SPECIAL POINT ON SWP NC PLENUM AGENDA

March 1, 1970

Weinstein: Comrades, I'm making a notion. I just haonded it to the
presiding committee, I told them what was going to be in it,

and I just handed it to them so they would have a chance to see
it in writing. They agree with the substance of it,

I'1l read the motion, then I have some comments to make.
They explain why 1'm making the motion. The motion is: "To
transcribe and make available to the National Committee 1) the
material in the c¢iscussion and summary on the Political Report
concernins an independent Chicano party and 2) the remarks
undexr this special point."

How, let me explain why I'm making the motion. I explained
this to the presiding committee, and that's why they recommend to
you that I have an opportunity to present my point.

I'm very critical of the procedure- in connection with the
discussion, the introduction and the discussion of this whole
question on our attitude toward the call for the iformation of
2 Chiczno party.

I want to start with what you observed yourself, at the
plenum, and point out what I think is wrong with the procedure.
&nd then I want to ¢go back a little bit. You had a section of
the political repnort dealing with the Chicano movenent. In that
section, these was what I consider to be an ambiguously woxded
sentence, which was the heart of the proposal to put the party
on recorcC calling for the formation of a Chicano party; and I'll
repeat it as I took it down, (and maybe a word different here
anC there), and that is: "that we should have the perspective
of urging the formation of an independent Chicano party."”

Now, I listened very carefully to the presentation made
by Jaci on this section, and on this proposal., It became clear
in the discussion that it was a concrete proposal., It became
clear in Jzck's summary that we were bein¢ asked to vote on
this question.

I don't think that it's in our style and our method of
operating to make that kind of a presentation to the courades at
a plenui without »reparing the comrades in advance. 1 think
argumencs should be given as to why the party should take a new
nosition., I think it's 2 new nosition. The arcuments prefer-
ably sbould be in writing, so the comrades lhiave a chance to
study them, Notwithstanding, the minimum is that there should
be arjuwents. I zsiied for the whole discussion to be trans-
cribed because I meintain that there is not, in ny opinion, a
serious presentation of arguments in favor of our call foxr the
formation of a Chicano party. I think it's a departure fromn
wuat we consider to be guidelines, what we consider to be the
Princinsles of our movement, liy criticism is directed against
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the outgoing Political Committee -=- since Jack Barnes was re-
porting in the name of the Political Committee. I think it's
important that when the Political Committee makes a recomnenda-
tion of this nature, that it explain why this either does not
conflict with the principles held by the party, or that new
conditions liave arisen that in this connection make a principle
inoperative, They are duty-bound to take that matter up., Taey
did not do that, in my opinion, either in the presentation, the
discussion, nor in the sunnary.

Mow let me ¢gyo, for a moment, into the background of this
thing, in which the whole question of procedure is involved,
which I think is erroneous. I think it's a very erroneous way
of proceedin. It's not conducive to the best way of reaching
a decision by the National Comnittee, or the party. The way
this whicle thin, arose was in the form of our California candi-
dates speaking publicly ané calling for the formation of a
Chicano pasrty. I only became aware of this indirectly by hear-
say. 1 was never informned.

I became aware of it indirectly by hearsay, and when I
raised some objections, my objection was taken note of. My first
objection was to the organizey of the San Francisco branch.

Some of our candidates were speaking and calling for a Chicano
party. I raised my objections to the oxrganizer., oOhe said, well
you seem to have a point, and I'll take it up, check it out. 1
was uncer the impression, she said, that that's our position. 1
heaxd no more for several weeks., Then I heard agein that our
cancidates continued to advance the slogan., I raised it then
with the chairman of the California campai¢n comnittee, Conrade
Lew Junes. «~nd I explained my point of view, He said he too
would toke it up. He was of the opinion that there was no prob-
lem, no necessity for any discussion, any approval, or any other
procedure to take place, that it was permissible to ¢go ahead
with this line, but that he would take it up, check it out,

I heaxd no nore for several weeks, until my wife, Sylvie,
who is on the branch executive committee, came home on a Tuesdcay
night and told me that we were putting out a piece of campaign
literature, & wajor piece of literature, in which there is the
call fox e Chicano party.. I objected again. I was called the
following night, on Yednesday nicht, by comrades who urgecd me
not to indicate that there was any disagreement on my part with
the procedure, on the grounds that a procedural discussion would
obscure the political question.

agreed that a procedural discussion on a politiceal
question does obscure the central issues, the substantive issues,
that zvye involved., Dut I explained to the »eople who called e,
ncrea and Lew, the organizer and the chairman of the state
campaign committee, that I had no other alternative, because al=-
reacy »art of the criticism of my objection, was that I hadn't
said anything about a leaflet that was distyibuted by Los ..ngeles
in their election campaign two vears ago. Even if I was aware of
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the fact that there was the call for a Chicano party in Los Angeles,
that doesn't wean that because I didn't object that that is
established party line., That's not our way of proceeding, I was
also reminded thiat in a cawpaign brochure, or a perspective on
the campaicn put out by Joel Britton, somewhere in December or
January thiot there was the proposal that the Colifornia compaign
call for 2 Chidcano party. I was unaware of that. I had looked at
the thing, and I went back and I looked it over and I founcd that
there wos half o sentence in o pretty lengthy report on our came
paign perspectives: Now, even if I had seen thisg, it doesn't mean
that I considexr it a vaolid method of establishing a political
line on 2 political question.

I was asked not to raise any objections. I did raise an ob-
jection. I Gid not osk the comrades in the branch to vote against
issuing this brochure since it was clready printed. But I explained
to the cowmzacdes that I couldn't speak on the substantive issue ot
that time because there wasn't even a motivation. I sinply dis-
cussed srocecure with the comrades, and explained why I thought
the procedure was incorrect, The comrades there voted to ¢o
ahetd with the campaign brochure with the point on the Chicano
party, bBut to hold over ahy further oction until the plenun,
which I thoucht was proper.

Now, involved in 2l1ll this == I'n going to wind up now ==
is strony evidence, that has been confirmed at this plenun, that
the Political Committee was not unaware of these developments in
San Francisco and in the Bay Area, That's why I don't hold the
comrades in Jan Froncisco responsible. I hold the Political Coumittee
responsible, «nd I'm raising the point because I think it goes
way beyond tile question of the Chicano party, which I consider to
be, as o political question coes, a relatively unimportont one,
That it's on the method of determining party policy. Experiences
we've hac before, added to this, make me concerned.

For example == I'll refeyr to this and 1I'l1ll end -- in the
discussion and tne action that the Bay Area took on the question
of ¢giving critical support to the Black Panther Party candidates
who were running as Peace & Freedom Party candidates, one branch
voted to yive critical support, the other branch was split down the
nmicddle, ond the request was sent in to the Political Committee
for approval of the action of the Berkeley branch. There wcs no
response to either branch by the Political Comnittee. Some tiwe
later, it zppeared in The Militant, evidently, it appeared as on
exprescion of the fact that the Political Committee did have o
discussion and took an zction and tool a position., But the branches
involvec were not informed. That's a very unusual procedure, ..s
o consequence, conrades, why is it important? hether it was an
oversight, oxr whaotever the reason was? It is importont becouse
there are comrades who tainik that our position in relation to that
campaiyn was to ¢ive critical support to that campaign. There cre
comrades today who believe that.
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There are other discussions, other new issues arising, and
the way in which they're being treated in The Hilitant indicates
to ne that comrades are beainning to take positions on things
before any foxmal discussion is being onened., I don't think
that's a ¢ood way to proceed, and I think the comrades should
think very cerefully about continuing this method of introducing
new politicel ideas and positions into the SUP,

Barnes: I just want briefly to outline factually for the comrades
the developuent of this part of the report and discussion on the
political resolution. Comrades renember, at ouxr convention,

there were two major areas that we thought were very important

in the context of a broad, general political resolution, which

we did not ¢o into in any concrete detail, That was, the
question of tlie importance of the yrowing racicalization of the
other national ninorities, outside of the Afro-simericans, es-
pecially the Chicanos, and secondly the beginning of the devel-
opment of the wonen's ‘liberation wovenent.,

At the convention these were discussed in one way oy an-
other, in panels, and it was explicitly stated at the convention,
I think by nyself for the Political Committee, that ohe of the
motivations in continuving and maintaining ogen literazy discus-
sion in the membership of the jparty on the broad questions
raisec in the political resolution, was to develop further dis-
cussion on these two questions, and then to grapple more with
these two questions at the time of our plenun. In the tirans-~
cribed version of the Political Report, we even made sure that
we added a paragraph, in introducing it, to draw special attention
to these two guestions.

Courades remember that there were quite a few contributions
on the women's liberation movement., There were no additional
contributions from any conrades on the otvuggleg of the other
national ninorities outside the i.iro-americans. In preparation
for the plenuw, the Administrative Committee began discussing
thhese cquestions, we began reviewing in The liilitant the articles
and reports we had had on the othexr national minorities, es-
pecially the Chicanos, and it became rapidly cleaxr that the
‘omen's iberation novement was developing to such a point and
our intervention to such a degree, that it would probﬁbly be wise
to recomwend to the Political Commlttee that it recoummend to
the Flenun tl:at we have a separate point on that.

48 we begyan preparing for this we received word, I think
it was about the end of becember, about the call by the Crusade
for Justice for & second national Chicano conference, to be held
in Venver in March. Comrades remember the articles in The
Militant slwost 2 year ago, on the f£irst one that was held, at
which we had several comvades. e also noted the things that
have appeared in The Militant, as I outlined in my report, the
evolution and deepening of the Chicano struggle, the different
manifestations of it, the different areas it's affected in the
six months since our convention., ‘'hen we yot the report on the
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Denver Conference call we immediately tried to organize ourselves
to arrxange first hand discussion with some of the Chicano and
Latino comrades, and with the organizers, at least, and a few
other courades if possible in the branches where there's either

a number of Chicano comrades, whether they've been connected

in one way or another with tne novenent.,

3o, as rapidly as we could release Joel Britton from his
sHdministrative Committee responsibilities at the center, we sent
him out Test to at least take a brief swing and give us a factual
report when he came back, on the plans for this conference.

This is especially important because the comrades will remenbexr
from my report that it was at a symposium, I think at Hayward,
where a couple of our Chicano comrades or Latino conrades who
were running as candidates for the party were on the panel, that
some leading figures in the Chicano movement spoke publicly on
the need for some sort of political party, indeoendent party,
mass political break with capitalist politics, ' I think that the
transcript:of that is going to be in this week's Militant, and

I think it's part of the contents of one of our new pamphlets,
Tlell, because of this Joel went out there. He went to Mustin,
to Houston, to Phoenix, to Los Angeles, to ban Francisco, to
Oakland-Berkeley, and to Denver., And he spoke to every one of
the Mexican-Anerican, Chicano, or Latino comrades who were availe
able, anc he spoke to the organizers and other comrades, in the
branchas, to get the factual questions straight about this
conference.

To us it was obviously a very important new developnent,
we learned some lessons from the size and character of the pre-
vious conference, and the continuing radicalization of the
Chicano youth especially. It was also very important because,
as I saig, we discover, when we think about it, that we have a
81gn1;1cant Latino fraction in the SUP and Y3.., many of whom
are accepted and respected by the militants in the Chicano move-
wment as revolutionary spokesnen,

le discussed the broad question of the Chicano movement,
and our support for those elements in it who were beginning to
raise the questions of independent political action. Comrades
will remember from The ullltant that it was first raised publicly
at the Chicano conference one year ago. At that time it was
part of the initial program of Aztlan, a general idea of the in-
dependent party, was indicated then. The only other piece of
information which cawe into our notice was a thing which we copied
right away and sent out to the National Committee, clippings
that we ¢ot from Texas on La Ilaza Unida Party. I think the Austin
branci sent them to us. They indicated that there had been a
concreie Cevelopment in Texas, by some Chicano nilitants, to form
the Laza Unida Farty, which they claimned was an 1naependent DaArtye.

Then we had a second discussion in the Administrative Coit-
mittee when Joel cane back, and came to agreement on our approach
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to this conference, and our position of support to this demand;

we also discussed all the problems and pressures on in the

Chicano movement which make difficult independent political action
too. Then, the Third World comrades at the center, not only on the
Political Connlutee but the othexr comradeg, oh the National
Commititee and the Youth Committee were involved in a discussion
with Joel on the intervention in the Denver conference. Then
these proposals were sumnarized in the report Joel yave to the
Political Committee, which met before the Political Committee
reeting which ulscussec the political resolution. Then, a2 week
later, we had the dlscu531on in the Political Committee on the
Poll;lcal Report to the plenum, in which the lLdninistrative
Committee presented, especially on this point, the basic gulce-
lines and Zormula whlch we would use with all the cautions and
additional points that I raised., Those are the facts of how the
decision for the character of the report, how this point was

dealt with and how it developed between the convention and now.

As to the California situation, I said what I had to say
about that, as you comrades will remember;,; at the beginning of
the sumaarys I can't say that I formally spoke for the Politi-
cal Committee, but I know I spoke for the sdninistrative Come
mittee, in those remarks that I made, and I suspect that I speak
for tlie whole Political Committee on that particular point.

As to the other questions involved, the implications
that Nat raises, of course that's for every comrade to decide
for himself. And of course on the political gquestions involved,
there's ¢oing to be more discussion in the party, there will be
more discussion anc¢ more elaboration of positions as these
movenents develop, as we intervene, as we ¢grapple with it. Con=-
rades wio have one point of view at this plenum may be con-
vinced of another point of view., Comrades who didn't speak, oxr
thought about the question, may have a point of view. The
party way change its position, the party may develop its posi-
tion. Of course that will all come out in future discussion.



