that Douy's
liilitant avticle on the Black Belt said that.’ I don't think we've
ever spelled it out before. &and it's true. That's the comaon
languaje, Trotsky raised the possibility of Afro-iipericans de-
veloping & separate language. But it would have haeo to be 2 new
language. It wouldn't come from their former languages, which
had been wiped away.

S0 what did Trotsky say? Not only in the discussions re-
printeC in Leon Trotsky on Black Nationalism and Seli-Determination
but in the articles on the national question reprinted as part of
the Pathiinder series, The lixritings of Leon Trotsky 1939-1940, he
said that imperialism itself, under special conditions anc out of
racial material, can create nationalities. #ind that's exactly
what hezppenec here, and the concrete process is outlined in the
political report adopted by the last convention:

"Barlier in the (political) resolution, 2 thumbnail sketch
is given of the rise of American imperialism, It says that
‘after spreacding across the North Ailerican continent, slaughter-
ing and dispossessing the Indians and overpowering the slave sys-
tem in the South in the process, it became a world imperialist
power at the turn of the century. In the Spanish-izmerican war,
U.5. imperialism seized sectors of the decayed Spanish enpire
outricht, dislodged Spain from Cuba, and proceeded to establish
its own empire in Latin l.werica and the Pacific.,' In that thumb-
nail sketen are described 2l1ll the components that /.merican
capital incorporated in its nation: afro-Ainericans, iHexican-
Americons, Puerto licans. . . ." (Internal Information Bulletin
No. & in 1969, p. 11) It is not the working class but the
oppressor class in its drive to incornorate laborx and tervitoxry
unde: its national contzol that creates the oppressed nationali=-
ties, and oppressed nations,

Comrade Breitman raised the question in his contribution to
the Jiscussion at the convention, when exactly did the % Zro-
Anericans becowe a nationality? I think they became a nationality
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with the defeat of Reconstruction, the incapacity of imerican
capitalisia to integrate the former slaves, and the rise of
sLmerican imperialism. That's just ny opinion. TUe've just

besgun grappling with and thinking about that question and an-
other comrade may pick another tiwe., But certainly that period,
with racisia and the rise of Jim Crow both necessary to- justify
smerican imperial expansion against the colored peoples of the
world and to help create pariah pools of unemployed low-wage

labor and divide the working class was a key point in the creation
of this oppressed nationality.

le can't be positive about all these details -- we are
thinking them out., &And it is also true, we can't ¢get it all
froii Lenin, Ye can get more from reading Trotsky's writings in
the 1930%. He grappled with a lot of these cowplex problens of
nation and nationality. His late writings on the Ukraine, his
discussions and arguments on the Black question, his polemics
with the Stalinists and the centrists on the ‘national question,
in the late 1930% -~ they all bear restudying. Trotsky, who was
no slouch on theoretical questions, was sure about the &fro-
~mericans being an oppressed nationality and was a little bit
impatient with the .imerican comrades' hesitancy about it.

Trotsky was conscious of lurking prejudice even among
advanced workeirs of the oppressor and drivileged nation., He
said it's often not that hard for the revolutionary party to
teach an English worker to have solidarity with the rest of his
class, It's alot harder to teach him to have solidarity with
a yellow coolie, or a brown laborer. &nd it's alot harder to
teach him to have solidarity with the strugyles of women. One
clear thing we can take from Lenin, Trotsky and our own party's
experience and tradition, and we explicitly affirmed it in the
resolution we discussed at the last convention. That is, we,
as the revolutionary proletarian party in the oppressor nation,
the Uanited States of iZmerica, have the responsibility to lead
the f£ight for the unconditional right of these oppressed nation-
alities to independently orxrcanize and determine their own
destiny, a revolutionary democratic task the w.merican bourgeoisie
has long been unable to carry out. Only the proletarian revolu-
tion can do that, we say, and the SUP socialist fighters will
prove that by being at the head of those who unconditionally
fight at the side of the national minorities at each stage., <.nd
we are not afraicd, unlike any capitalist, any bourgeois oi petiy-
bourgceois politician or bureaucrat, because every independent
democratic struggle that's waged is a fight against imperialisn,
and a2 fight for the working masses. It's a fight against the
eneny of the wozrking class, and we will prove our worth in prac-
tice -~ whether it's a fight for preferential hiring, open ad-
missions, or the establishment of a separate state -~ like no
other party. e all agree on that.

e cdiscussed at the last convention the fact that althouylu
for many vears we didn't recognize the degiee to which the national
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question applied to the oppressed national minorities, this dicd
not prevent us from supporting independent candicdates of these
ninorities., ‘e applied our class struggle principles and suy-
ported every fight (unlike all the other tendencies) for demno-
cratic rights, up to and including independcent political actiom,
Before we adopted our 1963 position (or re-adopted our 193¢ position
in light of the unfolding rise of nationalism) we had a long
histoxy of supporting ¢enuinely independent candidates of the
national ninorities, e understood our responsibility very
clearly on that. I emphasize that because I think that sone

of the comrades that came into the party during the period oi
the rise of nationalism in the 1960s aren't really familiax with
this history.

At our last convention, we pointed out how the coming
smerican revolution would be a combined revolution., Like the
Russian revolution., It will be a revolution of the oppressed
national minorities for self-Cdetermination -- complete independ-
ence and the right to determine their future -- and of the work-
ing class to establish a workers state, to overturn capitslism,
&nd & very important fact, which makes our perspective even more
revolutionary and more optimistic, is the class composition of
the ogpressed national minorities in the United States., In
fact, the odds are it will be the oppressed national minorities
in the United States who will adopt most rapidly, most con-
pletely and most thoroughly the proletarian demands. On this
we have no reason to doubt Trotsky's prediction.

£ the national struggle is another, very complex form of
the class struggle, as Trotsky insisted, the nationalist con-
sciousness of a heavily proletarian national minority is an
important form of clzss consciousness. I think Black national-
ists, and by this I don't mean each individual, I mean the ¢en-
eral nationalist feeling among the mass of working Blacks,
also have the most class consciousness of any broad layer of
the Droletariat in this country.

11 right, we were starting to think out sowe of these
problews in 1963, This is the Freedom low resolution. One of
our turning points. It has a section entitlecd "Independent
Politicel ..ction," where we came out for the Freedom Now Party.
ile say:

"The Negro st:uggle" -- we were still saying Negro -- "is
above all a political struggle —- that is, its solution requires
political action. The coming labor-Negro alliance will operate
in naony areas and through many forms, but above all it will be
a political allisnce. &nd yet it is precisely in the £ield of
politics that up to now all tendencies in the Negro movewent
are weakest and least independent, both in theory and practice,”

I think that's true of the Chicano movenent, too, Some
conraces in the discussion emphasized previous independent Chi-
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cano campaigns, But, comrades should be careful not to exage=
gerate these earlier campaigns: I'm not that much of a student
of it, but I cdoubt if you'll find a real rich history of
indepencdent political action in the electoral sense, You'll
find a much richer history of subordination to the Democratic
Party, like you will in the labor movenent,

The 1963 resolution continues:

"Iimong politically active Negroes are some whose main
interest is in electing Negroes to office., But these are re-
peatedly frustrated because the Neyro Democrats or Republicans
whon they help elect usually turn out to be captives and
apologists for the corrupt capitalist political machines rather
than consistent spokesmen for the Negro people.

“iiost current tendencies reflect; to one degree oxr znother,
the desive of the Negro masses to determine their own destiny --
to have their own organizations, their own leaders, their own
strategy, tactics and programs. DBut few of these tendencies
have expressed a similarly independent spirit in the vital field
of politics by breaking with the parties of their oppressors and
organizing to challenge their political monopoly. Yet such a
break and¢ such a challenge are implicit in everything that has
happened up to now., It is contradictory and self-defeating
to talk about Freedom How while accepting the right of the white
supremnacists and ¢radualists to jointly wield the political
powexr oi this country."

The key idea is that most militant tendencies want to cdeter-
mine their own destiny, to have their own organizations, their
own leacders, their own strategy, tactics, and program, These
tendencies are not yet raising the idea of an independent party;
but that was not crucial to us -- it's part of the logic of
their independent organizational thrust.

Lind then the resolution continues and raises the idea oif
a Negro party. It says it's not a totally new idea. ..nd the
examples that are given are: Rep. Adam Clayton Powell talked
about it a couple of times. On and off during recent yeaxs.
Liberatox wrote an article on it. During the 1962 election
campaign, Elija Huhammed advocated it. ..nd ‘filliam Yorthy "has
spoken zlong similar lines." That's it. That's the total
paragraph e

¥ell, the Chicanos have done that well. Jo far, Nat's
correct in pointing out that only a narrow section of the
Chicano leacdexs have vaised the party question explicitly. But
that's not decisive; anymore than it was in our 1963 decision
on the Freedom How Party. 'hat we saw was objective evidence
of the desire for independent stiuggle amony the Blacks, and
we ¢rabbed on to these semi-phoney (Powell and iluhammecd) anc
seni-confused (Liberatox and worthy) calls for an independent
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political instrument for this struggle to launch a campaign of

education around the idea and support for any practical initi-
atives . i.nd we were basically corxrect. e said:

"The basis for such a party already exists. Millions of
Hegroes are concentrated in the big cities of the country, Horth
anéd South, United in a party of their own, they are so situated
geograpnically that they could sweep the elections in dozens
of congressional districts. They could send a bigger bloc of
Negroes to ilashington than they did in Reconstruction days and
elect a sizable body of state and city legislators who would
for the first time be beholden to no one but the Ne¢gro community.
Both nationally and locally they could hold the legislative
balance of power and be in a position to conmpel bigger conces-
sions from the dominant parties., lore fundamentally, with a
party of their own Negroes could take a lead in undermining and
changing the whole power structure.

"The immense implications of such an independent Negro
course in politics illustrate graphically the truth of the
revolutionary-socialist analysis that the independent Ne¢ro
struggle tends to stimulate, spur and shake up the major forces
in the country. The creation of a Negro party running its own
candidates would rock the whole political structure to its foun-
dations, It would throw the Democratic Party into a crisis.
dithout the majority oi Negro votes which it now gets, it coulc
never again hope to hold national power, The only place it
could go would be down. Oxrganized labor would be faced with an
excruciating dilemma too. Its coalition with the Democrats is
justified on the ground that the Democrats can "win," But when
it becomes plain that they cannot win, the unions would be
forced to reconsider their whole political policy. &dvocates
of 2 labor break with the old parties would get a bigger and
better hearing from the ranks. Thus the creation of a Negro
party would benefit not only the Negro but his present and
potential allies,

"The Socialist Workers Party contends that racisn, like
unemployment, exploitation and war, can be abolished in this
country only by independent political action aimed at taking
control of the ¢overnment out of the hands of the capitalists
and their parties, A8 2 step in this direction, we have long
advocated that the unions break from the Denocratic Party and
foria an independent laboxr party that would seelk to politically
unite workers, farmers and Negroes and elect their representa=-
tives to office, In addition, and for the same reason, we have
also endorsed and supported representatives of the Hegro cou-
nonity whenever they have rxrun for office independently oi and
in opposition to the old parties, even when they were not soci-
aliStS .

"Extending this policy in the light of current developuents
we pubdlicly express our readianess to support and collaborate
with any Neyro pairty or Freedom Now Party that runs candidates
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of its own in opnosition to the capitalist poarties and seeks to
elect representatives whose primary allegionce will be to the
Negro community. Our support of such a party in no way confliéts
with our own indenendent socialist political campaigning of with
our continued advocacy of a labor party. On the contrary, we
believe thot 2 Negro party, o socialist party and a laobor party
would £ind much in coumon from the very beginning, would work
together for common ends, and would tend in the course of couon
activity to estoblish close orgconizational ties or even merge

into a single oxr federated pcrty. Revolutionary socialists cdon't
care whether capitalism and racism are abolished by & single party
or by a cowbinction of parties, just so long as they cre abolished."

That's the end of the whole section. That is the totality of
the section of the 1963 resolution on the independent Black partye.
Those were our real reasons -- not some of the ones Nat mentioned.
Two important things to note, One, we didn't make a condition thct
the poarty stort out as o mass party, or a party in maony states, or
with a full program of denocratic and transitional demands, But
that it hove this pexrspective and notential. i.nd, second, we made
it clear that our support did not preclude -- but rather made more
inportant ondé complemented -~ our own independent SWP candidates
and our propoganda about other forms of independent political action.

The central idea is the need for nass independent political
action, We've cowe too often to use the term in too narrow an
electorclist way. The Atlanta election brochure is excellent in the
way they ccll for moss independent political action. They list
three things: mass action in the streets, like the antiwar actions,
independentc of the capitalist »narties, That's one form of wass
independent political action. For the formoction of & mass labor
party. And foxr the formation of = mass Black party. These are
forms of mass independent political action. The party is an
organizational form to generalize, organize and intervene around
3 prograw of mass independent struggle for selfedetermination, foxr
control by oppressed minorities, and on the part of labor.

The cuestion of how and when we call for an independent
party of o national minority is a tactical question. For instance,
we're not cclling for a Native~Anerican party. Maybe we will
at some time in the future, or maybe we never will. There mcy e
some developuent of ¢ self-confident independent WNative-American
organizction that night want to be part of o fedexration with a
Chicano marty or & lcbor party. There are other possibilities. Lo
we not call for a Wotive-Americon party because we're against it?
No, I don't think so. It could be, if cgenuinely indenendent anc
with a basis in the political situation, a further stage of the
mass and independent politicol mobilizotion of the Native-Anericans.
But at this stoge it would be premature to raise it. At this
stage, for us to ccll for it would be to impose this cemand when
there is no bosis for it. We would be falselv concrete about this
form of independent »nolitical action.



It's important to remember several things. One, wve're
not just supporting a party. We're advocating the need for a
inass party. This is part of our transitional concept of mass
mobilization., ‘e don't support the call for simply an independent
Chicano party as some small group, or as a little electoral ap-
paratus to zun candidates, even though if a small group some=-
where ran a few candidates that were independent we would support
them, 3ut even there we would use our support to reise the idea
of developing a program and turning this into a mass party. ‘fe
want to mobilize the mass of the national minorities to inde-~
pendently stiuggle and politically break fiom capitalist parties.
That's what hurts the Demociratic Party. That's what advances the
class strugyle., It's a mass party that we're in favor of. ‘ile
propose a transitional approach to build a mass party. And we
learnecd alot from the mistakes of the Freedou Now Party experi-
ence, including a few of our own mistakes.

'Evelyn Sell says we only have a little information on La
#aza Unida in Texas. That's true, but we have more than enough
evidence from what Evelyn reported today for the Texas SHWP to
publicize the eaily initiatives of La aza Unida Party and inter-
vene and educate for the concept of a broader independent forma-
tion of a Chicano party in Texas and, say, the Soutuwest. wJoes
that mean that the current leader Guiterrez himself will make it,
or ti:at this party in these few counties micht not make wrong
turns or even ¢o downhill? Wo! But the very fact that this is
always a chance with the pressure of the Democrats, is all the
more xeason, when you have concrete experience like this, to
intexvene, with the correct tactical proportions cguided, to ra
our idea. That's the one help we can give, and a way of makingy
political contact and establishing political relations., Does
that mean that, with the evidence available today, we woulc give
critical support to their coming campaign? I don't know. But
that can be decided as facts are ¢athered. Ve do know enough
to know that we can intervene with the idea of a mass, really
independent Chicano party, as & fruitful tactic. And we can
publicize the real examnles of independent political activity La
Raza Unida has carried out. e don't have that many positive
exanples to choose fiom right now!
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It's important to understand that our support for a Chi-
cano party is not necessarily an agitational demand., That was
one oi our mistakes that we tended to make in the initial stage
of the Freedom How Party. That's a personal opinion of mine.
le tended at our own convention to turxn it into an agitationzl
concept and spirit. I remember at the time it was great, it was
the most moving experience of the convention, but to soie degree
that approach, as we carried it out, was premature, ifle noted in
1965 that the Freedon Now Party leaders themselves underestimated
the propagande and educational job they had to do and the tine
it would take. It can be an educational and propaganda demand.
ithen we list it in an election platform, it's not necessarily
put in an agitational form. It's not an agitational demand in



“10-

the Californiz SWP election platform. This nay change after
the Denver conference or after a few further developmnents -
but we'll see.

30 our pronosed position does f£low from the same criteria
that led us to support the Black political party idea, and it
flows from the basic motivations that lead us to this in 1963 and
the experiences and lessons since then, hat doesn't flow from
it is the concrete program of the Chicano party. That's another
error to avoid. Leaping in too rapidly with sbme sort of pro-
gram composed of bits and pieces of the Transitional Program foi
Black Liberation,

Nzt raises the problem of changing our line, &As I said,
I can foresee different political federations, even under certain
¢ircumstances a rapid federation between a Ch;céﬁo party, a
Natlveqkne:ican party, or & Chicano party and some Black or ¢anie
zatlons or a radicalized union formation in a heavily CthanO
city. There are innumerable possibllxties as the class struggle
heats u». They don't change our line at all. These possibilities
would simply represent another advance in the independent politi-
cal organization of the struggle of the oppressed national mi-
norities or a section of labor and their collaboration against
capitalism,

We intervened in Lowndes County, with support and with
educetion, even though it was isolated to a county. And that
was one of the two examples along with the Freedom Now Party that
we used in ouxr 1965 resolution., Comrades should c¢o back and read
that resolution foxr the lessons. Ve drew lessons from both the
Freedow: Now Party and the Lowndes County Freedom Organization.

Finally, the impact of Chicano political initiatives that
are yenuinely independent political action, even just a slate
of cancdicdates er the beginning of the organization of a party,
would Le a big step forward. A tremendous inspiration. It
could help bxing sections of the Black movement out of the lull
it's in. It gould have an impact on sections of the labor move-
ment in the Jouthwest., It could help educate the stucdent
movenent,

As we gyrapple with these developwents over time, as the
characteristics of the .american revolutlon like the ones
Conrade Novack was talking about, deepen and Dbecoiie clear, ve'zre
going to have to write many resolutions and articles, Wetll
probably at some stage need a more concrete resolution, "The
National Question and the Third American Revolution.”" If we
rerea( Comrade Brietman's article before the last convention
we can find some of the questions that we would have to grapple
with., DBut that's not what we're voting on today.

hat is bacsically involved? Ve tried to present it very
carefully with all its cautions in the political report -- be-
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cause it's wrong, even thouch a majority of comrades agree on
something, to wam it down comrades' throats when it's not
necessary foyr our work. The Chicanos are an opnressed nation-
ality; there is increasing evidence of the growth of militant
and independent struggle in several arenas; & small section of
the vanguard has raised the idea of a Chicano political party
independent of the Democrats and Republicans, Not a big section
of thie vanguard, maybe not even a dependable section of the
vanguard, and naybe we'll be disappointed in three months by
that vanguard. But under those conditions, which we all agree
on, I can't understand why we would be opposed to the Latino
conmrades ¢oing into the Venver conference supporting the idea of
an independent Chicano party and raisinhg the educational noints
and cautions we can contribute., It means basically approving
that part of the platform of the California state campaign. It
means we're concurring with Joel's proposals to the Political
Comnmittee to participate in this conference along these lines.

I want to correct one thing Dick Garza said -- it doesn't
mean we're voting for an indenendent Puerto llican party. MNaybe
the New York election campaign will consider making that one of
their propaganda demands, and may propose it. They may not.

But that's not what we're voting on now. Nor are we voting for
any specific opinions that I oxr other speakers have presented
on the lhistory of the rise of nationalism. ‘e have plenty of
time to discuss those questions as unfolding events necessitate.



