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THE BPRKBLEX 9AMPAIGN ... - ItS RELAT~Oti TO REGROUPWN'J: 

By Virginia Kaye 

Progremmatic and Organlza~2Dal Detests ang ContI~d1ctions 

In order to fully understand the Berkeley campaign, it 1s per
haps necessary to go into some of the background of former Ifregroup
ment t• actions 1n the San Francisco and East Bay Area. 

The group of independents with whom the party combined in the 
recent campaign were people who collaborated with us programmati
cally, against the CP ·'pro-independent" grouping that evolved from 
the Roberts' campaign, into the Independent Political Action Unity 
Conference held last summer. At the time the conference was pro
posed, the majority and leadership of the party were strongly in 
favor of extending our collaboration with the Roberts' group1ng 
around the minimum agreement of combining to defeat propOSition 18. 
The idea at this time was to preserve unity with these forces. That 
the Roberts' campaign had been a political fiasco, with the party 
pushed out of all aspects of cooperation other than the ·'dirty work" 
was generally agreed. 

However, there were only 4 of us 1nthe party at this time who 
opposed the furtherance ot this kind of confused action -- suggest
ing instead that we utilize this conference to clarify our differ
ences in pos1tion~ on "Independent Campaigns. It 

At this period a group of independents who agreed to meet with 
us in oaucus, informed us that we would lose a substantial per1pheral 
element that they had been working with, if we did not take a whole
hearted position tor socialist campaigns. This convinced the party 
leadership and such a line was followed, With results we are all 
familiar with. 

From this action we recru1ted 3 of the independents, and gained 
several more peripheral allies. It was with such forces, gained on 
such a p§s1§ that we entered the Berkeley campaign. 

A tew months before the campaign, the question of tying it in 
with an FEFC bill for Berkeley had been discussed rather warmly at 
one of our branch meetings. This discussion centered around the 
distribution of' a leaflet by our USA (United Socialist Action) com
rades at an NAACP meeting ••• projecting such an action for the 
coming campaign, and combined with propaganda against Proposition 18. 
This leaflet had been distributed with the approval of a tew of our 
comrades 1n the leadership, only. I am well aware that it 1s not 
expected that each leaflet distributed should have the approval of 
the entire branch, l2.!1t I 'Would assume that when a leaflet takes up 
the entire direction of the branch for the coming period that is to 
follow, some discussion should be held prior to the distribution. 
This was part of B. Kaye's positton relating to the leaflet. The 
rest of his position was that such an action would "cross-cut" the 
action of the trade-union and NAACP leadership who had already 
turned thumbs down tor a similar, local bill for Oakland, in prefer
ence for a state-w1de bill. B. Kaye explained that they had taken 
this pOSition because there were many rural areas in the State of 
California where such a bill could never be passed, otherwise. 
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Comrade Kaye at this time also gave a report on the history of reter
endums on the Negro question, and pointed out that such methods had 
been used time and again by reactionaries to defeat issues for civil 
rights for Negroes. He also criticized the young comrades for 
attempting to take up a question relating to trade ~~ions and the 
Negro movement without consultation with our trade-union comrades. 

Since the leatlet was drawn up by some of our newest comrades, 
at a great expense of their time and energy, the first reflex of the 
branch was to defend these comrades, regardless of anything else. 
I tended very much in this direction, at this period. However, I 
maintained that this incident reflected an organizational weakness 
of the party, locally; and the lack of trade-union direction and 
education. At my insistence, and backed by several of our other 
comrades, a trade-union conference was called and directives laid 
down for the expansion of this kind of work within the party and to 
attempt a closer integration of knowledge about this kind of work 
with the general actions of the brancho Howe~er, to this d~, the 
directives laid down have not even ~gu~ to be implemented. This 
kind of situation not only deprives our ~~~ comrades of the valuable 
experience the party has to offer 1n such a field, it allows the 
trade-union comrades to drift and try to do their best, in an 
isolated fashion -- within their unions ••• and this weakens even 
the best potential trade~union comrade. 

So, when the first USA meeting was called (two months later) 
the issue of a referendum on Negro rights, and Whether or not to 
oppose the trade-union bureaucracy in this manner, still had not been 
disoussed or clarified within the party, even though it had become 
obvious that there was a point of sharp disagreement. At that meet
ing, the entire membership unanimously endorsed the idea of running 
a full slate of socialist cand1dates, in Berkeley in particular, and 
Oakland if possible. A formulation was raised that we should do 
everything possible to make this a "model campaign. It (Sound familiar 
to the New York comrades?) Along this general line the question of 
the referendum was presented once again, only this time in an 
abstract fashion, and not yet connected with any specific issue. 
Three d1fferent possibilities were proposed: (1) on the atom bomb 
and war question; (2) on smog control; (3) on an anti-discrimination 
housing bill. The reasons for use of the referendum, at this time 
followed along this line. "USA is a new group, we have no history 
in past struggles of any kind and we need to show the masses we are 
willing to do more than just talk.," It was seen as a practical 
action which would be a stepping-stone towards a large full-blown 
socialist campaign. A vote was taken and the use of the referendum 
was passed on -- with one abstention, mine. I felt we would hurt 
and detract from the socialist campaign if we got derailed into a 
referendum action that required the gathering and processing of a 
couple of thousand sig.r.m.tureso I did not express this opinion, 
however, for I fully intended to take it up in our branch meeting 
where I was confident that both the nature of the proposed bill and 
its use woUld be d1scussed~ Over half of the members on the commit
tee subsequently elected to draw up the referendum petition were 
party comrades, and this expectation I felt was fully justified. 
Also, the fact that the program committee elected was made up of all 
party people, including mYself, led me to think that in the last 

,. 
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analysis the cooperation of the two comm1ttees would provide me with 
any opportunity I needed to express disagreement. However, things 
vlere not to work this way_ While the program committee was expected 
to work up and type no less than 10 or 15 copies of the statement of 
Principles -- with triple spacing, and with wide margins for com
men6s, corrections and disagreements -- the petition committee worked 
up their referendum and published their intention to file 1n the 
Berkeley Daily Gazette. The first thing either I or most of the 
rest of the party comrades heard about the finished product was when 
we received a mailed copy of such a published intention. This kind 
of unilateral action was justified on the basis that a "practical 
action" had !!9 cowaect.l.-P.n. with programmatic concepts, and that they 
"didn't have timet for conSUltation. 

This circumstance furnished the theoretical basis for the 
"schism" that developed between the party and the USA, later in the 
campaign. 

I maintained that since the petition called for the mayor to 
appoint a three-man commission and that since it relied on the deci
sion of the commission before court action could be instituted, that 
a definite programmatic point was at stake, namelya "Should social
ists present a bill that relied on capitalist politicians2" 

My opposition, combined with Comrade B. Kaye's more extreme 
opposition no doubt furthered the original schism into a deeper 
confUsion and contradiction. Not only was it necessary for the 
majority to defend the propositions in the petition, by increasing 
emphasis upon the "practical'· aspect of the bill, but it became 
necessary to obscure the political makeup of the organization we 
called USA. That USA relied for approximately four-fifths of its 
membership on the party directly was not discovered by the party 
comrades Who were inactive in the broader organization, until way 
late in the campaign. This reflected on most of the programmatic 
discussions. The main defense of the majority at this time was that 
we "could not expect a program from the USA to follow the lines of 
the party pr ogramo tt 

In the end result, the organization's names were used by the 
comrades interchangeably, we began to hear rumors of charges of a 
ttfront group, It and most of the time the majority comrades referred 
to USA as though it were a vast regroupment arena with a life of 
its own ••• and completely separated in its movements from the 
party comrades within it~ Many of our new comrades, by the end of 
the campaign fel t more loyalty to the weakened pro gram of the USA, 
and more loyalty to the 2Igani~~~a~fg~ of USA, than they did 
to the party. This served to disorient ~ other action of the party 
for the entire period of the campaign. Not one piece of party 
literature was sold at any time; in fact, B. Kaye· was asked not to 
distribute literature of such a nature. ~ 

Within the party, how did this reflect theoretically, and pro
grammatically? During the entire campaign~ Du!-9n~ of the majority 
comrades attempted to formulate or present a full analysis of What 
kind of program they intended to follow, or What they hoped to---
achieve I) ThE)Y could nc·t, my OPPOSition and the rapidly ensuing 
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events that tended to prove my theoretical conclusions had to be 
dealt with, and this resulted in the position of the majority becom
ing completely empirical, and completely lacking 1n any consistent 
direction or aim. They resorted to what one of the new comrades 
characterized as "ad-man slogans" and the contention tha t "proposi
tion C in its nature is so revolutionary a demand" that hair-split
ting and programmatic discussion was out of place and based on petty
bourgeois fears and sectarian beliefs. dGray is theory, but green 
is the tree of life " became a slogan that was used to push aside 
all discussion and ~1sagreements until such a time as the pet1tions 
were aotually filed. 

Towards the end of the campaign -- when I let up on my opposi
tion because it was too late to achieve any palpable results relat
ing to a change of direct10n in the campaign -- one of the majority 
comrades in an informal discussion about the reliability ot those 
within radical movements who use demagogic argumentative tactics 
stated that he wasn't "sure that such indications were always a 
basis for theoretical mistrust -- after all, hadn't the slogan that 
'everyone is against us but the people! been used as a demagogic 
device quite suocessfully wi thin the party?" 

On uece1gt of My Copy of the IntenthoQ 
10 File the Fatr HousingOrd!n!nce 

The following are comments to a comra~e who was listed as being 
on the petition committee; I addressed them to him by a letter which 
was never sent, as a result ot his rather extended vacation during 
this period. They were directed to him because at this time he was 
the only ~x~erienc~g comrade of the party on the said committee. I 
am including them, because they are the general kernel of the dis
agreements that I presented in the party at the beginning of my 
opposition. 

ttl am very much afraid that the petition, instead of serving as 
an example of exposure of capitalist control, and the real estate 
interests in Berkeley, will eventually serve as a battering ram 
against the socialists. Just WHO do you expect to support it? 
Obviously, since there has been no pressure from the minority people 
organized prior to this time, the city oouncil 1s not about to pass 
1t to keep it off the ballot. I sincerely doubt that this bill is 
strong enough, or that it does enough to take the initiative from the 
real estate interests that are represented by the mayor, that the 
Negro people ~s a whole or the NAACP will support it. MAybe the CP 
or the ADA will support it, as was suggested -- but that should not 
be our main concern. Doesn't this bill imply support to the capital
ists? How can we conSistently challenge them on the ballot with a 
socialist candidate?tt 

The opposing arguments, at this time were along these linesl 
(1) we had to form a bill that actually has a chance of ~inDlng som~ 
!YR£ort from other radica*~ __ and 11~~~ On an issue like this we 
~antt afford to be sectarian. (2) Of course you are r1ght about the 
clause giving the mayor support in the over-all picture. What you 
don't understand 1s that the bill 1s "tactically" correct at this 
time. (3) What difference does it make whether you call for a "Trade 
Union and Minority Commission" or if you call tor a mayor to appoint 
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the committee? If you called for the first, it would just be in the 
hands of the bureaucrats, anyway. (4) This is a marvelous test1nz 
,gI.QD, we are ttrunning up the flag" and we'll watch to see who 
salutes it. 

lb2 Or1Ein of the Nature of the Petition, and Attitudes About 11 
At the petition "kick-ofr" meeting, 1n introducing it to radi

cals called to its support, one of the members of USA gave its 
history as flowing from the suggestion of a pamphlet titled "Where 
Shall We Live?" This report was written by liberals and supported 
by the capitalist government Who subsidized it. It advocated that 
if any group wished to improve the rights of Negro and minority 
groups in housing, that they should form any new bills upon those 
already existing 1n other sections of the country. He reported that 
they had decided to follow this suggestion as the best way to 
approach the question of segregated housing. 

One of the new party comrades remarked that the petition had 
purposely been filed under the name of an individual, 1n order to 
t1remove the onus of being presentee by Socialists. I. He added that 
in this way, those groups who would otherwise refuse to affiliate 
with socialists, could circulate the petition under their own name. 
At this point, one of ~~~ 1ndePenderL~ 1D-YP~, corrected him -
denying that there should be any tionusu :tn the ti tle or socialist, 
but that it was felt, that dth1s action was to prevent exclusion 
of groups that might otherwise feel that we looked upon the petition 
as our exclusive province~n No member of the party attempted to 
make any such disclaimer 1 

Jhe Beginning of outside 02Bositio~_to the fetit+on ana 
How It Wa~ Reported 

At the branch meeting, the following week a report was given 
on the meeting USA had arranged with the Independent Voters of 
California (the CP's version of independent political action), where 
they had hoped to get support for the petition. He reported that 
the bill was attacked by the CP on the basis that it was sabotaging 
the efforts of the Negro movement to get Negroes elected in the 
city. During the discussion, I asked him if this was the only 
basis of attack. He rather reluctantly admitted that no, it was 
not -- and very quickly went on to say that they also attacked it 
on the basis that no strong penalty was provided for breakage of 
the law, and that the commission was appointed by the mayor. On fur
ther questioning by another comrade it was brought out that they 
had also said that they felt if the bill was defeated on the ballot, 
locally it could subvert the FEPC bill on a state-wide basis. They 
asked us in general consideration of the Negro movement in the state, 
to withdraw the petition. 

A Motion to W1thgraw th~ P~t1on from the Ballot, Temporarily 

The next branch meeting, a week later was devoted to discussion 
of these events, and the subsequent refusal of the NAACP to support 
the petition. The NAACP had indicated that if we did not withdraw 
our petition, they would publicly oppose it in the local newspapers. 
B. Kaye formed a resolution as follows, 
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"Whereas: Placing this petition on the ballot would only 
weaken the state-wide housing bill, and does not call for the 
power of control to be in the hands of workers, regardless of their 
race; 

"Whereas: This petition excludes any possibility for the 
forming of protest committees, comprised of workers, students, 
liberals, small business people, etc. 

"Whereas: Section 4 of the petition reveals the ineffectiveness 
of the ordinance, as follows, tThere is hereby created a commission 
on equality in housing to consist of three persons APPOINTED BY THE 
MAYOR and to SERVE AT HIS PLEASURE. The members of the commission 
shall serve without compensation but shall be entitled to reimburse
ment of their necessary expenditures.' 

"Therefore be it resolvedl That an open letter be sent to each 
signer to review this petition in an open meeting, and that the 
labor movement, NAACP, St~ and other organizations be invited to 
speak for and against the reason why a housing ordinance in Berkeley 
at this time is or is not vislble e 

"And Be It Further Resolved: That the filing of this petition 
be held up until such a meeting has been called'and all issues 
clar1fied. tI 

This resolution was overwhelmingly voted down, whereupon I 
asked for the floor, and presented my position. Even though I 
pretty fully outlined my differences with B. Kaye, most of the com
rades took our position as one, and did not even bother to vote my 
position down. They introduced a motion instead to declare full 
support for the actions of the USA to date and let the question of 
whether or not to file the petitions quietly die~ 

Pos.!tion Presented at Brench Meetipg,Januayy 29, 1959.11Y_Virgin1a 
KaYe 

We are oompletely obligated this evening to find the answer to 
two main problems. (1) The most effective method to preserve and 
strengthen the enthusiasm and potential of our recently acquired 
members and periphery in the USA, who have thrown their energies, 
ability and time whole-heartedly into the petition campaign. (2) The 
methods whereby we can turn the negative aspects of the campaign into 
affirmative action, not ~~~~ for the party and the USA, but for the 
liegro struggl§ in the state as well. 

There is a9th!p~ in the content of the two main positions in the 
party that could begin to cope with either of these two questions. 
The first position 1s saying (the majority) We made no mistakes, 
Whatsoever, the opposition we are experiencing is to be expected, why 
let it bother us? The second position is saying (B. Kaye) We made a 
terrible mistake, let's admit it to ourselves and the public at 
large, and withdraw the petition before we're defeated and harm the 
Negro struggle on a state-wide basis. 

In essence, these are both defeatist attitudes since they both 
refute the necessity to cope with the opposition we have received o 
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I would like to present a third position, one which says: Cer
tain mistakes were made, let's correct them, not by simply admitting 
them but by taking the results of the criticisms, i.e., the criti
cisms of the petition, and utilizing them to our best advantage in 
formulating further positive action. 

One thing most of us have become thoroughly convinced of 1s 
that it was a mistake to expect support from (1) liberals, (2) the 
trade union and Negro leadership, (3) other radical organizations 
without first approaohing them. It 1s doubtful if we ~t would have 
received their support anyway, but there is a definite feeling among 
some of us that at least we should have absolved ourselves of the 
guilt of D.~lect in this direction. 

There is also the tactical question of whether it is correct 
for socialists to try directly to take action into their own hands 
on reform issues instead of acting as a pressure group. This is a 
question that depends for its answer g1rectJ~ upon the weighing of 
the relationship of forces. We neglected to take time to weigh 
eur forces. (Note: At petition kick-orf meeting, someone asked 
what percentage of the people in Berkeley were Negro people, and no 
one could answer him.) We must ask ourselves if it is correct to 
place at the disposal of an entire communIty the well-being of a 
group of people, and reveal to the reactionary forces the weakness 
of numbers in the minority and radical groups by counting them up 
ballot-wise, on s~~~_an jJUL~. We must keep in mind the rather 
larger appearing effect such groups have as a result of their deter
mination and militancy when acting as pressure groups. The referen
dum slogan was originally intended (as used by radicals) to expose 
and reveal the unwillingness of the bourgeois forces to grant full 
democracy, D2t to expose the numerical weakness of minority groups$ 
Some of our comrades have completely neglected to remember or point 
this out. 

However, we have engaged ourselves in this battle. In my opin
ion to admit at large that we have made a tactical error and with
draw the petition is nothing but a before-hand admission of what 
would be proved by seeing the ballot through without a constructive 
program. Either of these two ways lies a victory for the bourgeois 
forces and their tail-enders. (NAACP leadership, IVC, and the trade
union bureaucrats.) 

In my mind there is no question of cha.nge of ~tli_Q.D, to turn 
back now would be the worst kind of political defeatism. ~t can ~~ 
,ghgngEiS is cur po11tice.l position, or program; on what we expect to 
achieve through and by this action. If we can ~ery quickly mobilize 
our publicity (leaflets, interviews, and press releases) to present 
our action as an attempt to give the people involved in this issue, 
~e1r ~~ ~- and as an attempt to mobilize pressure and protests 
against groups who do nothing but promise action in the "sweet bye 
and bye;1t if we can utilize our position to expose the phony charges 
of the conservative leaderships, we will have achieved the most 
essential tasks of a socialist cadre. I have been made aware of a 
feeling amongst newer comrades which says: "We don 1 t want to do 
things which have always been done just for the sake of tradition. 
We want to act -- to do, now pI But beror~ we reject tradition too 
strongly, let's see what it has to say_ Page 14 of the Death Agony 
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of Capitalism says: "If it be criminal to 1YIn on~ts pack on ma!! 
organlz~tion§ for the sake of lostering sectarlan1ctions, it is no 
less so to passively tol~rate subordination of the revolutlonary 
mass movement to the control of openly reactionary or thinly dis
guised conservative (progressive) bureaucratic cliques." 

Realizing fully that there is no revolutlonsrI m§s§ movement 
involved in Berkeley, we must still be aware that nationally and 
internationally we are seeing a militant rising of the Negro working 
class. If we can in our campaign bring into an open arena and 
extend the protests and pressure of the Negro working people of 
Berkeley to the point where they enter the general struggle at large, 
~ at the same time solidify our contacts with this struggle, we 
will have achieved a great deal. 

We have at our finger-tips an opportunity (if handled correctly) 
to expose the political features of first the landlords, then the 
tailist tactics of the CP, and third the real lack of concern of con
servative leaderships in involving the rank and file in activities 
affecting them. 

This could be done on one level Simply by inviting officials of 
the trade unions and the NAACP to an open meeting to debate with us 
the question of "Protests and state Legislative Action -- Does One 
Exclude the other?" -- and by presenting our petition campaign to 
the people of Berkeley as a vehicle to use as a protest against dis
criminatory methods and practices. If presented in this light then 
the question of a wiDning ypte becomes secondary and the petition 
campaign can become an affirmative method ot organizing pressure on 
an important question by socialists Who spoke when others chose to 
be silent. 

The point may be made -- "Is it honest or r1ght for us to 'coveT 
up' our mistakes 1n this manner, instead of making a general admis
sion at large; aren't we committing the cardinal sin of the Stalin
ists? U 

In answering this question, I want to emphasize that the cardin
al sin of the Stalinists was 1n refusing to §droit to thems~lve§ when 
they miscalculated or were using the wrong program, and in clinging 
always to their original positions, even when it meant the political 
injury of the working class, or of the seotion of radicals involved 
in the part1c~lar struggle. 

The main concern of socialists must always be the political 
consciousness and ability of their allies and ranks and how to most 
effeotively advance their desire and ability to struggle. 

To ask either the USA or the NegrQ people Who have Signed the 
petitions to admit they tlhave made a mistake" is to completely des
troy their faith in their abi11ty to struggle, but on the other hand, 
to tell them that everything is rosy and that the charges of the 
NAACP "mean nothingn is to prepare them for the slaughter political
ly. 

What we ~ do 1s point out to them how they can most effective 
1y continue the struggle they have become engaged in, and look for 
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the most ~Q§1t1ve measures that are to be found. In this path 
alone lies even a minimum of success. 

AIgum~nts Pr~sented Against My Position at ibis Meeting 

We're doing what everyone else refuses to do, we are going to 
the people. 

It seems that everyone is against us but the people. 

Since when do socialists not use the ballot? It's the main 
consideration in this period -- independent political action~ Since 
when do they rely on petty-bourgeois pressure groups and lobbying? 

We're involved in the highest form of regroupment in this 
area, itts not just a propaganda and educational campaign; but 
we're tying it in with a practical action. 

We haven't even seen the real enemy yet! 

We discussed the possibility of NAACP opposition, now that 1t t s 
come up, why let it bother us? 

The NAACP will have to think twice before they oppose a bill 
of this r~ture -- it would put them in a pretty bad position to 
publish a blast against us. It's pretty obvious their threat 1s 
nothing but intimidation. 

They use the argument against us that it's not strong enough, 
that it will endanger the state bill on FEPC if it fails. These are 
not the real Concerns of the "running boys" being sent to plead with 
us. They want Pat Brct'ln and the state Democratic Party to get the 
credit. Win, lose, or draw, we're on the map I It will make the 
party. Q • we're the first ones to try such a thing; and we'll win 
nothing but respect by sticking to our guns. 

If we call an open meeting we'll just be asking for defeat. 
With the strength of the NA.ACP ieadership against us, we'd be politi
cally slaughtered. They're just trying to intimidate us, When the 
petition is filed they won't have much choice -- they'll have to sup
port it~ 

~a.t Happened to the Prog~a.m..QQ...ID!P111~ 

One week after I first presented my position to the branch I 
submitted a letter of reSignation (from the USA) to the local branch 
meeting, for a decision as to whether its presentation to the USA 
would constitute a breach of disc1plinee I aJ.so must admit that 
the letter was conceived of as a device to bring to the attention 
of the party branch as a whole the realization of what the true 
composition of membership in the USA was. By this time participation 
of independents in the ttpetition committee," which suddenly became a 
"steering committee," had dwindled to four or five people. That I 
speak of having to use devices in presenting my position to the 
branch speaks for itself. Even then, this attempt failed to do what 
I had intended. The statement was'given the last point on the 
agenda, and having to leave the branch early due to a time limit on 
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my baby-sitter I left the statement 1n the hands of the chairman. 
I was informed the next day that the branch had decided that I 
should not turn the statement over to the USA as it might be con
sidered disruptive. When I asked what the branch thought of my 
reasons for such a resignation I was told that tlit was so late we 
didn't bother to read it aloud ••• we just stated that you had 
turned in a resignation." 

The comrades solved the problem of my resignation by agreeing 
to vote all former committees out of existence at the next general 
membership meeting, and forming a new ypA cam~ign commltteee 

!be Deyelo~pt of~-p~Jl1t b~tween tq~ractical Action v~ 
thg SQcia!~§t Campaign_ .Was ~t lD~ent from the beginning? 

In the first USA election meeting, the use of the referendum 
was posed as an integral part of the campaign, and as a "stepping
stone" to a wider socialist campaign. However, as you have seen 
this attitude did not last long, either in our periphery or in the 
party. Within the first month of our campaign the "dUlll nature" of 
the campaign began to develop until at the height of the campaign 
the question arose, "Should we run socialist candidates2t1 This 
theoretical discussion that developed in my opinion was the direct 
result and reflection of trying to combine "Practical Actions,tt 
1.e., actions divorced from the general realm of socialist or 
"class line" propaganda, with the kind of educational work that we 
usually attempt in our socialist campaignsw The majority comrades 
will argue that these two kind of actions are ~~~ mutuallY antagon
istic and that transitional demands must be considered as well as 
the :tlonger range party program;U but I believe the very form and 
nature that the campaign eventually took 1s proof positive that 
these two kind of actions socialists engage in cannot be successfully 
"combined tt into one category. 

In the first place, letts see how much of a transitional pro
gram the use of the referendum 1n this particular context -- that 
is related to the Negro struggle for equality -- really was. My 
understanding of a transitional program is one which does not raise 
the full demand of a change to socialism, but provides a road 
through the deepening of class contradictions for the working class 
to advance towards this end. In suoh a light do we see the demand 
for a Labor Party, the Open the Books slogan, the Withdrawal of 
Troops slogan, etc. 

How dId the newer comrades reach the conclusion (or confusion) 
that a practical bourgeois reform action was a transitional demand? 
Simply by lifting one solution or slogan -- "the referendum slogan tt 

-- from its entire context, that is in connection with capitalist 
wars and letting the working class decide its own fate rather than 
being drafted into fighting for the boss class where it g~ have a 
"class linett content; Clnd applying it haphazardly to the Negro 
question. Applied in this manner, not only does the slogan lose its 
class line content, but it succeeds in uraising" the entire problem 
of Negro rights to a "special category'· and pulls it out of the 
general context of an "entire working-class struggle." I think it 
is significant that n~t cn~ in the campaign was the Negro struggle 
presented 1n the light of pertaining to the general struggle of 
organized labor or the working class to exist in a solidified form. 
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As a result of this kind of revisionism many theoretical mis
understandings developed around the question of the referandum 
slogan and its use. One of our newly recruited comrades commented 
that the essential aim behind the use of the slogan was the "further
ing of democracy, tt and that he didn't think that soci a1 is ts as 
principled people should use it only in cases where they thought 
they could win. 

This is a bowing to the kind of upure democracy" that Kautsky 
proposed in his rout to the bourgeoisie in pre-revolutionary days 
in Russia. Lenin's answer to this kind of approach within h~ 
party was that there could not be any "pure democracy" so long as 
a society based on class struggle or domination ~1stgg. 

It was the complete lack of such an understanding that led 
these comrades into a statement on the leaflet OPPOSing the NAACP 
arguments that taWe should further like to go on record at this time 
as reaffirming our conviction that the initiative procedure is 
one of the mainstaX§_of the democratic process and a preoious part 
of our heritage from the ,gemocratlc struggles of the past." 

That this kind of approach contains within it a tltrap, It has 
been proved by the recent filing by reactionary NAM forces for an 
initiative procedure to defeat the state-wide FEPC bill 1n Californ
ia. Are the comrades going to be able to say in this instance that 
the initiative 1s none of the mainstays of a democratic process?" 
Such a ttblanket approach" to even the Itpractical" problems of the 
day completely denies the class struggle involved in a capitalist 
system and obscures once and for all the question of I'Democracy, for 
who?tt -

In the end result, the belief that the ttreferendum slogan" was 
inherently and in ;J.t§ own pure context a t1profoundly revolutionary 
demand" led the comrades into formulating a petition which called 
for a "commission to be seleoted by tAe mayor, and to serve at hiS 
l?,leasut.sl. ... 

The circumstance that was shocking to me, was not that new 
comrades could "misunderstand It a revolutionary program, but that 
long time membe~s of the~tx leadership could support and sefend 
them theoretically in this misbelief! 

In the slogan that evolved during the campaign, f'Everyone is 
against us but the people," it was almost made to appear that those 
who supported the petition were rallying around the "referendum 
sloganft rather than a bourgeois reformist demand. 

Once again, it was proved that this was not so in the course 
of the campa1Rn itself when a few of our party comrades raised 
the question Do we dare risk the impression that we raised this 
issue to merely pave the way for a socialist candidate?" 

Art Sharon in his ULetter from San Francisco" posed the 
opposition received fr·:,m radicals as "The wriggling of radicals 
influenced by the CP, ;;P-SDF linen who couldn't stand "the thought 
of having to take a public stand at variance with the strategy of the 
NAACP and so-called friends of labor." 
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He obviously, however, could not go into the "Wriggling of 
Radicals tl influenced by the CP-SP-SDF I1ne against the running of 
socialist candidates in connection with Proposition C. This 
wriggl1ng was so intense that an entire expanded executive committee 
meeting, ~ a special-called meeting of the joint party branches in 
the area was required to settle the question of running ~ candidate 
in Berkeley. (The original proposition was to run a full slate in 
both Berkeley and Oakland.) Not only was this so, but three of 
our comrades had been so affected as to ask for a release of party 
discipline on this questionl We also during these meetings found 
comrades saying that "no principle was involved in the rurming of 
socialist candidates -- the principle was in n2~ supporting capital
ist candidates; and that ttso long as the regroupm!mLll-W of gather
ing a periphery was served through the 'Practical Action,' no 
principle was involved in the running a socialist candidate. n Last 
but not least, one of our NC members in the area said that as long 
as "an essentially revolutionary demand had been raised by the use 
of the referendum slogan, there was no principle involved in running 
a candidate." 

As far as the principle involved in n~ supporting capitalists, 
this too was later brought into question through and by the ttlogic 
of the practical action. tt A question was raised of critically sup
porting both Roy Nichols and Bob Martinson, on the ~is of their 
~]port t~Propos~~~LL~~. The question of support to Roy Nichols, 
2-Democr~~~c par~ cand1date, was raised on the basis of the CP's 
approach of "electing a Negro candidate," and the possibility that 
he might support Proposi t:i_on C 1 There was quite a bit of talk about 
there being "special cases l1 by some of our comrades where one could 
support such candidates. This position was brought to a screaming 
halt when our candidate said he "could not see himself supporting a 
capitalist candidate while running as a socialist,," 

Since the USA candidate had agreed to run only on the basis that 
he felt Proposition C needed one of the Berkeley candidate's !1!ll 
support, it was decided to let this question drop, lest he withdraw. 

Furthermore, the comrades and USA independents had become so 
involved 1n the campaign a~ound Proposition C that M. Syreck was 
forced by lack of help to act as his own Program Manager -- even to 
the extent of writing his own platform and mimeographing his own 
leaflets 1 

The entire process aw~y from socialist campaigns and towards 
"practical actions" was cul.minated in the summation report of the 
Berkeley campaign .. - when the reporter stated that I1he thought it 
would be a mistake to judge the campaign in terms of the 'longer 
range party program;'" and that although we Ifdid not talk to as 
many people in general about socialism, we talked to more people 
that heard us~n I would not say that this is an unusual phenomena 
in this day and age -- the CP lays claim to this special advantage 
every day of the week, and twice on Sunday! 

That the projected USA program for the future includes another 
ttpractical action't around the possibility of a referendum on rein
stituting the ward system, Uto insure election of Negro candidates tt 

is not just the dialectic logic of a departure from a f'class line" 
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program. It is also the reflection of the charges of the CP issued 
at the end of the campaign, ·'that Proposition C on the ballot served 
to solidify and strengthen the racist vote, and waS responsible for 
defeat of Negro candidates." 

Now, some of the party leadership is concerned with the basic 
differences evolving between the independents in USA and the party. 
That these differences were given soil and impetus for growth by 
the initiation of a "practical action" into the campaign by party 
comrades has not been deduced. That this periphery has steadily 
grown ~ from us, programmatically during the campaign, has not 
been recognized. The fact that our in~l winu;ng of these people 
to us was on the basis of agreement in running socialist candidates 
has been forgotten! The ttsuccess " of Proposition C in "raising city
wide attention" has convinced almost the entire periphery we won 
to us during the regroupment period of the CP program of the impor
tance of issue~ vs. socialist campaigns. This attitude extends even 
to some of our recently recruited comrades in the party who maintain 
that "the bourgeoisie sees our purely educational socialist cam
paigns as 'paper tiger' campaigns -- as opposed to those containing 
direct challenges." 

That this is not so can be proved by comparing the New York 
"educational campaign" with the Berkeley campaign as far as the re
action of the bourgeoisie was concerned. An extended attempt was 
made in New York to derail the ISP from the ballot, while 1n Berkeley 
the comrades actually had to attempt to pose the passing of Proposi
tion C as the duty and responsibility of the city council in order 
to ~§e their over-wil~i~D&Ss to ~efer this i~iL~to the-Iefer
~, where the council was certain it could be defeated and thus 
let them off the hook of having to do anything about desegregated 
hous1ng~ 

21lla.t Do SociaJ..i:lts Me an.. by "Pra.stical;...Ac~i2ns1t alli! How Are They 
Ap~lied? H.,pw "Practical n Was TbJu.articular App.11c§ltJ..gn? 

Perhaps before I start off, it would be pertinent to the dis
cussion to advance a definition to the term "practical." Webster's 
dictionary says that it "pertains to action or use -- useful. 
Capable of applying knowledge or theory to practice. ,t As used in 
the socialist sense I would assume that it meant any action useful 
to the working class or socialists. Note comrades, there Is no 
mention in either of these statements relating the term practical to 
a status-quo situation; and yet this is t~e coloration the term had 
throughout the entire camp:llgn. I should [-l.!)pe tha t we would most of 
us know by now that the entire capitalist ~1{stem is based on a whole 
series of "impractical ,. hypotheses. Irhis raises the question within 
such a context of "How practical for socialists are practical 
actions~t1 

Not one word has been said in the summation of the campaign 
around Proposition C about its end results for the Negro people, 
or how it served to advance socialist ideas. 0 • but let's look on 
the other side of the question and see how practical it was for the 
bourgeois forces. 

I contend that Proposition C provided the NAM, as well as 
socialists, with a "testing ground'· in California, by which they 
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could determine the probable results at this time of a referendum 
action on Negroes rights. 

Did the campaign through exposing the bureaucratic cliques of 
the trade unions and the NAACP in their opposition to Proposition 
C destroy/ confidence in these elements? I contend tha t in the long 
run not only did it fail in this respect, but that it actually 
succeeded in giving these elements a ttback-handed" support. The 
weaknesses and defaults of the bill (being originally copied from 
a bourgeois bill in Net·! York) gave such elements -,- more than suffi
cient excuses for not supporting it, and served to obscure all 
the real i.§§..ll~ atsta.J:<:~. This is the first time to my knowledge, 
since I have been in the party, that ~~e CP has actually been given 
the grounds to point to the weakness of any proposal of our party. 
Whether or not these grounds were excuses is relatively unimportant 
to me -- what ~ seem important, however, is that these excuses 
were "built inH in Proposition C, and were there free for the taking. 
If the majority comrades were to be completely frank about these 
weaknesses, they would admit that they really thought at the begin
ning that such a "11beral't formation of the bill would nn them 
support from these sources. Some of their earlier statements (in
cluded in another section of the bulletin) will support this state
ment of mine. 

The NAACP followed suit, close on the heels of the CP with 
j;h~ arguments. In an Oakland Tribune article of Jan. 25, 1959, 
titled, "NAACP Denounces Petition Opposing Discrimination,t1 is the 
statement that the nNAACP legislative program calls for a well p1an-
.ned and organi~e..9-=tair hous~ng 1~~tt to be submitted before the 
California 1egislature~ Then, 'The Berkeley NAACP reaffirmed the 
organization's opposition to discrimination. ~ • in all h0'\!SW, ng1 
~~ely in mHltip~~~el~~, but considers the petition to be poorly 
prepared and seriously questions the political integrity and wisdom 
of the United SOCialist Action in this presentation." 

As far as the petition being poorly prepared, it is obvious 
when I am forced to explain that in copying and changing some of 
the New York Isaac-Sharkey bill, the comrades forgot to change the 
title of the bl1l, thus leaving a contradiction between the title 
and the text. 

When the USA issued a leaflet to answer these charges, and stated 
that "Proposition C is taken almost word for word from the Isaacs
Sharkey-Brown bill which is now in effect in New York City," and that 
"The New York Bill was supported by the NAACP in New York ••• and it 
is difficult to understand the opposition of the regional office 
here to a virtually identical bill;1t they were pretty well satisfied 
that they had exposed the NAACP~s opposition as being based on a 
phony excuse. It never occurred to the comrades that at the same 
time they were relying for !-l]~ir own baw. on the approach tha t such 
status-quo bills initiated by the very forces they were ttexposing" 
were perfectly valid and effective! Comrades, I ask you, how can 
you expose a bureaucratic clique at the same time you support their 
very "expressions of weakness," that is, their programs and solu
tions? 

Such exposures that have their basis in the po11tical ignorance 
of the people using and making them, seem to me to be perfectly Use-
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less. (Or perhaps they hoped others were ignorant enough to accept 
them. ) 

I maintain that the clinging of the NAACP to the bill in the 
state Legislature made them appear (at least to the non-dialectic 
approach of the mass of the working class) to be actually supporting 
a stronger bill. The Negro people today do not care ~ a bill is 
presented or ~ho as 19n9.as it serves tqe1r demands and needs 1 
The only answer to this situation is that ~f ~ expect to gain their 
support on an action, while opposing their bureaucratic and liberal 
leadership, we better make sure we have something to offer that 1s 
more than It just as good. It 

Most pathetic of all, the position the comrades have taken 1n 
the USA campaign has very effectively disposed of any possibility of 
them participating 1n the probable future state-wide labor and NAACP 
struggle against the NAM referendum. They even stumble over their 
own phrases when mentioning this referendum among themselves. Taking 
as a starting point their obvious discomfort on this issue, I cannot 
foresee them Ucourageously and enthusiastically" entering this gener
al class struggle issue; from which they excluded themselves for the 
sake of a "practical action,," 

I believe that the proofs are sufficient to support my conten
tion that the campaign was centered around a Itbourgeois reformist 
demand." What cannot be proved W. is my contention that this 
campaign ended in a set-back for socialists and the Negro struggle 
1n the State of California. Perhaps some of the comrades feel that 
the strength of such struggles does not 1n the last analysis depend 
upon the advance or retreat of a socialist movement -- given the 
general isolation of ra.dical movements. If this is so, I maintain 
this is the kind of "sloppy'· atti tude about the role of socialists 
that leads to the loss of confidence in socialist ideas. That 
working-class struggles can be immeasurably strengthened by the 
successful intervention of socialists with a co~rect program has been 
proved by the party time and time again. 

}ih.at Is My ratQs1t1QI1? 

My position as well as B. Kaye's has been characterized at 
times as being empirical, pragmatic, and last but not least that of 
a petty-bourgeois sectarian. It has been called empirical because 
it demanded an an3wer to the nature of the Negro struggle in the 
state of California, its form and strength of organization, and how 
our campaign on Proposition C affected ito It has been called prag
matic because I w~ai~ga.frQm ~~~~nn!P.~ that the petitions' 
obvious weaknesses and short-comings would defeat 1t; and because 
these were seized upon by the Communist Party and the bureaucrats 
of various organizations 1n the course of their opposition, the 
"similarity of charges tt has been used to relegate my position to a 
ftstus of "petty bourgeois" and of "up-holding of such cliques." 
TtJhen I speak of the necessity of adhering to a S9S:!Ja.J..ist lffogr'W, 
as opposed to the concept of "practical demonstrations of socialist 
beliefs (as they have manifested themselves in this area) I shall 
have committed the unalterable sin of contracting I'the disease of 
sectarianism, which this campaign above all made clear. tt 
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But since I am already sectarian enough to maintain that Lenin 
was successful in outlining organizational and programmatic concepts 
Which cqn be used today; and insist that theoretical analysis is 
indispensable to correct action, I somehow or another reel that I 
can make my way through this maze of characterizations to at least 
a semblance of reality (which is after all What Marxist theoretical 
analysis attempts). When the comrades of the majority are ready to 
climb down from their tlmore revolutionary concepts" and phraseology, 
we can begin to discuss future actions with some direction inherent 
1n them from the beginning and expect to be advancing 1n that direc
tion when we are finished. 

First in the line of reality should have been a discussion of 
whether the Negro people of this state and at this time could afford 
to cut themselves off from the support of the organized Negro and 
labor movements, ang d~pend on the good natur~ and advanced conscious
ness of the liberals? were they organized and ready to move in ~ 
degree, such as they were in the Montgomery boycott situation, or 
in Little Rock; for it 1s such organization and m9yement that affects 
the winning of liberals, and not the f0tma~*on of a liberal bill. 
Were we ready and able to challenge or expose the Ieal estate ~nter
~§ts 12ropagapda? And last but not least, was there any reality in 
the charge that such a referendum tactic had generally been used by 
reactionaries to deteat civil rights issues, and that such a move 
if used (no matter how good intentioned) at this time could provide 
a stepping-stone to the defeat of similar state bills? 

These issues when discussed at all were cloaked with revolution
ary phrases and justifications without the majority ever once facing 
them squarely or directly. They see the amount of opposition rolled 
up against Proposition C as proof of its effectiveness and revolu
tionary content. Let's examine this contention a little more close
ly. Isn't it part of a role of a bureaucrat to ride militant pres
sure from below and take original propositions and distort them into 
their own use and purpose? One of the young comrades maintains that 
the Berkeley chapter of the NAACP wanted to support Proposition C 
and that their leadership "wouldn't let them." I~ the pressure was 
really very strong for support, it would be a historical phenomena 
if the leadership did not reflect such pressure at least by some 
small "lip service." We saw no such reflection. Would the bureau
crats risk the loss of support of the mass of their organizations by 
opposition to an action that was "so fundamentally correct that it 
was too hot to handle?" Is it not to the advantage of the bureau
crats to havethe1r rank and file split on the question of how to 
effect reform measures, does this not give them an excuse to get off 
the nhQok of aotion"~ 

To me, it seemed to be a real essential weakness of the campaign 
to observe that when the Ureal enemy,tt i.e., the real estate forces, 
finally came out of their holes with propaganda and billboard mes
sages that not one leaflet, one speech, or one action was devoted to 
their opposition 1 The comrades were too busy dispelling the argu
ments of the other radical forces, and the NAACP 1 Some of the real 
estate interests arguments would have led directly into our ~ 
transitional progrflm planks, such as the ttOpen the books" slogan -
in opposition to the claim that such a b1ll would raise taxes and 
destroy property values. This was a perfect opportunity to apply 
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"practically" the socialist program and ideas. However, this kind 
of practicality was completely overlooked. 

This brings us to the question of when and how do you attack 
the bureaucratic cliques for their class-collaaora1i2nist politics? 
Do you choose a time or an instance when they have been !Q~~ by 
their ranks to give some small consideration to the need for bills 
for their benefit? Also which actions of the state do you oppose 
as socialists? When it is sO-difficult to push the Democratic 
Party and bureaucratic cliques towards any action, do you devise 
means to ttcut off credit" of these forces for their "lip-service 
actions,tt or do we cr~tlcsJlI support their aotions, and show the 
working class and masses by ~res§D~ing a stronger~rogra~for tbe~ 
~, that the bureaucratic forces are incapable of adopting the cor
rect solutions because the slass inter~sts they serve are not com
patible with any real solutions, for a~ section of the working-class 
problems. Do we oppose the bureaucrats from outside of their organ
izations by opposing them on their o~ gtgynds, i,e., through 
bourgeois reform politics, and attempting to replace our pressure 
alone for that of the working class in general? Which is stronger, 
the isolated "reform action" of a group of radicals, and their 
relatively limited supporters or the pressure, protest and movement 
of large sections of the working Class~ Contrast the growing demand 
for 30-40 in the strength of its sweep and support to that of the 
program of the bureaucratic cliques, and the question 1s answered. 
Does not the ttisolated·t action of socialists gain ten fold in 
strength when they oppose their §tron~er Erogram~ to the weaker ones 
of the bureaucracies? 

Some of the answers to the foregoing questions would seem to 
have been answered by the entire nature of the campaign and the 
split of the vote of the Negro people against themselves. We would 
think that the fact that the comrade~ awareness of the splitting of 
the radical, liberal and Negro forces on this question would call 
to light some reexamination of their entire action and its validity. 
Instead they speak proudly of the separa tion of the "sheep from the 
goats o " This does not seem to me to be the advantage that some of 
the majority comrades contend. They forgot one given condition that 
you must have before you can afford to engage in such splitting 
actions, the revolutiQJlary movement of tbe working ~lass and t~ 
gisintegrat19n and fall~g apatt of th~ Qourgeoisie. 

During the campaign, there was quite a bit of talk about the 
success of USA in intervening and providing to a large section of 
the working class the "leadership" with their tlreferendum movement." 
How can some of our leadership forget the basic Marxist premise that 
there is no AYicker wa:/. to lose the "confidence of the masses" than 
to lead them into an isolated struggle that they have no possible 
hope of winning; that their confidence must be won on the basis of 
a correct program of action that will serve their needs a~d d§ID~ds. 

At the summing up conference held between the branches, however, 
such considerations were quickly passed over. One of our comrades 
said that the most important thing about nProposition Cit and the 
campaign around it was the "gaining and solidification of a new cadre 
for the party." I would be the last one to sneer at such a con
Sideration, if it is t.~11Y tru~. If I am correct in my analysis 
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however, even this will prove to be an exaggerati~n. Another com
rade said the main value of the campaign was to highlight the 
"disease of sectarianism that this campaign above all made clear." 

Even the main report of the campaign, in many respects, although 
it was calculated to gloss over the contradictions and weaknesses 
of the entire action served instead to highlight them. 

The reporter said that when they chose the housing issue, they 
didntt completely realize its significance, and that they chose it 
"almost casually.,tt He nforgot" the name of the Program committee 
set up in the beginning that So quickly became superflous w.hen all 
attention was delegated to the practical aspects of the campaign. 
There was no evaluation given of the Syreck campaign, nor of the 
disparity between the rather larger vote that Martinson (also run
ning as a SOCialist) received; no ~~untary evaluation of the dis
parity between the R·:>y Nichols vote (which I consider to be pro
Negro) and the Proposition C vote. \~en I asked how wide the percen
tage differences were, the question was ttmisunderstood tt and quickly 
passed over. 

On the Propos1tion itself the reporter said that if we had 
ttset any kind of conditions" on the entry of other forces into the 
campaign (such as printing the petition under the name of USA?) that 
then we would have been gumlty of the worst kind of sectarianism. 
Evidently the fear of this J~ipd of mistake prompted h~, too, When 
he said that he thought 1 t ",·ould be a serious mistake to "determine 
the significance of the campaign in terms of the longer ra~ge party 
program. It 

I would like to know w~at terms c~ be used? Evidently neither 
!peir own or!ginal hypot~~~ nor that of the minority opposition 
seem valid. 

Some of the majority comrades in this area may feel that I am 
being too harsh or polemical in my approach to the campaign, and in 
my criticism of our newer comrades. I would like to point out that 
I would not feel that such a position was necessary if I saw ~ny 
~viden;~ of the local leadership attempting a milder approach to 
these new comrades to convin.ce them of the validity of the party 
program as opposed to more general misconcepts. That they have 
instead ~~rag~1 them in the m1sconcepts, and fought tooth and 
nail against even the mildest kind of OPPosl.tion, has made me feel 
that I cannot in any !~ta~~. maintain any other kind of position. 
To do so would be a complete negation of my conviction that the 
Ar1marz role of the party is the education of a '~,,-q!9.t1onary cadre" 
which will be capable of leading a working class rise to power • 

.!he CamJ2a ign I s Rt11~ t lop. to ''Re,Kt.o ... l!PJD,~qt. tt 

I think perhaps one of the reasons that the entire regroupment 
period and actions have been so fraught with misunderstandings is 
that in each area -~ given the different compositions of the branches 
to begin with and the difference in periphery available, it has 
become ne?essary to subject our basl~r~~~~men't~lS~q~ that we began 
with to d~frerent interpretations and applications. However, 
throughout the entire national area there have been a few predominant 
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patterns that stood out, at least in my view, that I think we 
should review in our coming convention. 

One of the burning questions throughout the last year has been 
tlHow are we to tell the difference between Rrogrammat1q and 
.act!cal concessions?t1 

In relationship to this question, it would be a serious theore
tical mistake to approach our actions and program throughout the 
last two years only 1n the light of "What has been accomplished," 
without looking at what our program and perspectives were when they 
were adopted at our 1957 convention. The important thing to me is 
not hg~~~q of our aims and perspectives were accomplished, but 
rather the question of "To what extent did we orient ourselves 
around the ~~~, not ~l~ of the 1957 program?" Is our ~irection 
as well as our movement today fundamentally the same as it was two 
years ago, and if not why? What should be the decisive factors in 
determining whether or not we are moving into a Uliquidationist" or 
rightward policy: 

It seems to me that some good guiding lines to use are (l) the 
organizational strength and cohesiveness of the party, (2) the total 
effect we have had upon those we have been working with in the 
regroupment area, (3) the extent to which we have been able, 
through .s..,orrect ana.1vs!s_of e~nts and oqr r~~tionL~ th~, to 
raise the theoretical level of the ranks of the party. 

Another task before us 1n the immediate discussion that seems 
very important to me 1s an evaluation of What the ~~al ro~ of a 
revolutionary party consists, for there is always the ever-present 
danger that comrades through"enthusiasm and effort to achieve a 
~emp~y,_tactical !!~ (and this is essentially What the regroup
ment concept is) tend to make of it an integral part of principle 
and program. Such confusion can very easily disintegrate and dis
orient the ranks of any party if they ar~.ot compl~tely clear on 
suc;h a gu~§.U21l. So it was that locally the "tacticn of regroupment, 
,..,hieh was to be an attempt to gather all the ttshaken" revoluti:Jnary 
forces in movement into a single arena~ in order to achieve the AIM 
and OBJECTIVE of the t11deological destruction of the Communist 
Party,tt became over a period of time the aim itself -- with the 
original objective displaced and forgotten. As a result some of 
the comrades today present the aim as though it was to replace the 
Communist Party -- ~r~anizationall~, firsto 

I don't know exactly how the review of regroupment has expres
sed 1tselr 1n other areas generally, but in the local situation 
there 1s a definite tendency toward judging our actions on a basis 
of motion vs. non-motion and hand 1n hand with this attitude a 
growing. stress on ttbreaking out of isolation. 11 Then, too, ~t..l1a~ 
we are ~n movement there is a definite trend of fear of "sectariant 

ideas: 

I have no quarrel with guarding the party against sectarian 
ideas, if at the s~e t~ those who raise these considerations are 
...1ust M vigi1anl against the "social-democratic" interpretations 
within the party. Sectarianism has been approached by our protagon
ists with a kind of nblanket approach" and to some degree they have 
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been successful in rousing an anxiety within our ranks to avoid this 
horrible death, for this 1s essentially what sectarianism results 
in for any radical movement and most of our comrades realize this. 

So it seems to me that the third most important task at the 
coming convention is to £~at!!Y what a real sectarian position 
consists of. The~e is a wide difference between a sectarianism which 
rejects participation in the working-class organizations, because 
thaI don't present revolutionary or socialist solutions; and the 
kind of program that is labeled "secta:hian" by the CP -- SP-SDF and 
other generally pro-liberal forces. I think I have shown 1n my 
bulletin how it was just such a misunderstanding that led our local 
comrades to an aJ~ost complete isolation of themselves from ~~ 
organization of the working class in the past campaign. 

There seems to me to be an exaggerated reflection within the 
party of the charges of the Communist Party, that we are sectarian 
because of our forces and numbers being small and a reaction to it 
expressing itself in the concern to "get out of isolation. tt 

I would like to see reaffirmed the position that it is our 
so-called "sectarian" class-strt\ggle program (as well as our 
ability to make quick turns) that put us in the position we are in 
today as a leading contender in socialist politics. 

Oakland, California 
May 1959 



-21-

A F1Yl WORDe ON TH3 ~mmEY CAMPAIGN 

By Art Sharon 

G. Russell's report on the Berkeley campaign tells the story 
well of this unique party experience. Based as it is on his report 
to the Bay Area membership it 1s largely expositionary 1n form 
rather than polemical and thus may seem a little out of place in an 
internal discussion bulletin. 

But perceptive comrades will see that the course followed in 
the campaign around Proposition "ett couldn't help but arouse strong 
differences both inside and outside the party. However the force 
of circumstances locally inhibited what might otherwise have been 
a very livelY internal debate on these differences. No sooner did 
our local minority (on this question) raise its voice ~en they with 
the majority were pulled wIlly nilly into a slam bang fight against 
a broad front of our opponents. Almost by reflex ranks were closed 
and all pitched into the fight. 

Thus we came to the end of the campaign and into the convention 
period with hardly an opportunity to bat our experience around with 
a meaningful discussion on the main strategical considerations. But 
from the looks of the picture that 1s shap1ng up nationally on the 
Negro struggle this will come on the agenda again. 

A second word is in order here and this relates to the "regroup
ment process." We have been so busy arguing regroupment that we 
hardly noticed that part of it Which was taking place under our 
noses. This was impressed upon me as I listened to G. Russell's 
report and realized that it was only a short time ago that he was 
the object of regroupmeht. And likewise a number of others who 
spoke up strongly and well. Each one stood out as a distinct asset. 
Intelligent, dedicated and talented people were joined with us, and 
if you will permit an outsider looking in could hardly tell which 
twin had the Toni. 

One word of warning. It shouldn't be inferred from this report 
on the Berkeley campaign that we would suggest a similar campaign 
anywhere else. Some of the NAACP's arguments would be quite valid 
in other commun1ties~ The Berkeley situation seemed to us to offer 
a unique opportunity as the report indicates. 

June 1, 1959. 



SQCIALI§l POLITICAL ACTION ,ND 
IHE BERKELEY MUNICIPAL ELECTIONS 

By Geoff Russell 

Berkeley, California, 1s a small city of about 120,000 people 
just across the Bay from San Francisco. The University of Cali. 
fornia, many of whose 18,000 students live in the city, plays a 
big role in Berkeley's life. However, Berkeley 1s not merely a 
university town, nor a bedroom for San Francisco. Along its water
front is a substantial string of factories. If its hills support 
Montgomery street brokers, its lowlands are the home of steelwork
ers, chemical workers, and longshoremen. 25% of its population is 
colored. 

Berkeley 1s a city where small homeowners predominate. Apart
ment houses are rare and the cottage is the dominant form in work1ng
class areas. Berkeley has no real slmns. Its citizens like to 
think of it as different, as exempt frem the problems of other 
urban areas. In part because of the presence of the university, 
Berke11ans are particularly skilled in the use of the liberal 
rhetoric. 

For the quarter of its population (mostly Negroes) who are 
colored, however, the city's democracy is largely myth. Color lines, 
i-::. hous:!.ng, are drawn with great rigorousness. South Berkeley 1s a 
s;~f\rply demarcated Negro ghetto. That housj.ng in this area, com
pared with similar areas 1n eastern and midwestern cities, is rela
tively good does not alter its essential character. In West Berke
ley, on the fringes of the factory district, lies another, more 
thinly populated area of mixed Negro, Oriental,Mex1can, and some 
white working-class population. In Berkeley the color 11ne cannot 
be disguised as an economic l1ne. Houses in west Berkeley are not 
much different from those 1n the north and center, but only in the 
west are they available to Negroes. 

Some white liberals have been aware of this problem. A number 
of excellent studies have been made. A group of citizens have 
banded toge~her to work on the problem. Operating on the assumption 
that housing discrimination 1s the result of some k1nd of misunder
standing, they attack it with the weapon of voluntarism. Housing 
Opportunities Made Equal (E0ME) seeks to persuade lanulords in 
white ::..reas to rent or sell to colored. In recent yeUJ'S it has 
actually relocated two Negro families 'by this teChnique. Around 
HOME and similar organizations is clustered a fairly SUbstantial 
group of enlightened c~tizens. They belong to the Co-op foodstors; 
they subscribe to KPFA? Berkeley'g listener subscription radio; 
they vote Democratic. They are particularly militant in denouncing 
discrimination in Little Rock or the Union of South Africa. 

Until the election this spring, almost everybody was reasonably 
happy.. At election time pol! tlcians promised fair treatment for all. 
HOME and its associatec;~ demonstrated their good will. The real 
estate interests continued to mru~e additional profits by holding the 
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color line. Only Negroes and Orientals who wanted to move out of 
the ghetto had cause for complaint. 

The disturber of the peace this year was United Socialist 
Action. The history of this group is germane to this discussion. 
In September of 1958 a conference of radicals was held 1n San 
Francisco to discuss the possibilities for united independent 
polLtical action. This conference featured a direct confrontation 
between the position of the Stalinists and their periphery, who 
wanted a respectable non-socialist pressure group that could avoid 
direct collision with the Democratic Party, and our position for a 
united socialist electoral coalition opposed to both capitalist 
parties. The CP won the majority at the conference, but we were 
the real victors, attracting to ourselves a number of healthy ele
ments. 

Our of this newly acquired periphery, USA was tormed. In the 
beginning it had three main components: ourselves, a group of young 
non-party activists, and San Francisco notables such as George Hitch
cock and Vincent Hallinan. 

It spent a good deal of time in the beginning formulating its 
statement of principles. Although it never used this statement, the 
time was not wasted. It got the members acquainted with each other 
on the ideological level and proved that despite the differences 
here they were able to carryon an extended action together. By not 
covering up, but fully exposing, these differences at the very begin
ning, U~A forestalled their rising up to disrupt it later on. These 
are the formulations of the two most difficult questions, attitude 
toward capitalist candidates, and toward democracy in the Soviet 
orbit: 

"we completely reject the outlook which calls for the infiltra
tion of the Democratic Party," and 

"We declare our support also. • • for the workers and intellec
tuals of the non-capitalist countries, who face the problem of 
establishing full control over the state and the economy and of 
guaranteeing essential rights of political and intellectual freedom.,t 

These compromises showed us pretty clearly who our allies were. 
They were ideological, though not org~~izational, adherents of the 
National Guardian. 

USAts first opportunity for action came in the Berkeley muni
cipal elections in April 1959. We determined to intervene. 

Our interest did not originally center around the idea of an 
initiative. We first saw it merely as an adjunct to our usual cam
paign. We discussed possibilities around nuclear testing and smog 
control, but abandoned them as impractical. OUr final choice was to 
attack in the crucial area of housing discrimination. We selected 
the Isaacs-Sharkey bill in New York City as our model. Making a few 
minor changes in its text, the USA started the machinery for enact
ing this ordinance in Berkeley by the initiative method. 
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As soon as \Ale decided on this step, USA attempted to get in 
touch with the NAACP and other liberal groups. However, these 
attempts were pursued with insufficient energy and brought no 
reaction. But when the petitioning actually started and it became 
apparent that USA was serious about the matter, the reaction was 
quick and strong. The NAACP regional office violently objected. 
They objected to the use of the initiative method on the grounds 
that whites are by and large hostile to Negro aspirations and 
therefore not to be trusted in a vote. They said that its defeat 
would jeopardize the passage of the FEPC bill in Sacramento, and 
also a housing bill that had been introduced there. Finally, they 
objected to USA entering the field without their permission. 

Similar attitudes were expressed on the lett. The Independent 
Voters of California (IVC), a Stalinist pressure grouP? developed 
the same arguments as the NAACP. In fact it is the oplnion of many 
of us in USA that these CP elements helped urge the NAACP to attack 
us, although such an attack would undoubtedly have taken place any
way. The local SP-SDF thought that USA's action was unwise and 
irresponsible, and pressured us to drop it. 

In the face of this opposition we could either withdraw or 
fight an all-out campaign. No compromise was possible. It was 
also at this point that two comrades in the East Bay branch began to 
raise serious objections to the initiative. Their grounds at this 
time were on the one hand that the action was opportunistic, foster
ing illusions 1n parliamentarism and false reliance on the state 
apparatus. On the other hand they objected that this work would cut 
us off from the NAACP and the official labor movement Which were 
conducting their own FEPC campaign by the usual lobbying techniques 
in Sacramento. After two discussions, the branch endorsed the 
general line of the USA which decided with virtual unanimity to 
fight the issue through. 

Tactics at this point were crucial. In USA we took the atti
tude that we more than welcomed any other forces entering the cam
paign. We would make whatever organizational concessions might be 
necessary. we claimed no franchise on this flghto But at the same 
time we insisted on proceeding with our own work. We would not with
draw or be quiet 1n return for the vague promise that the issue would 
be taken up by some nebulous citizens' committee. To have taken a 
hostile attitude toward other forces entering or to try to set con
ditions on their entry would have been the worst sectarianism. Then 
we, rather than the liberals, would have assumed responsibility for 
the defeat of the proposition. On the other hand, to collapse in 
the face of the attacks of the official leaders of the Negro people 
and other respectable elements would have been the worst opportunism. 
To think that were we to withdraw the liberals would then take the 
matter up would have been naive self-deoeption. To drop the propo
sition knowing that it would then be dead would have betrayed into 
the hands of their bourgeois leaders the people who believed 1n us 
and signed our petition. 

we didn't issue a lot of statements and make a lot of noise. 
Neither did we get derailed. As one comrade put it, we presented a 
thin edge to the line of fire. 
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The petitioning went well. About 90% of the minority voters 
approached signed, and about 50% of the Whites. An increasing num
ber of Negroes and whites began to virculate petitions. About 45 
Berkelians directly collected signatures, and another 1, or so 
non-residents did clerical and other work. The response from below 
encouraged us to continue in the face of the liberal opposition. 

At the next meeting of the Berkeley NAACP a letter from the 
regional office was read attacking the initiative. No discussion 
was allowed and no vote was taken in the Berkeley chapter at this 
or any other time. 

At the end of the three week signature collection period, USA 
had collected 2856 signatures, about twice the amount necessary to 
put the measure on the ballot. The Isaacs-Sharkey bill became 
Berkeley Proposition C. 

Now that the proposition was on the ballot, USA hoped that the 
liberal elements might give it some support. USA therefore con
tinued to ask other organizations to join in on their own terms, and 
encouraged the formation of a broad citizens' committee. Such a 
citizens' committee, however, was not forthcoming. The Reverend 
Roy Nichols, liberal Negro Democratic candidate for City Council, 
came out against it. 

USA embarked on an energetic leaflet campaign. By election 
day it had put leaflets under more than half the doors in the city. 
USA also used a sound-truck, some personal visits 1n four test pre
cincts, and spoke to every gathering before which it could get a 
speaker. 

USA had also entered a candidate, Marion Syrek Jr.) for a post 
in the City Council. This was originally planned as the usual 
general socialist propaganda action, with which the East Bay 
branch of the party had had experience in oakland. Syrek was run
ning for the full term and was thus not a candidate against Nichols 
who was running for a two year term only. 

Some friends and a few comrades had originally feared that 
running a candidate might interfere with the ttC" campaign. This 
fear turned out to be groundless. On the contrary, with the default 
of the liberals, Syrek became the spokesman for "C," speaking for it 
in places Where it otherwise would have had no defenders. However, 
forces which would have ordinarily been used 1n the Syrek campaign 
were committed to "C," with the result that the candidate's campaign 
suffered. Syrek carried a heavy load with very little help. He 
was forced to be his own campaign manager and to do everything from 
writing his own leaflets to cranking them off on the mimeograph. 
In a field of thirteen from which four were to be elected, he re
ceived 5.6% of the vote. With more help, this could have been 
increased. However, in view of the possibilities of the "C" cam
paign, it is the opinion of most comrades that the concentration was 
fully justified. 

When no liberal opposition developed to the conservative mayor, 
the local SP-SDF entered a candidate against him. Despite its 
initial opposition to the measure, the SP-SDF and its candidate 
gave full support to Proposition rtC" once it was on the ballot. 
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This gave "Cn an additional vo1ce in public places. USA gave criti
cal support to the SP-SDF candidate. The SP-SDF did not recipro
cate. 

the real estate interests now entered the fight. With offices 
in the biggest of the downtown bank buildings, their committee took 
out large ads in the local press, rented at least four full-sized 
billboards, and sent out a mailing to every registered voter in 
the city. Their line was openly racist. 'lDon' t destroy Berkeley. tt 
t'Don't destroy property values." They also used the civil-11bert1es
for-landlords approach. The appearance of this material caused 
some embarrassment to the l1beral opponents of the measure. 

The NAACP, however, hardened its line. Mr. Franklin Williams 
of the regional office issued a long statement to the newspapers 
attacking the proposition on technical legal -grounds. THE BERKELEY 
GAZETTE, Berkeley's only daily newspaper, printed this in full, and 
on the tront page. USArep11ed, pointing out that the specific 
provisions attacked were taken word for word from those in the New 
York bill which the NAACP had enthusiastically supported. THE 
GAZETTE refused to print one word of this reply, 

However, in the closing weeks of the campaign, some liberal 
support began to develop. The civil liberties secretary of the 
University YMCA, himself a lawyer, came out in support of the meas
ure and characterized the NAACP's position as "legal lint-picking." 
He appeared on KPFA to defend his position. Sidney Roger, a 
regular KPFA commentator with International Longshoremen & ware
housemen Union connections, also endorsed the proposition. The 
legislative committee of Local Six, ILWU, took similar action, as 
did the 7th Congressional District Democratic Club. nC" also 
received the editorial support of THE SUN-REPORTER, one of the area's 
leading Negro weeklies. On the left the membership of the East Bay 
lVC endorsed the proposition against the advice ot their pro
Stalinist leadership. IVC did not, however, undertake any action 
on its behalf. 

The most significant entry into the tight was that of SLATE, 
the liberal, multi-tendency, anti-fraternity group at University 
of California. They endorsed Proposition nC" and planned a rally 
on its behalf. This action was taken despite the sabotaging acti
vities of the Shachtman1te wing of the SP on campus. Vice-chancellor 
Sherriffs banned the rally. This precipitated a full-scale fight for 
student civil liberties. SLATE called a rally to discuss Sherriffs' 
ruling. This rally in turn was banned by Dean stone, who, oddly 
enough, was Rev. Nicholls opponent 1n the City Council race. Thus 
the position of the University was that student groups could neither 
take part in outside politics nor even discuss their right to do So. 
The banned free-speech rally was held anyway. The University's 
course attracted much unfavorable public attention, and a ruling from 
the state attorney-general overturned Stone's interpretation of 
the education code. Thus the civil liberties fight was substan
tially won. SLATE leaders, however, may still face retaliation 
from the University authorities because ot the banned rally. 

The opposition's most telling blow was saved for th~ Monday 
before election. On that morning every household in the ·South 
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Berkeley ghetto received a professionally distributed leatlet put 
out by the real estate committee. This leaflet reprinted the 
NAACP's attacks on "C," and gave the appearance of being co-signed 
by the NAACP and the committee. Thus the NAACP was placed in the 
position of supplying material for and having its name used by 
what has been appropriately called a White Citizens' Council group_ 
There has been no repudiation of this action by the NAACP, which 
surely must have had foreknowledge of it. 

After all this the election itself was anti-climactic. The 
NAACP attacks cut the vote in the Negro districts to an average 
of about 45%. "c" did somewhat better than was expected in the 
areas of heavy University population and among the Oriental voters. 
Of course it did poorly among the hill-dwelling ,bourgeoisie and 
the respectable white petty-bourgeois proper~ owners of North 
Berkeleyo Overall it got 8,025 votes, or 26% of the total •. The 
SP-SDF got 5,754 votes, or 17.8%, against the incumbent fuddy
duddy, and USA's council candidate, Marion Syrek, received 1,994, 
or 5.b%. Nichols lost to the rally-banning dean by 1,359 votes. 
SLATE elected the next president of the Cal. student body 1n an 
election conducted during the aftermath of the "C" campaign and 
the free speech fight. Mr. Franklin Williams, NAACP regional 
offioe counsellor, is slated for a post as assistant state attorney
general. The state FEP bill passed, as everyone knew it would. 
The state housing bill never saw the light of day, and almost every
one knew that, too. 

Although this campaign was more expensive than the usual type, 
it also received financial support from persons who would not 
ordinarily contribute to a socialist campaign. The money raised 
was mostly 1n small contributions. Not only did the campaign not 
end up with a deficit, but on April 25 USA was in the embarrassing 
position of having a $60 surplus. 

What goals did the party have in this campaign and to what 
extent were these goals achieved? In the first place, our goals 
did not remain static throughout the campaign but changed as time 
went on. In the beginning, before the initiative developed, we had 
three main aims in mindl 

1. To demonstrate in a real situation the meaning of our line 
on independent socialist political action. 

2. To gather a periphery and to reactivate some of the 
casualties of the XXth Congress and prosperity. 

3. To make propaganda for socialism among the general popula
tion and especially before the trade unions and other organized 
groups. 

When the initiative was developed we of course aimed a real 
advancement of the Negro rights struggle in this area by striking 
a blow at one of the most vicious forms of Jim Crow. The response 
from below also caused us to set certain more specific goals: 

1. Before the extent and intensity of the opposition of the 
liberals became apparent, we hoped to pass the ordinance. 



... 28 ... 

2. we hoped through the campaign to raise the level of politi-
cal consciousness in the Negro community. 

3. We intended to put the Democratio liberals to a real test. 

4. We hoped to smoke out the racism of the real estate board. 

How did what we got match with what we wanted2 In the opinion 
of the party people who worked 1n it, the Proposition nC n campaign 
did advance the struggle for Negro rights. True, it was defeated, 
but consider that with only our backiI~ and against the opposition 
of the reactionaries and the NAACP and most l1berals, it still got 
26%, including many votes 1n the white areas. This was a first 
attack. Such initial actions usually don't win, but they point the 
way to victory. Furthermore, anything which mobilizes significant 
numbers of Negroes and whites 1n an attack on Jim Crow marks an 
advance. 

As for our more particular goals, we did increase our periphery 
quantitatively and also improved it qualitatively. The people who 
stuck with us or were attracted to us in the course of this campaign 
are, by and large, people who are w~ll1ng to play our brand. of 
politics, even when the going gets rough. True, we lost some on the 
way. Nevertheless, on the Saturday of the last big weekend before 
election, of the 32 people who were actually working, 15 were non
party. 

We demonstrated in a most forceful way the meaningfulness ot 
our line on independent political action. Who can say that our 
participation in the Berkeley elections ot 1959 was a meaningless 
gesture? Let such a skeptic examine our arcr~ves. 

Were we able to make general propaganda? Yes. Perhaps we did 
not talk to as many people about socialism In general, but we talked 
to more people who heard us. we never attempted to disguise or 
minimize the socialist charaoter of our group. "e" gave people a 
reason for listening. It 1s in this context that propaganda becomes 
meaningful and effective. 

We unquestionably smoked out the real estate board elements. 
It will be a long time in Berkeley before anybody again says: ttBut 
we don't ha.ve segregated housing herel" 

Also, "C" provided the best test for liberals in years. As a 
group they showed up very badly. But nC" was a go.od d1fferentiator, 
for a few such as Roger and walters, the YMCA lawyer, got stronger 
as t1me went on. On the other hand, the radical William Mandel, 
with his Upos1tion to protect," got weaker. Certainly as a result 
of nC" we are in a far better position to point out concretely the 
nature of liberalism. 

As to the effects on the political consciousness of South and 
West BerkeleYl this is hard to judge objectively. But in this 
battle social sts were on the popular side and the NAACP was objec
tively allied with the ~ite Citizens' Council. This must have 
raised some serious questions among the Negro masses. The liberal 
organizations attacked us by saying that they could do the job better 
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their way. Now they will be subject to pressure from their mass 
base to come across with something, and their failure to do so will 
be enlightening to their rank and file. The election returns indi
cate that the NAACP still can exert powerful conservative influences 
over the voting of the Negro masses on such an issue, but this 
influence is certainly not the stronger for the Proposition tlC tt 

campaign. The local Democratic leaders look just a little sicker 
as leaders of the Negra people out of the Jim Crow wilderness. 
This further demonstration of the limitations of the liberal posi
tion cannot be a matter of indifference to those who offer a social
ist alternative. 

There were a number of weaknesses in the conduct ot our cam
paign. It was prepared in great haste, and we did not cover our 
flanks on the consultation angle by early enough official talks with 
the NAACP and others. All the consultation in the world however 
would not have changed the basic situation. 

The relations between the party and the USA were not always 
altogether clear in either body, although at no point in the cam
ped.gn were difficulties of this sort a serious threat. Perhaps we 
would have been better off 1f we had been more explicit about this 
difficult matter. 

There were plenty of others, of course, but they were incidental 
and inevitable for a campaign of this magnitude carried on with the 
forces available to us. Not the least gain of the campaign is the 
development of an experienced cadre. For some, this was their 
first contact with a real pol1tical campa1gnl with struggle in a 
public arena instead of within the restricted confines of purely 
left circles. 

In their early attacks on the initiative, the comrades who are 
opposed to the USA attacked the feature of the ordinance which pro
vided for the appointing of a commission by the mayor. These com
rades propose as their alternative that the commission be created 
in some unspectfied fashion directly by the minority groups involved. 
This, of course, sounds very revolutionary, and at the appropriate 
stage of the struggle would be an altogether proper demand e To 
include it at this point, however, would be to raise this campaign 
from the level of a realistic immediate demand having a powerful 
impact on this community to the level of pure propaganda which no 
one would be obliged to treat seriously. Fortunately, this criticism 
was rejected tl 

what conclusions, then, can we legitimately draw from this 
campaign? 

In the first place, our willingness to work with allies paid 
ofr. While it is true that the San Francisco notables tended to lend 
us their names and then become inactive, their moral support was none 
the less valuable. In the East Bay the non-party people made a major 
contribution on all levels. People in this category more than pulled 
their own weight. In fact, during one period, they carried the 
major share of the responsibility. While we hear that the SF's 
broad supporters were a drag on them, our new periphery was a 
stimulus to us. 
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As we predicted, being an openly socialist and non-respectable 
organization we were not greatly troubled with red-baiting. When 
the real estate committee attempted to tie us up with the Stalinist 
PEOPLES WORLD, it embarrassed the PW, but not us. 

It would be tragic to miss the significance of this campaign 
1n terms of the longer range aims of the party. We say that we a1m 
to replace the Stalinists in the leadership of the left. As a 
result of .. c .. we are on the road toward achieving that aim in 
Berkeley. USA became an active, dynamic, and attractive organiza
tion. The Stalinist IVC became involuted, moribund, and factional. 
Our gains could not have been achieved with the standard type of 
campaign, however good it might have been in itself, to which we 
have in the past been limited by objective and subjective circum
stancese With "C tt we have shown what we can do with an action at 
once principled and practical. Nor can anyone effectively maintain 
that this was not a class issue. It was a class issue and it was 
handled 1n a class way. The lineup"of forces shows that. The real 
estate propaganda shows that. The precinct results show that. 

Our job in this period is to break away the working class and 
the Negro people from their illusionary attachment to the Democratic 
Party. Proposition "c" did not strengthen these illusions; it 
weakened them. The Democratic Party 1s not going to be exposed 
by our speeches delivered in the abstract. It will be exposed by 
events, providing we are there to point out their meaning. Some 
events we must patiently await. Proposition "ctt was an event 
which we made happen. It is by these standards that we must judge 
the class significance of an action. 

June 1, 1959. 


