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December 15, 1948

National Office

Dear Comrades,

The enclosed tape is the complete discussion held in the
Chicago branch on December 3, 1958. The point on the agenda was
membership, under which an Afro-American comrade, Wilbert A.,
submitted his resignation from the SWP. The branch voted to
accept his resignation.

Discussion on the point was organized in an educational -
fashion to belp clarify some of our concepts of the revolutionary
party and the necessity of recruitment of black cadres to the SWP.

Wilbert A. had come to the conclusion that the black cadres
of a revolutionary party would have to be built outside the
‘SWP, at least at this time. He believed the Black Panther Party
was developing as the vanguard party of the black liberation strug-
gle and was the arena in which -black Marxists would be developed.
He did not think recruitment of black cadres to the SWP was a
realizable or necessary task and questioned the validity of build-
ing a multlnatlonal revolutionary Marxist party.

Accordingly, on his own initiative and without consultlng
the branch, he joined the Chicago Black Panther Party and decided
to functlon politically as a member of that organization. He
stated his primary loyalty was to the BPP..- He wanted to work to
recruit black militants to that organization rather than the SWP.

After discussion with the branch organizer, it was mutually
agreed that his continued membership in the SWP would be incom-
patible with that perspective.

In the discussion in the Chicago YSA prior to the YSA
convention there had been some discussion of the theoretical
points that were raised here. At the YSA convention, where Wil-
bert spoke as a delegate, there was also some discussion of these
points. So we assumed the discussion in the Chicago branch should
be organized to clarify as much as possible the Leninist concept
of the revolutionary party as composed of revolutionaries of all
nations, oppressor and oppressed both.

~ In addition to the members of the Chicago branch, Comrade
Derrick Morrison from the YSA NEC agreed to stay over following
the YSA convention and participate in the discussion..

The Chicago YSA members were invited to attend the meeting
as observers.

Comradely,
s/ Gus Horowitsz



CHICAGO BRANCH DISCUSSION, DECEMBER 3, 1948

Wilbert A.: T guess everyone has figured it out by now,
I'm reglgnlng from the SWP and the YSA. The reason is not because
of any major political difference, it's mostly because of where I
can work, and where I cannot work, because of organizational prob-
lems. What I'll be doing is probably spending most of my time
working with the Black Panthers, and I would have to begin or-
ganizing a section of the Black Panther Party at U. of Illinois.

In the nationalist movement these days, there develops

this idea about black socialism, and what they call revolutionary
nationalism, where it's moving farther to the left, along social-
ist lines. Since we're not recruiting large numbers of blacks to
the YSA, my perspective is that the best thing that could be done
is to go into the Panthers and try to develop sort of semi-Marxist
or Marxist cedres within the Panther Party which I see as the most
realistic perspectlve right now.

From what I've been able to see s6 far from the Panthers,
they're growing quite fast, and all that sort of stuff, but they
have made quite a few polltlcal errors. People have criticized
iz Panthers, but there haven't been any black Marxists within
the Panthers to try to correct some of these errors that they have
m2de. DPeople stand on the sidelines and talk about criticizing
on organizational questions. We should be in it, and trylng to
build it, end correct some of those errors.

(,‘v.

And the Chicago Panthers, I guess, is one of the most healthy
chapters in ths nation. The chapter here didn't go by the decision
that was made in Oakland all the way, around that Cleaver campaign,
the whole Peace and Freedom thing, they Jjust sort of ignored it.
So, what I'd be doing is working full time in the Panthers, and
I suess more discussion could go on later about this whole idea
about recruiting black people to the YSA and developing Marxist
cadres in the YS5A. That's good for a long term objective, though,
maybe that's good for five or six years, as radicalization deep-
ens in this country, where you might be able to bring some in.

But in the mecntime, as The development of the nationalist move-
‘ment in this country deepens as a mass movement, there's less
chance of recruiting anybody black into the YSA, nationalists,
that is. TYou might be able to recruit blacks, I wouldn't doubt
that at all. But I'm saying that there's a lesser chance of re-
cruiting real nationalists.

Then another thing I noticed in the YSA, not the YSA, just
he movement in ceneral, is that, we have [blackJ people xho
seem to have lost touch with the natlonallst movement at times.
Esp901ally when people are speaking to a group of students it seems
they can't commrunicate and cut across that barrier when they're
talking to you. This is something that has to be corrected. We
intend to make an impact, and recrult nationalists. You have to
be able to communicate with people; if you can't communicate with
people, then you can't even talk to them. That's become a serious
problem with [black) people who are more of less recruited into all
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white organizations. And, the only way I can see that this error
can be corrected, is by [black, people working within these or-
ganizations, working among their own people, to help build a
revolutionary nationalist movement, and not losing so much contact
with their community and with their people. So that's the main
reason I'm resigning, because I see that the Black Panther Party
is probably the vanguard nationalist party in this country, and
they will probably become a mass revolutionary party -- that's
my perspective. I don't think the SWP wholly agrees on that,
and that's the main reason I'm resigning. I have political dis-
agreement mainly around the Black Panther Party.

Rich Hill (youth national committee,  branch organizer) .
Statement for the branch executive committee: As Wilbert said,
and didn't say, the discussion here is over a serious question.
That is, the disagreement is not over the tactical question of
whether to go into the Black Panthers or not, whether to support
the Black Panthers or not, but the question here is basic, a key
question for the revolutionary party, that is -- whether we should
try to build a multinational Marxist party to lead the revolution
in this country. That is, whether that remains, or does not remain
our central perspective, and whether we should, or should not
try to build, as an integral part of that party, a black Marxist
cadre which can intervene in the struggle for self determination
and develop revolutionary Marxist leadership.

Now what we wanted to do this evening is to devote some time
to this question to begin to clarify some things. The whole con-
text of the discussion and the implications for the party are very
important to go into. Now these disagreements, as I mentioned,
on the nature of the party, and the kind of party we're building,
are not in themselves sufficient reason to resign or drop from
membership. But when they go on to involve the question of dis-
cipline, the discipline of our party and the question of loyalty
to the party and the organization, it becomes something very im-
portant to deal with. In this case, the political disagreements
‘are such that, for Wilbert, as he's expressed it, his loyalty to
the Black Panther Party comes first. And he has a developed
political perspective on why this is the case. We understand in
the Socialist Workers Party for a very good reason, that in order
to build a revolutionary combat party, a revolutionary Marxist
party, that its line must be homogeneous. The question of dis-
cipline and organizational loyalty flow from that, and it's very
important that the party remain constructed on this basis, in
order to actually carry out its revolutionary program. Because
we recognize that Wilbert has very serious political differences
with the Party, we mutually reached the decision to accept Wil-
bert's resignation. This came up at the YSA convention, where
Wilbert raised the question on the floor of whether a multinational
revolutionary party was really possible, and should be built in
this country and how that affects the building of a revolutionary
Marxist cadre. -
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Now, what kind of party are we trying to build, what kind
of party can actually lead the American working class to power
-- gomething which is no small task, to be taken lightly. The
conception of a revolutionary Marx1st party organlzed along demo-
cratic centralist lines was developed by Lenin in order to deal
with the problem of facing & centralized ruling class, which uses
all the available means of violence in order to protect its power.
In order for the workers to overcome and seize power from the cap-
italists, they need a combat party of their own, which rellects
their own interests in that class struggle. They need a party which
not only reflects their own interests, but which is capable of
acting as a centralized unit in that revolutionary struggle.

Lenin also developed the Marxist approach to national min-
orities, who suffer from racial and national oppression as well
as class oppression. That is, the Bolshevik party served to coor-
dinate these struggles as well, recruiting the best revolutionists
from the oppressed nationalities to the Bolshevik party itself.
The Bolshevik party was seen by the Bolsheviks as a vanguard party,
which could coordinate the struggles of all revolutionary elements
within society and which could unite them in the struggle to elim-
inate the capitalist system itself. And that conception of rev-
olutionary organization was borne out in the making of the Russian
Revolution. We carry out that conception today in our task of
building a party that can lead the American revolution. Within
the United States, we understand that there exist conditions of
national oppression of blacks, Mexicans, Puerto Ricans, and In-
dians. The job, then, of defeating and removing American capital-
ism, is that of coordiating the revolutionary struggle of all
oppressed peoples within the United States against the capitalist
system, the struggle of the oppressed peoples within the United
States in alliance with the working class struggle.

The experiences of the world working class movement have
shown that this struggle must be carried out through a party grounded
in the theory of Marxism. The program of Marxism, of Trotskyism,
is the only consistent program which brings the experiences of
‘over 100 years of struggle against capitalism to young revolution-
aries today. It is the only program which helps us to avoid the
mistakes and defeats of the past. It is multinational because the
struggle against national oppression is the struggle against
capitalism itself. This struggle is best cerried out around
2. common revolutionary program, and a common democratic centralist
organization. This is what we've learned, especially over the
last 50 years.

Now, in addition we recognize that Afro-Americans will play
a vanguard role in the American revolution. That due to their
dual racial and class oppression, we see blacks as the first and
the most militant in the struggle against capitalism, as playing
the most advanced role in the revolution itself and the devel-
opment of that revolution. It's for this reason that revolutionary
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Marxists should pay extra attention to the recruiting and devel-
oping of a black Marxist cadre in the SWP and the YSA. The purpose
of our revolutionary party is to develop a capable political leader-
ship that is the cadre which can intervene in the struggles under
capitalisn, which can fight for a progran which can nobilize the
nasses in struggle along lines which educate the masses that capi-
talism nust be destroyed. We have a perspective of building a black
cadre within our party, of intervening in the black struggle, of
doing contact work among black militants to acquaint them with our
progan and to recruit them to our organization.

Our experience in the last period in Chicago itself, and this
we saw at the YSA convention, and it has to a certain extent been
borne out nationally, is of increasing contact with Afro-Americans
who are interested in the YSA as a revolutionary Marxist organiza-
tion. Our perspective in Chicago as well as nationally should be
the developnent of a black work fraction which can orient towards
activity in and support for the struggle for self determination,
thet can draw revolutionary ninded nilitants in the direction of
cur Marxist program and organization. And we've got to see this
as it is, as a realistic perspective.

I want to enmphasize that what's involved here in this discus-
sion is not the question of support to the Panthers. We've shown
cur support both in our program and in our actions -- through our
election canmpaign, "Free Huey" work, joint actions along with and
in support of the Panthers in various centers, and in our general
propaganda work, We welcone emergence of the Panthers as a revolu-
tionary force within the black community, as a force in politicizing
and involving growing nunbers of black people, especially black
youth, in struggle. The Black Panther Party sees itself as beconing
the vanguard leadership within the black nation, as Wilbert pointed
out. And we recognize that vanguard formations like the Black Panther
Party (there will undoubtedly be others) can play a key role in
initiating end building what we recognize as the next step in the
developnent of a mass struggle for self determination for the black
community. That is, a nass independent black political party which
- would include in its ranks the nasaes of Afro-Anericans around de-
nands such as black control of the black comnunity, organizing
then in a revolutionary direction. In such a party the vanguard
revolutionary tendencies would play a key role. And then, in addition,
the SWP and the YSA can also play an important role as a vanguard
tendency, as a vanguard Marxist tendency in bringing about such a
party, and that's our perspective. Thus, we see the Black Panther
Party as a fraternal organization, as a potentially great ally in
educating and developing revolutionary consciousness anong Afro-
Anericans.

We nust bear in nind that the reason for a revolutionary Marx-
ist organization is that it is based on the only consistent rev-
olutionary progran today, that we can't afford to give over the
construction of what we consider to be key, that is the construction
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of a revolutionary Marxist black cadre, to vanguard groupings which
are not based on a Marxist program, and which have not yet worked
out within their organizations that perspcctive. The BPP has energed
on a national level within the last six nonths, and we will see con-
siderable developments, and discussions within its own ranks, dis-
cussions of various questions including the question of socialisn
and of what sort of system to replace capitalism with, etc. And
we'll see that developing, and we'll play a role in that general
discussion within the black vanguard over what kind of progran

will be needed in order to nake the necessary revolution in this
country.

Our perspective again is to develop a cadre in a nultinational
Marxist party and over tine to develop the closest relationship .
with other revolutionary tendencies including those like the Black
Panther Party.

We recognize, as has been shoewn in the history of the devel-
opnent of working class parties, that the revolutionary party will
be built through splits and fusions and discussions and disagreenents
and through a process of clarification in order to draw together
the cadre that can actually intervene in a role of leadership =in
the mass movenent. And it's our perspective to be able to denonstrate
in action, to vanguard nilitants beth now and through all sorts of
struggles that will lead up to the American revolution, the nec-
essity and the superiority of such a party that we are trying to
build.

It's a tactical question whether, in a certain period, we
work inside revolutionary nationalist formations like the BPP, or
we don't. We have no such mechanic.al view .toward these groupings,
that we say automatically upon their emergence we enter then. There's
a lot of factors there which need to be taken into consideration,
such as the size of our own cadre, such as where the leadership
in these nationalist formations cones from, and what is the effect
of something which night be seen as entrism, and the relationships
with this party. There's a lot of considerations that we take into
account, in gauging our relationship with these formations, and
at this tine, due to reasons that I mentioned, our perspective
is not to enter the BPP, though we're not opposed in principle to
working inside these formations. Now our perspective is to work
to support and help defend the BPP and other such fornmations that
are noving in a revolutionary direction, and to develop as well as
possible comnon actions where agreed upon with these formations.
We believe that in so doing over a period of time, that we'll be
able to denonstrate why the revolutionary party, which is a nulti-
national party, is the logical and nost efficient, and best way of
building a revolutionary leadership which can end capitalisn.

Wilbert nentioned that there hadn't been nuch recruiting of
Afro-Anericans to the YSA or the SWP over the last period, and
that's undeniably. true. But what we shouldn't take from that is



-6 -

any defeatisn whatsoever -- that because we haven't, we can't.
That's not true. That's not true unless we can find elements within
our progran that serve to prevent us from being able to relate

to the black struggle, being able to get out our revolutionary
Marxist ideas within the black struggle, being able to interest
black militants in building the sort of revolutionary party which
we consider key. We shouldn't have a. trace of defeatism or skepti-
cisn on that account. This is not to say that this small upsurge

we see in ternms of interest in the YSA and the SWP is going to be

a steady continuous thing which will not have dips and rises like
everything else, but that over a period of time, we will be able to
denonstrate our - progran within the black novenment, within the
general working class movemnent as well, in order to recruit the
vanguard elenents, revolutionary nilitants, within these mnass strug-
gles.

Dan Styron (party national comnittee): Well, what we're talking
about 1s really a very high level question, of where revolutionists
should operate. Sinply because it's en organizational question and
not what would be technically called a programnatic question, a
difference in basic political perspective ~-- that doesn't in any
way decrease its inportance. You see, the transition between capi-
talisn and socialism is only an organizational question. It's a
question of how you organize society differently. That's all it
is. For exanple, there was no programmatic difference between the
Bolsheviks and Mensheviks, none at all, they had the sane progran,
only an organizational difference on how you construct vanguard
organizations.

The organizational differences shouldn't be very quickly
brushed aside by saying, well, you know, revolutionists should
work where they can. That's good - dbut that's just insufficient,
and the reason it's insufficient is sinply because in any serious
social struggle there will be nillions of people in the United
States, forced into struggle sinply to defend themselves. They're
going to be up against a very highly centralized opposition, and
if the revolutionists find themselves at the highest levels of
connand having several points of leadership I'd say it's virtually
guaranteed that they will lose, it's almost for certain. There's
nilitary history -- don't forget that the nost important reason
the Red Army won the Civil War is that the counterrevolutionaries
could not build a unified comnand. In the Anmerican Civil War, the
reason that the Union was wunsucessful in having big military vic-
tories in the first part of the war was that the South had a unified
cormand, and the North did not have a unified comnand. You can
go through any nilitary analogy to the question, end in the final
analysis inmportant political questions are decided militarily and
the question of a unified command is absolutely central. When you
don't have a unified command and have only close collaboration
anong people who generally have the sane approach,
it is impossible to win, especially given the speed with which. any
inportant revolutionary development will hit the United States.
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There's not nuch tine for collaboration.

Another thing to be wary of on this whole question is the
Anmerican exceptionalisn approach. In nost countries you have op-
pressed national ninorities. It's an exceptional country where you
don't have a strong oppressed national nminority. In Canada, obviously,
in England, Belgiun, Spain, Portugal, wherever you want to go --
Finland -- you have very inmportant oppressed national ninorities,
and it's an international question.of how you relate to then. It's
a very exceptional country that has no oppressed national ninori-
ties. So, how do you relate to that? And the general approach-that
Lenin basically is the author of, was that the revolutionists had
to organize thenselves not on the basis of the way their national
backgrounds happened to be laid out, but according to the way the
ruling class had itself laid out. That on the general strategy,
the world goes socialist by countries. And so the strategy and or-
ganization and approach towards successful national revolutions,
which taken together become an international revolution -- the sin-
plest way to understand it, the most correct way to understand it,
is in nmnilitary terms.

If you're going to wage incredibly complicated, ruthless
struggle against an opponent, you at least have to have the sane
degree of centralization as the opponent has. What it comes down to
in the United States is sinply this , that in a serious revolutionary
situation in the United States, the ruling class is going to be
organized out of the East Wing of the White House. A snall group
of people are going to call all the tactics, 8 or 9 or 10 guys.
That's the way they run the Vietnan war. There's not going to be
a lot of collaboration and confusion and like that; they're going
to run it in a very centralized and disciplined way, with their
staff, that they've learned during years and years to rely on, and
trust. The revolutionists have to have the same degree of central-
ization. They have to be able to successfully politically conpete
azainst the extrenely high level of competence and organization
that the ruling class has at its disposal.

Now a lot can be achieved, an awful lot can be achieved through
purely nationalist organizations, by doing things organizationally
incorrect. But it depends on what you want to achieve. That's in-
portant to the whole concept of a black party, a tremnendous anount
of gains can be nade, you shouldn't slight that. But you're not going
tc successfully abolish the state apparatus in the United States
through several organizations based on nationalities.

Then the final thing is that naking socialist revolutions
is difficult, a lot of pressure is brought on the conrades. Well,
it's nothing like the position of revolutionists in Gernany under
Hitler. The pressure the conrades have to be able to expect during
the course of important struggles is going to be 100 times greater
than anything people experience at the present tine.

%
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The nost important thing, I think, to keep in nind, is that
we 're not talking about a peculiar question in the United States.
But the general approach would have to be international. I think
it would immediately be seen as peculiar if the revolutionists in
Israel, for example, were divided up into one group that were Arabs,
and one group that was Jewish. If they had the same progran, but
couldn't get together because they didn't speak the same language;
or if the revolutionists in Wales would not come in with the English
and Scottish revolutionaries. You know, there are big parliamentary
nationalist parties in these countries. It becones clear when you
put it on the internationalist level where you're less swayed by
the peculiar social pressures which exist in ‘the United States at
the present time. The basic argunent in favor of a centralized or-
ganization is based on a unity of revolutionists within the nation-
states the bourgeoisie has established. Our battle lines correspond
to their battle lines.

Literally, it's the highest level organizational question,
which finally comes down to a sinple fact that unless you can
successfully conpete against the ruling class and their political and
nilitary apparatus, you sinply cannot bring about socialisn. It's
"inconceivable, I think, alnost theoretically excluded, that you
could have a successful socialist revolution, especially in the
United States without one authoritative, centralized political
leadership, a leadership that has through years and years of colla-
boarion gained trust and authority, both within itself and in the
nass of the population. I don't see any other way to win.

Lynn Henderson (party national comnittee): What is not in-
volved here is not a dispute over a tactical question of whether

Wilbert should work in the BPP, or not. If it is his main area of
work. The question here is not a dispute over entrism. Now in sone
periods we would send people into organizations like the BPP, some
periods we wouldn't. That's a decision you make on the basis of a
political evaluation you have of what the status or situation is

now and what are the advantages, what are the disadvantages.

The national feeling how is it would be a nistake to send
YSA'ers and SWP'ers into the BPP. There are a nunber of reasons
for this. This isn't the key question, but to just go into it
briefly, one of the major reasons is that the BPP are at a very
young stage. They are ultra-sensitive of other organizations sending
people in there. As a new organization, with a leadership complete-
ly in flux, very unsure of thenselves, very unstable, very sensi-
tive, especially about other organizations which they define as a
white organization -- how would they look at the YSA-SWP sending
conrades into the organization? They would look on that as a nove
on the part of the SWP-YSA to open up a fight for the leadership
of that organization. We think that would be a nistake. We think
that would result in a deterioration of our relationship with the
BPP. They'd look on that as opening up a power fight within their
organization, on the part of a democratic centralist organization
coming in and /
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trying to take over their organization.

We feel that we can develop friendly relationships, and have
in a whole number of areas, by working with the BPP. We're very
close with the BPP in Seattle. In Indianapolis they sell the paper
in their headquarters; they look on it as next to their own paper
the nost important paper in the novenent. But this is not the
question. Whether we're right or wrong on that decision. is not the
key question.

See, Wilbert does not have an entrist perspective. The ~key
question is that Wilbert says that the SWP and the YSA is not-the
organization that's going to develop black cadre. That that's going
to be done in the BPP. That's the key question. Wilbert has the
perspective, as I understand it, of encouraging all blacks not to
join the SWP, not to join the YSA -- but to join directly the BPP.
Because that's where the black cadres who will lead the revolution.
will be nade, On this question we have a key political difference.
We say that the black novement and the black nationalist novenent
is a tremendously progressive step and raises a trenendously prog-
ressive objective factor of increasing the revolutionary potential
in this country. We still have the analysis that the nain question
today is not the objective situation but a crisis of leadership.
And we still have the analysis that a Marxist-Leninist-Trotskyist
revolutionary leadership has to be developed in a revolutionary party
that is consciously Marxist-leninist. We say there's only one such
party around. And we say that if we're going to succeed and nake
a revolution in this country, that black cadre have to be recruited
to this party, and trained in it. Wilbert has a different perspective
on it. He says, no, he doesn't believe that a nultinational party
is the road to revolution in this country. Blacks will have to be
trained sonewhere else. Now this is the key difference that's in-
volved here. '

The comparison that the ruling class is an extrenely central-
ized organization, so we have to be extremely centralized too, is
good, but I don't want to push that line too far. I think you can
get into hang-ups by making direct conparisons with the ruling
class that way. They've got different kinds of problens. They don't
have a denocratic centralist type of organization and they run
their thing without it. And you can't nake +too close conparison
with it. The key question here and the key dispute here is how is
the nultinational revolutionary party still valid? Or do we have
sone kind of American exceptionalisn here? We at this point say no.
That the key question for making the revolution is still what
Trotsky pointed out 40, 30 years ago -- the crisis of leadership
exists.

Now where is that leadership going to be constructed? We _
don't feel that the BPP, with all its revolutionary potential, is
going to develop a black cadre that's going to be able to lead the
revolution, on its own, or through some kind of osnmosis. For in-
stance, make one comparison. People say to ne, "Well, we say the
BPP is revolutionary, we say the BPP is in the vanguard, and that
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black people are going to be the vanguard of the Anerican revolution.
Well, then, shouldn't we be in the BPP?" All comparisons are danger- -
ous. The workers in the IWW were the revolutionary vanguard, the

JIWW was the most revolutionary organization around. But the IWW

in its progran, and its organizational forn, had defects which it
could not surnount. And they could not create a revolutionary cadre
to lead a revolution in that organization. You have to develop

beyond that into something else.

And so an organization can have tremendous revolutionary po-
tential. And be in a vanguard in nmany sense. But still not be the
organization that's going to develop the revolutionary cadre. and
we certainly would have been opposed to dissolving the Marxist party
into the IWW, or something like that. So the key question here, as
I pointed out, is not entrism. We can argue pro or con whether so..»
black comrades should be sent into the BPP. At the present, the '
party's position is that we think it would be a nistake. That's.

~a tactical question. Wilbert's disagreement goes way beyond that.
He says that we shouldn't recruit potential black revolutionaries,
that they should join the BPP, and that revolutionary black cadre
will be developed in the BPP. He says that the concept that Lenin
developed of the nmultinational revolutionary workers' party, a
single revolutionary party to lead the revolution in any single
nation-state, is not any longer valid.

Carl Finamore (head of the University of Illinois / Chicago/
fraction): We nentioned that all analogies are weak. I don't want
to rob you of the essence of what you neant, but first, the com~
parisons have been nake to the IWW, the Progressive Party. Just to
rmake clear one difference is that they were not nationalist organi-
zations, they didn't have the dynanics ofa nationalist organization
like the BPP. Also, I'm unclear on a lot of things, but there are
a few ideas I have that I'd just like to bring out. But first of
all, I'n not sure whether Wilbert rejects the idea of unified con-

_nand, or whether it is necessary to build a centralized command
that will deal effectively in a nilitary manner with the ruling
class. I hope he doesn't disniss that. Because we'd be fools, the
"BPP or any other vanguard nationalist formation, would be foolish
to do so. I even asked Robert Browne about this. He said, I'd
be a fool not to make an alliance in action with allies. A unified
connand sort of intimates that what we're saying when we support the
BPP to the extent that sone of our nembers would drop nenbership
in the YSA and SWP to join it, is that this would be splitting for-
ces, going off on tangents, dividing our command -- that's the in-
plication.

I think that's wrong. First of all, we're not in a pre-revo-
lutionary situation. I don't think it's that necessary at all, at
this point, to have a centralized leadership of the nationalist
novenent, and the bi-national revolutionary party which I still
respect. And I think we'll ultinmately nmake the revolution, with

&
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an alliance of sone sort under a centraliged, bi-national revolu-
tionary party. But the centralization does not Have to be now.

So it is not splitting of forces to build a nationalist organization
that has a revolutionary perspective.

This whole thing of isolation; that's a real question. That

is a nost inmportant question to ne. If a conrade takes it upon
hinself to drop out of an organization, he's asking hinself two
questions -~ I don't know what he's asking, let ne say what I'd
- ask -~ I would say first of all, there's things you'd have to do.

The problen of the crisis of leadership. We respect that as the
highest principle. Where can you build that revolutionary black
Marxist leadership? I think it can be built in the YSA. As a matter
of fact I think the main responsibility for building black Marxist
cadre lies with white comrades. White comrades had better do -the
recruiting and not rely on black conrades. White comnrades had bet-
ter denonstrate that a white revolutionist 1is not peculiar or sone
strange fluke that occurs sonewhere, but that the whole organization
has white revolutionists, Indian revolutionists, Mexican revolution-
ists and black revolutionists. We coordingte our activities, and we
act on that basis.

But that is not to slight a nationalist formation, that is
not to say that Marxist cadre cannot be built independently of our
organization, and that is-not to say that some of our cadre cannot
aid in that development. Marxist cadre can and nust be built in the
revolutionary party, but you've got a nationalist developnment like
the BPP which is attracting the youth. In ny opinion it's going to
becone a nass formation -- not nembership wise -- but in its actions
it's going to include nasses. It has an apparatus, it has a news-
paper, a national office, already, and it's got a program, a trans-
itional progran, and it's got this big image, and it's got cadre.

A wonan fron Oakland organized the Des Moines local of the Black
Panthers. Des Moines. They're sending people to Des Moines, Iowa.
That's consciousness. '

, The question is, how do you solve the crisis of leadership?
Where are you going to do it? And I say you're going to do it in
two places -- one in the YSA, and our comrades should stay in here,
or if they can be nore effective it should be a national decision
to send then into the BPP. And if it neans a little thing, which

I think is a technicality, of dropping their formal ties with the
YSA and the SWP, then do it. That's when the question of isolation
enters in. And I would suggest very strongly that people attend our
foruns. SWP educationals should be open to ex-comnrades who have that
arrangenent working. Make every attempt not to lose their isolation,
or else it will be useless to a great extent.

Now, that's got to be a cold blooded decision, who goes where.
That can't be based on any emotionalisn or blood is thicker than
water and I'nm black and I've got to join this black formation and
you're a white organization, so I'm not going to stick with you.
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No, we're revolutionists, we're the most conscious, we're the van-
guard, especially our black conrades. The vanguard, the nost politi-
cally conscious beings on this continent. And they've got to nake
national, collective decisions, of who goes where. Where can white
conrades be? There's a black nationalist fornation which is going
ahead, of a mass character, which makes this question take on a whole
greater importance. ‘

Now the question of the size of our cadre was raised. This
size would nitigate against entering the BPP, 1 think Richard said.
We 're not suggesting that every black menber of the YSA join the
BPP. Not every black nember of our party could join the BPP., Sone-
one said that's a slander. How do you mean that's a slander. Soneone
said in ny defense that Che said that not everyone who wants to be
a guerrilla can be one. That's true, and sinilar to the BPP. Where
can people be nore valuable in developing leadership? Very nany
of our most conscious people I would suggest should stay here, in
the YSA. The people who would be sent into the BPP would be the
ones that could relate to its struggles that are occurring, pre-
doninantly, although not actually on canpuses.

We're not going to send in people just to fill up the ranks
of the BPP. That's stupid. Because if we're going to lose a conrade
in our discussions, known as a YSA'er, it's got to be on a basis
that he can aid the development of a black nationalist revolutionary
Marxist cadre. I've got a lot nore to say, but I just want to say
that it's not a splitting of forces. I disagree with that 100 per-
cent, and a revolutionary bi-national party will be built. We're
going to continue to build it, we're going to have to be realistic,
and I'm not being defeatist in saying that we cannot conpete- with
the BPP. I don't think we ever thought we could conpete with a
nationalist organization for the black youth. We can't do that.
Really, until we reach the working class. I don't think we're going
to recruit blacks in numbers and in the quality that the Black
Panthers will until we reach the working class when we really den-
onstrate the power of revolutionary Marxism.

The struggles we'll be involved in in the trade unions are
really going to be relevant to black workers. Every black nan is
a worker. Everyone lives in a rotten community. i4nd canpus
struggles that we're involved in now, not to discredit then,
and I'n not going to go that far, because I believe they're
correct -— but black people cannot relate to those
struggles as they can relate to the Black Panther and national-
ist formations. That's why they're flocking to themn. To think
that we're conpeting with the Black Panthers in a race to see how
nany you can get in, is stupid. We should accept the perspective
that the Black Panthers are going to grow, and develop revolution-
ary Marxist cadre. And the YSa is going to grow and get revolu-
tionary cadre. When we reach the working class there's probably
going to be an alliance and I don't see how it's going to be a-
voided, an alliance in action. Just to enphasize the inportance.
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of not losing touch. That to ne is very inportant.

Ellis Burruss (youth national cormittee): I think before you
can have a thorough discussion as to what type of party you'rs trying
to build, and what its relationship is going to be with other poli-
tical organizations, it's necessary to go back a little and discuss
first what we nean by a party. What we're dealing with right now is
a sentinent in sections of the world, in the underdeveloped couniries,
a rising sentinent of nationalisn. First off, I think it's necessary
for conrades, even though it's been said tine and tine again, to un-
derstand that what we're about is internationalism, building an
international party.

It's necessary to understand exactly what we mean by internation-
alisn, and to understand this, I think it's necessary to go a
little bit into what we nean by a nation. Now, during the sunuer
school, under one section, Dan gave sonething on nations. Where
did nations cone fron? All society is divided into classes and is
also divided into nations. Now the nations that we see in the world
today -- Cuba, Guatenala, France -- whatever it is, these nations
were not forned by the boundaries sonehow falling fron heaven,
and then all of a sudden there are nations. National boundaries,
to a certain extent, correspond to geographical boundaries. Netions
as we see then today are direct products of developing capitalisn.
4 nation was basically a place where a capitalist class could
guarantee that its trade relations would be to a certain extent
secure; that its arnies could nake certain that there wouldn't be
any revolutions and social uprisings, that there would be laws
pertaining to trade in a certain area, so that you could trade
a pound of wheat for a pound of oats, and cone out sonewhere with
a good deal, according to the laws of the state. These things are
basically what deternined where nations cane fron.

But as capitalisn continues to develop, both in technology
and travel, it overcomnes geographical barriers and develops nors
international narkets. As it develops into imperialism, it tends
to cut across national boundaries and to a great extent, you have
at the present tine a few very powerful inperialist nations in the
world that conpletely subjugate the rest of the nations of the world.
Now this is why nationalisn in the underdeveloped countries, in the
underdeveloped world, can have such a revolutionary potential. Be-
cause it directly fights against inperialisn. However, nationalisn,
it nust be renenbered, that is the desire for a nation Tto deterninz
its own fate, is not in itself revolutionary. In the fight against
inperialisn it's a revolutionary goal, but it is not in any sense
going to bring about socialisn just in and of itself.

Now what kind of party do you want to have? First of all,
what is a party? I think the best definition I've ever seen is in
the first section of the ABC of Commwunisn where it's stated that a
party is an organization that is formed in order to express and work
towards the best interests of a social class. Now.all society nos%
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really and concretely is not divided into these nations, but into
classes -- social classes, that are deternined by the relationship
of people in society to the productive forces of that society.
This is a very basic thing. World society is divided into classes,
and the various parties in the world are organized to work towards
the best interests of these classes. Taking this into account, a
class party is by definition an.international party.

4 party that is struggling solely for the bourgeois denocratic
right of national self deternination, against inperialisn, will
feil in its struggle unless it becones a class party, an inter-
national class party, and wages a class war. Now this gets into per-
nenent reovlution, and the necessity of developing a struggle to
achieve its end of national liberation and the other goals of na-
tional liberation like Cuba, the necessity for it to develop into
a social revolution.

I want to read something out of Che Speaks. In 1959 in an inter-
view, Che says on p. 13, "The Cuban revolution was not a class war;
it was just a war of national liberation." Now, he was obviously
wrong on this, and he realized this hinself because a few pages
later he contradicts that exactly. His future developnent indicates
that, and also the developnient of the Cuban Comnnunist Party and the
Cuban revolution as a whole, which bears out the theory of the per-
rranent revolution.

Now, what we're trying to do, what we've been saying all along,
is that we're partisans of building an international working class
party, even though because of the Voorhees Act we cannot be a
section of an international organization. This is where I disagrec
with the fornulation talking about a bi-national party or a nulti-
national party when you're talking just about the United States.

I think that all that's necessary to say is to reaffirn that we're
building an international party. Now, it's necessary for an inter--
netional working class party to work in cooperation with nationalist
organizations that are noving in a progressive direction with a per-
spective of developing these revolutionary nationalist parties into
revolutionary internationalist parties, revolutionary Marxist or-
ganizations. Questions of organizational affiliation with one or
another international organization will be settled once political
clarity and agreenent is gained, at which tine national boundaries
becone secondary, because it's understood what national boundaries
ere, and that class boundaries are nuch nore inportant than national
boundaries. Now it's this basic nisunderstanding of the inportance
of the division of world society into classes, rather than division
of world society into nations, that has caused all of the defeats
that the socialist novenent has seen in the past years.

Specifically on our relation with the Panthers.Our position is
-~ and I think it's cone out very clearly in our propaganda and cur
talks ~-- to support and work to build the Panthers. I don't think
there should be any confusion about that. That's what we're for, .
is to support and build the Panthers. Now there are other alter-
natives to this; we could stand aloof fron the Panthers, and Jush
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ignore then or we could concentrate on criticizing the Panthers

in our press and our talks. Or we could just say the Panthers are
totally secondary, that the cultural revolution in China is a nuch
nore inportant issue in the U.S. There are any nunber of other
positions we could take, but our position right now is to support
and build the Panthers.

Now what Marxists would be doing should we decide to enter the
Panthers, would be to develop a Marxist caucus within the Panthers,
and fight to attain control of that organization. This would be
entry work. I don't think that would be correct. For one reason, it's
not the best way to develop friendly relationships with the leadership
of the organization when they know that you're cofiing in to take
over. Secondly, I think that we rust realize that the Panthers,
as the nost revolutionary and nost conscious expression of the
fight for black liberation right now, are still an organization
that is based on national liberation. This has to be taken into
account. So I think our best perspective is to continue to build
an international working class party that works along with nation-
alist parties that are developing in a correct direction, with the
perspective of what I said before.

Gus Horowitz (party national comnittee): We have three inter-
related discussions, as was nentioned before. One is on the char-
acter of the BPP -- whether it's a vanguard formation, whether it
will develop into a nass black political party, whether it will dev-
elop in a Marxist direction in the broad sense of the tern. aAnother
question is the tactical orientation of our party to the BPP --
whether or not black memnbers of the SWP should enter into the BPP
and work within it, or whether our work should be outside of it.
And the third, the nost inportant point and the one which has been
the axis of this discussion, is the character of the revolutionary
Marxist party itself, which is one of the fundanental questions
in our progran.

Wilbert nentioned that one of his ains in joining the Panthers
is to try to develop Marxist cadre within the Panthers. ind Carl
developéd this general conception a little bit further, that is that
what we nean by the crisis of revolutionary leadership is the lack
of Marxist cadres; we need to develop a sufficient number of Marxist
revolutionary socialists.Well, that's not what we nean by the crisis
of revolutionary leadership. We say that the objective situation of
the world socialist revolution has existed for nany, nany years.
There have been revolutionary situations that have taken place in
nunerous countries and yet nany of these situations have not resulted
in successful socialist revolutions because of the crisis of rev-
olutionary leadership. What we neant by this is not that there
weren't a sufficient nunber of Marxists, people who thought they were
Marxists, or individual cadres who thought they were revolutionaries,
or people who thought they were revolutionary socialists, or
people who thought they were Leninists, but that the crisis of
leadership was that there was not a revolutionary socialist party;
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an organization with a progran adequate to the task of achieving that
socialist revolution. ' ‘

There's a difference between so nany individuals who consider
thenselves to be Marxists, with varying degrees of really being
Marxists, and those sane nunber of individuals actually working to-
gether in a denocratically centralized nanner within a revolutionary
socialist party. We together as individuals can only do so ruch, but
together in an organization, we're able to acconplish a lot nore.
The crisis of revolutionary leadership and the central task for the
world socialist revolution is the developent of a revolutionary
socialist Marxist Trotskyist Leninist vanguard party, which will
lead the revolution. That's the task which we have in the United
States and throughout the world as a fraternal part of the world
revolutionary socialist party. And so it's not a question of where
you can develop Marxists, or where you can develop Marxist cadre.
The question is how to build a revolutionary Marxist organization,

a party. That's where a fundanental line of difference exists.

Now the character of the party as an international, nulti-
national vanguard organization is not one which soneone has thought
up sinply as a good idea and so on. To the contrary, as has been
nentioned by a nunber of speakers, the character of the party is one
which is inposed upon it, inposed on the working class by the nature
of the capitalist systen and the tasks of building a new systen,

a socialist society. Capitalist rule throughout the world has spec-
ific national characteristics that may differ fron country to country.
In the colonial world and in the United States the axes of emnphasis
of the single revolutionary progran nay vary, but the general nature
of capitalisii has also inposed general international tasks upon the
working class, a single progran before it for the overthrow of
capitalisn. The reason why you have a single organization is be-~
cause you have a single progran. We don't have a progran that's
different fro:: the progran of the revolutionary Marxists in Africa
or in Asia or in Latin America, or in the Soviet Union, or in
Czechoslovakia, or in France -- that progran is the sane. We all
have the saiie progran -- the transitional progran. The progran takes
on different specifics in different sections of the world. The
struggle for national independence, denocracy and land reforn

aren't crucial revolutionary deniands within the United States as
they are in the colonial world, but these are all part of the
international socialist progran. There is a single organization
because there is a single progran. A world party is not a federation
of different sections. It's a centralized organization, a democratic
centralized organization and not a federation where each national
grouping has autonony in its national area. There is one progran
which every nember of the world party of the socialist revolution
carries out, although there are different concrete national strat-
egies, enphases of application in different countries in the world
and in different sections of the same country. In other words, the
tasks of the world working class are both separate and interconnected
at the same tine. Separate and interconnected. And while, because:of
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the Voorhees Act, the SWP cannot affiliate to a world party, we
are in full ideological and fraternal solidarity with the Fourth
International.

We 're ainming for an international society, with no nation
state boundaries as exists under capitalisn. At the saune tine
the struggle takes place within different national states and in
a single national state there are different sides and aspects to
the struggle. So there is one party of the revolutionary vanguard
with a progran applying to the separate and interconnected aspects
of the class struggle, both internationally and within a single
nation. That is why for instance the seeningly contradictory denand
of nationalisi has a revolutionary content. The nationalisn of
oppressed nations has a revolutionary content which will lead toward
the elinination of oppressive nationalisn and nation states itself.

~ So our task, as we've already said, is to develop within one
organization internationally,and in its national sections or
fraternal organizations reVOiutionary Marxists of all sections of
the society, of the oppressed nations and revolutionary Marxists of
the oppressor nations as well, in one party, to coordinate The single
progran of struggle for the victory of the socialist revolution.
That is, it's not sufficient nerely to develop individual Marxist
cadres but you nust develop Marxists who are all inientbers of the
sane revolutionary organization. The organization which has the
progran for the inmerican socialist revolution. So in this sense,
Wilbert's decision to resign fron the party is a step away fron a
fundanental concept which we have always had.

The question then is, will we be able to develop and to re-
cruit black revolutionaries as nembers of the revolutionary socialist
party, the Socialist Workers Party? There is an uneven developnent
of the building of the revolutionary party, and recruitnent to the
party takes place in different ways in different tines. We are gcing
through a period right now where we're recruiting one by one.

But in the accunulation of individuals joining the party there will
be tines when we recruit through fusions and joining together with
other groupings, including groupings of black revolutionary-ninded
nilitants, who are looking toward the building of a revolutionary
party. Now there's a difference. We sonetines use the terns "Marx-
ist" and "socialist" and "revolutionary" in a very broad sense,
which is okay. That i§, there are revolutionaries throughout the
world fighting, there's people who consider thenselves Marxists
throughout the world, fighting, and in that broad sense, yes,

there is a very large revolutionary mnovenent. But there is a dis-
tinction between revolutionaries, and revolutionaries in the rev-
olutionary organization. There's a distinction and an inportant 4dif-
ference there.

Now, we can be sure that there will develop outside of our
ranks black nilitants who consider thenselves Marxists, who haven't
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yet fully accepted the one crucial point of the revolutionary Marx-
ist progran, that is the need for a revolutionary party, an inter-
national, revolutionary Marxist party. Our task will be in sone

forn or another, to fuse with, or to recruit these individuals or
groupings of individuals into one organization because it will have
one progran. When you have the developnent of black revolutlona¢1es
who cone to agree with us in our progran, then the problen of joining
together in a single organization isn't so deep a problen as it

nay seen right now when that situation doesn't yet exist. i4nd the
only way that we will be able to recruit and fuse with such rev-
olutionary-ninded black socialist revolutionaries in the broad

sense of the word is by being organlzatlonally very flexible and
collaborative, worklng together in the course of the struggle. At

the seue tine, in terms of our ideas, our progran nust be 100 percent
firn politically. We can't give a single inch on this fundanentel
aspect of our progran; otherwise we'll never be able to build the
revolutionary party. You can only build it by being 100 percent

firn politically and by being organizationally very flexible. The
test of our theory, as with all theories, is going to be in proc-
tice. It's going to be in what happens. And that's the only real

test in the long run of how you will be able to build a revolutionary
organization.

Now this discussion is a significant discussion for us, because
it reflects two things. This discussion and the one we had at the
YS4 convention, and which will be continuing, reflects first of all
a growing radicalization in the black conrmunity. More and nore
nunbers of black nilitants are coning to consider thenselves so-
cialists or Marxists or revolutionaries. That's a very inportant
developnent, and sonething which we are for 100 percent. and
secondly that brings with it also the developnent of fornations
within this vanguard in the black struggle, like the BPP, and other
organizations. This is also a very inportant and progressive devel-
opnent, which we support 100 percent. The beginnings of the possibil-
ity for us to recruit black revolutionaries into the revolutionary
party is also a very good developnent.

We don't see the Panthers as a counpetitor to the revolutionary
Marxist vanguard party; the two are different types of organiza-
tions. The BPP is not the revolutionary socialist vanguard party,
aithough they are a vanguard organization in the black liberation
struggle. So we support then and work together with then, and we
don't see a conpetition with then. Our task as always will be to
try to recruit black nilitants into our organlzatlon. There will be
a tine when in these vanguard organizations in the black struggle,
and in other struggles, the revolutionary party will play a leader-
ship role through its cadres within that organization. That is,

I nake the distinction between Marxist cadres playing a leading
role within such an organization, and the party playing a leading
role in such an organization.
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Just as we see in the antiwar novenent, there's no - contradic-
tion between having nass actions, or a vanguard organization,
having a revolutionary Marxist leadership or partially having a
revolutionary Marxist leadership which leads in carrying out nass
actions of a sort. The antiwar novenent has partially a revolu-
tionary Marxist leadership in the person of the Socialist Workers
Party and Young Socialist illiance. There is no contradiction
between those nass organizations that carry out nass actions and
ourselves. ‘

Now, one final point. I want to repeat sonething Richard said.
ind thet is, that in terns of the specific situation with Wilbert,
that Wilbert has a fundanental political disagreenent with us, which
nakes his first loyalty not towards the building of the revolutionary
socialist party, but towards working within the Black Panthers. It
+s for good intentions, but still, the fact renains that his first
loyalty is not towards the revolutionary party and for that reason
it is inconpatible with nenbership in the SWP. But the nenbers
of the Socialist Workers Party have the responsibility and the ob-
ligation, and the YSA nenbers who are nenbers of the SWP especially
nust have that obligation since the convention has voted on and
passed our line as being one of aining to recruit black nilitants
G0 our organization, to carry out that line in practice, whatever
varietions of opinion, agreenent, disagreement there are.,.

Derrick Morrison (youth national executive coimittee): I just
have a iew renarks to mnake; first I want to deal with tactics and
second with strategy. In regard to our policy with the BPP, the role
that black YSiers play in respect to that organization has been
discussed out in relation to the experiences we have had, and we
have cone to the decision that on the basis of the forces we have
that we shouldn't commit then to the Panther Party. We're not
strong enough to intervene effectively in the developnent of the
Panther Party at this tine. This is a tactical question. It's been
helped by the fact that the Panthers have a clause wvhich says that
you can't belong to other political organizations and belong to
the Panther Party. In sone areas they nay be flexible on that clause,
but that clause does exist. ind because of that, and because of
th2 experiences that we've had with black conrades trying to enter
the Panther Party, at present, that's not the tactic that we're
going to pursue.

Back in 1964, when the Freedon Now Party was launched, that
iz, waen the call was put out for an independent black political
party called the Freedon Now Party, we did have enough forces in
Detroit, liichigan at that tine to not only enter and participate in
the party, but actually to get the thing off the ground, that
is, as a black party. ind it was through the intervention of black
SWPers that the Freedon Now Party in Detroit took form and grew.
It was the result of recruitnent of nationalists to that perspective
of building the black political party at that tine. 4nd we partici-
paved in that party. ‘ 4
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The decision not to enter the Black Panther Party at this
point raises a question in regard to strategy in a sense: the view
of most white radicals (and I use the term white radicals not as
a physical description but as a political description in the sense
of people who have a certain outlook) and most nationalists, is to
see the class and national struggles as one which will develop
parallel -- that is, white radicals will work in the white com~
munity and develop revolutionary orgenizations, and black national-
ists will work in the black community and develop revolutionary or-
ganizations and along the way they will form alliances and eventually
will overthrow the state.

That's a very mechanical view of the class and national
question. We deal with the whole class and national struggle from
the dialectical point of view. That's what distinguishes us from
the general radical and nationalist milieu in which we work. Be-
cause we deal with it dialectically, that is, we understand the
indivisible relationship between the class struggle and the nation-
al struggle -- that one cannot succeed without the other. Our un-
derstanding of that indivisible relationship between nationalism
or the struggle for national liberation and the struggle to end
exploitation, the class struggle -- that's reflected in the way
we see the construction of an organization to deal with those strug-
gles. That's why we attempt to form a multinational, revolutionary
socialist party. And this is not something that is just going to
struggle along class lines, developing the class struggle, but
it's also something that will be necessary in order to attain black
liberation.

Because generally today nationalist organizations are in one
place, and revolutionary socialist organizations are in another place,
we tend to compartmentalize, and to see in this a parallel develop-
ment, when in practice, that is, in historical practice, that has
not been the case. The way we understand the situation in this
country and the situation in the world, is that the question of
liberating oppressed nations (which in this country would include
black people, Puerto Ricans, Mexican-Americans, Indians) -- the
liberation of those oppressed nations revolves around the whole
question of building a nationalist organization. In fact, to be a
consistent nationalist, you'd have to be related to the building of
a revolutionary Marxist party. That's been a historical experience.
If we study the events in Russia, Russia was a nation. that was na-
tionally oppressed, yet to liberate Russia from the status of an
oppressed nation, required the building of a Marxist-Leninist van-
guard party. Not just the building of a nationalist organization.
But the whole concept of national liberation was expressed through
the building of that party.

That's why you had the development of the struggles in China
and North Vietnam the way you did. They attempted to build a na-

tionalist organization in China. In fact, that was the line of the
Third :
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International from 1920 to 19725. That is, Chinese Communists were

to work within the Kuomintang which was the Chinese nationalist or-
ganization at that time, and attempt to construct a Chinese Communist
Party out of that. And not to work at building the Chinese Communist
Party. The way it turned out, with the debacle in 1927 -- that wasn't
the correct way to go. And the subsequent liberation of China depended
on the building of the Chinese Communist Party, just as the subse-
quent liberation of Vietnam depended on the building of the workers
party, the Vietnamese Communist Party. That's where most of the con-
sistent nationalists in Vietnam and in China found themselves. If
they were consistent about real national liberation, they found
themselves in a vanguard Marxist party.

That's the way the struggles have developed. But because of the
fact that you had the degeneration of the Russian revolution and
subsequent degeneration of the Third International, what you had after
World War IT is a whole series of struggles that have been organized
just along nationalist lines. This is the case in the third world.

You see the rise of nationalist governments, nationalist organizations,
in Africa, and somewhat in Asia, with Indonesia, Burma, Thailand,

and what have you, and also somewhat in Latin America, but as we

see the development of these nations, and in dealing with the tasks
that confront these nations, we find that they've not been too suc-
cessful in dealing with the problems of the third world. That's be-
cause they looked at it from a purely nationalist point of view,

as if independence would suffice to solve their problems.

But nationalism just wasn't enough. Nationalism just defined
as independence. But what was needed was a more defined conception
of the political and economic and social realities of the third world.
And so now you have the attempt to build revolutionary Marxist van-
guard parties in these countries whether it be through guerrilla
warfare, or through some other method. That is what's going on now.
And the struggles there throw light on the struggles in this country.
Tiz liberation of the black nation, the liberation of the Puerto
Rican nation, the liberation of the Mexican-American nation, will
in the end revolve around the building of a revolutionary Marxist
party which embraces nationalists from the Puerto Rican, Mexican-
American and black nations, who are Marxists within it. These devel-
opments of nationalism within the black community are good, and we
support them. In fact we have laid the basis for them in some ways.
By getting across our literature, getting across the Militant, and
Ycurg Socialist, getting across our whole thing on the black party
-- that helped pave the way for the Black Panther Party. The whole
experience of the Freedom Now Party helped pave the way for the Black
Panther Party.

The BPP is only an embryonic organization. An embryonic step
toward the construction of an independent black political party.
It's not the end; it's the beginning. The BPP itself is just an or-
ganizational reflection of the radicalization of black students, .
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the radicalization of black youth. Had you not had that radicalization
among black students, the BPP would have been impossible. And the BPP
is Just one form of organizational expression of that youth radi-
calization. The BPP doesn't embrace every radicalizing youth, every
radicalizing black nationalist. And based on that, we attempt to
recruit to our organization those revolutionary black nationalists
who are beginning to deal with socialist ideas and who want to

become revolutionary socialists. The reason we can't relate to a

lot of the rank and file that the Panthers recruit is that they're
recruited simply on the basis of being nationalists. They begin

to develop some sort of an idea of sympathy for socialist ideas

as a result of the Panther Party leadership. But the Panther Party

is Just one channel through which that radicalization is going.

We expect to recruit, and we are in the process of recruiting

black militants, black nationalists who consider themselves social-
ists. So that's our perspective.

At the same time that we have this perspective, we are still
pushing the idea of the independent black party, attempting to get
out our literature, and to convince the masses of black people of
that idea. So it's a question of carrying out the task of propa-
gating the building of an independent black party but at the same
time seeing the key task of any revolutionary in this country as
the building of a multinational revolutionary Marxist party. And
that in the end will determine the question of whether any oppressed
nation is liberated in this country.

Syd Stapleton (youth national committee): I just want to say
something briefly on one point that came up: that is, I don't think
it's quite adequate to say that we have an international program
and an international party and therefore it follows that the national
sections.or fraternal groups will be homogeneous. You see, the
French section of the Fourth International is not analogous to the
N.Y. local of the SWP. Obviously there are clear differences bet-
ween different national parties. They have independent organizations
and independent leaderships, they work in the closest cooperation
in fighting a common enemy which is world imperialism, but at the
same time there are distinct national parties.

But the reason that that exists is that imperialism is un-
able to overcome some of the more reactionary aspects of capitalism.
That is, there's a French bourgeoisie, which is distinct from the
American capitalist class. That is, there's a French ruling class
that oppresses French workers in a particular way, and an American
capitalist class that oppresses American workers in a particular
way just because of the peculiarities of the geographical situatién
and because of certain national economic differences that developed
over time.

But there's no section of the American capitalist class distinc®t
from other sections that oppresses black workers. The historical .
enemy of black and white workers is an identity. It's one entity;
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it's the American ruling class. Now, I don't think that in the course
of fighting that enemy that there's any contradiction between
nationalism and an organizational unity in that struggle against

a single enemy. That is, I don't even think that nationalism is
going to be able to develop in its fullest political sense until
after the American revolution when it loses its political neces-
sity.

I think that all the points about the problems of recruitment
have been made very well, and also the point of the tremendous
gap in consciousness between black and white workers, the racism
of white workers and the problems that creates in the organization
of a multinational party.

On the tactical question of entry, that is entry of revolu-
tionary Marxists into another organization, the best way that that
can be organized, if that is the correct tactical position, is to
organize that on a national scale with the apparatus that a rev-
olutionary Marxist party is able to provide. That is, national
press, national coordination of activities, national organization
of the various political interventions that will be made from time
Yo time. It seems to me, if the time comes when we'd want to do that
type of work in the BPP, that would be the way to do it.

Summary Statements

"Wilbert A.: As far as recruitment is concerned, there might
be a problem at U. of Illinois. No one could expect me to recruit
people to the YSA at the U. of Illinois this next quarter. I couldn't
-do it last quarter. We tried last quarter; we couldn't do it. But
next quarter will be an entirely different thing. If you can re-
cruit individuals into the YSA and SWP, if the person wants to
join, we won't put any pressure on them and tell them not to Join.
That's not our business. We'll try to recruit people into the Black
Panthers the best we can. And go ahead and build the Panthers at
U. of Illinois.

This whole thing about bi-national party and national(ist)
party, I don't think is really too important. Because, when people
begin to fight for their freedom, as the development of the nation-
alist movement in this country gets larger, whether the white
working class moves or not, black people are going to move. The
-nationalist movement is going to grow. You don't have to be a
genius to see that. Just look around. These people just don't
seem to be Jjiving. And Syd said that he doesn't think the national-
ist feeling of the black community will come out until after the
_revolution. Probably after the revolution, nationalist feeling
will die down -- there'll be no need for it. I think you'll see
it before the revolution. That's what makes people fight. When
they look at the common oppressor, the capitalist. People like
Robert Browne, even. *
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It you re Marxists, you've got to be able to apply your pol-
itics, you've got to be able to organize people. If you can't do
that, forget it. If you're going to be an intellectual, and not
be able to organize people in the black community, forget it;
you're out of it. People who are black Marxists are going to have
to seriously think about that question. They're going to have to
:gseriously think about working in the BPP and around the BPP, building
a mass revolutionary nationalist party. Not only nationalist; 1

~think a large section of it will become Marxist. I'm sure of that.
And people will have to sériously think of that question. You're
not going to be able to influence nationalists by writing an arti-
cle in the Militant, and criticizing them. You're not going to
influence anybody that way. The way you're going to influence

_people is by setting the example working among them, help build
their organization. Setting the example that others can follow.

Che once said that what he considered the revolutionary party
was the party in the forefront of the struggle of the working
class. Now which party is in the forefront of the struggle of the
working class at this present time? More or less to me it's the
BPP. If you want to argue about that, I can find all types of argu-
ments to prove it. And the way I see it, I'm not against the devel-
opment of the bi-national party; if it comes about, good. It's
okay. But what I am for, right now, is to build that revolutionary

( ~nationalist party.

(If you can recruit, when mass radicalization begins to take
place, in another sectlon of the population, good and well. But at
the present time, there won't bBe any mass recruitment [to the YSA]
of black students from the campuses. And this will be more so
because of the Black Panthers in this city. Because they will tend
to recruit the best students on campus. Which will be proven in
the coming months. Then, if you recruit a few people who are fairly
goo‘i;f these people can't find an area where they can be involved
in something that is going on in the West Side, or the South Side,
with the Panthers, or any other militant organization, they will
soon drop out. Because what black people need less of, is intel-
lectuals. If we want black intellectuals, we can get some from
Northwestern, or Roosevelt, where you have a whole lot of them.
What we need is fighters.

I didn't drop out of the YSA and SWP because of pressure
from anyone. I don't make any decisions that way; I make decisions
on a political basis. I see the Panthers as being the most important
organlzatlon at the present time. And I think it should be built.
That's how I make decisions.

Ellis made a comment that we could talk about something else;
like we could talk about Chairman Mao and the cultural revolution
in China instead of the Panther Party. The reason you don't talk

(‘ about Chairman Mao is because it's not politically important to »
talk about Chairman Mao, and the cultural revolution at this time.
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Why talk about that? No one's interested in the cultural revol-
ution except a few Maoists. But what people are interested in is
the Black Panther Party. It's an important political development.
So, you write about it. That's the only reason you write about it.
People don't write @bout it because of pressure; they write about
it because it's important. That's how people make their decisions.

And as far as the campus is concerned, we hope to work fairly
close with the YSA. That'll probably be the only white organlzatlon
that we'll work fairly close with. %robably, because there's nothing
else on campus to work with. You can't work with SDS, and you cer-
tainly can't work with PL. If we can't work with YSA, we can't work
with anyone, and that'll be a whole different thing. But as far as
pressure is concerned, I don't make any decisions on that basis.
It's whether or not I see the Panthers as being important. When
I see the Panthers as reachlng the people that need to be reached,
the people that the SWP won't be able to reach for a long time.

And those are the people that black Marxists who are serious have
got to consider reeching.If you can't reach those people, then we
can forget about the revolution. ,

Richard Hill (youth national committee, branch organizer):
I think we've had a pretty full discussion and I think that what
Wilbert said at the end lays out the important differences, and
the reason why the Exec recommends that we should accept his re-

. signation from the SWP.

« The thread that's come through this discussion is the basic
disagreement over where the revolutionary leadership will be built,
over whether the building of the SWP on a consistent basis, with

" consistent work, over a period of developing struggles in the working

/K

class, whether the building of that party is the most important
task of revolutionary Marxists. It's very important and basic to
the program of the Socialist Workers Party that that difference
be clear.

Within the working class movement on a world scale there are
three main tendencies -- the Stalinists, the Social Democracy and
the Trotskyists, that is the revolutionary Marxists. Every emergent
revolutionary tendency has to consider where it stands regarding
these three main groupings And we take a very clear and principled
p051t10n on which grouping we feel is that revolutionary Marxist
grouping through which we will be able to lead the revolution in
this country. We're very clear that the SWP will be that organiza-
tion, and it's our task to build it as that organization.

All along the development of a revolutionary party differences
develop due to different evaluations and although we don't welcome
resignations, splits, and people dropping out of the party, we
recognize that these things happen. But the continuity of the party
has to go on. We hope to be able to collaborate with Wilbert and
the BPP, that's our perspectlve, and we hope that it works out. ~
" We see no reason why it shouldn't. But the differences are really



- 95 -

such that the only realistic and politically correct thing that we
can do is to accept his resignation from the party and hope to
develop collaborative relationships with him and with the BPP over
a period of time, recognizing that our perspective is to develop
revolutionary Marxist cadre within the SWP and to work closely
with any revolutionary organizations which develop.



