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International Notes

By Joanna Misnik

SOFIAN SOLIDARITY VS SINCERITY: The Ninth International
Youth Festival held July 28 to August 6 in Sofia, Bulgaria, opened
right in the midst of the Czechoslovakia-Moscow dispute. Sponsored
by the World Congress of Democratic Youth, the festival was billed
by its initiators as a major event for world radicals of our gener-
ation. For young CPers, the World Congress serves to link up their
common struggle for "peaceful coexistence” between capitalism and
socialism.

The word "Democratic" notwithstanding, it soon became obvious
that the festival was far from open. As was reported in Le Monde,
a group of students dressed like hippies were turned away on the
grounds that they might be the carriers of some contagious disease.
Czech students were summarily denied entry. (It's obviousthey have
a contagious disease!) West German SDSers were accused of being
Nazis by the Communist Party youth.

Since the theme of the festival was solidarity with the Vietnamese
people, French CP youth entering with their slogan of "Peace in
Vietnam" were warmly greeted. Strangely enough, when the JCR
attempted to take part with their demand for withdrawal of US
troops, they were banned. Adding to the prevailing spirit of hands
across the border, Karl Deitrich Wolff, a leader of the German
SDS, was beaten up.

In actuality, only those delegations of CP youth from countries
whose governments supported Moscow's position on Czechoslovakia
were welcomed.

Political forums sandwiched in between hefty servings of volley-
ball, folk dancing, children's choruses and cycling were geared
around such statements as: "The struggle for democracy against
reactionary, antipopular governments, against fascist dictatorships;"
"General, total and controlled disarmament;" "The role of the UN
and its special agencies in the development of international co-oper-
ation in relation to youth;" "Respect for the principles of peaceful
coexistence between states with different social systems, small and
big . . ."

The Stalinist organizers made no mention of what is the real
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three weeks in May and June, duringthe
height of the worker-student upsurge.
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The politics of the international youth radicalization

ANTI-AUTHORITARIANISM
ANTI-REFORMISM
INTERNATIONALISM

By Mary-Alice Waters

Following are excerpts from a
speech given by Mary-Alice Waters
to a meeting of the National Com-
mittee of the Young Socialist Alliance
which was held in New York last
July.

Mary-Alice Waters is the National
Chairman of the YSA. Last spring
she spent several weeks in France as
a reporter for THE MILITANT and
the YOUNG SOCIALIST.

The events that occurred in France
during May and June of 1968 have
provoked considerable discussion
among revolutionaries throughout
the world. This discussion is far from
completed; rather, a process of learn-
ing from an analysis of this revolu-
tionary upsurgewill continue for some
time. And this is as it should be.
It is from the concrete experiences
of struggle in the mass movement
that the socialist movement strength-
ens itself in preparation for future
actions.

What I want to do today is to take
three or four basic questions of cen-
tral importance in our work to build
a revolutionary Marxist youth organ-
ization in the United States, and dis-
cuss these in the light of the recent
events in France.

The international radicalization
that has begun with the student youth
is characterized by three features.
First, it is anti-authoritarian; it re-
jects the authority of the older gene-
rations on the premise that we can't
possibly do worse than the older
generations have done, and we might
very well be able to do better. The
logic of this struggle against author-
itarianism goes in an anti-capitalist
and anti-bureaucratic direction.

The second important characteristic
of this radicalization is that it tends
to bypass the Social Democratic and
Stalinist tendencies which, we can see,
are much too closely associated with
the state authorities we are combat-
ing. In France, during last May and
June, the young radicals saw the
role that the Communist Party was
playing; the students were attacked

Latin American students join international youth revolt. Here Mexican stu-
dents march behind Che's revolutionary slogan: "Create two, three, many
Vietnams.”

day after day by the Stalinist leader-
ship for holding revolutionary views,
and for trying to reach out to other
sections of the population, being the
object of slanderous attacks such as
being agents of the OAS or the CIA,
splitters of the working class, etc.
To top it off they saw their own
organizations and their leaders ar-
rested without a single word of pro-
test from the CP. Among the youth
vanguard, there is no question that
the influence of the Communist Party
has been reduced to an all-time low
as a result of their own actions. And
this is a world-wide phenomenon.
There is no country in the world
where the CP is experiencing a signif-
icant rise in influence, relative to other
tendencies.

At the same time it is important
to keep in mind that this rejection
of Stalinism is not a rejection of
communism. This was symbolized
clearly in France where thousands

of red flags flew from every citadel
and the Internationale became a
song so popular it was heard even
in the subways of Paris.

Third, this radicalization is char-
acterized by a genuine rebirth of the
spirit of internationalism. This gen-
eration is extremely close-knitbecause
of the instantaneous communication
around the world. When the barri-
cades go up in the streets of Paris,
the students in New York and Berke-
ley know about it within a few hours.
This internationalism is deepened by
the fact that our generation of revo-
lutionary youth unequivocally iden-
tifies the main enemy as capitalism
on a world scale. The best expression
of this internationalism in France
was the response of the students to
the attacks on Cohn-Bendit. Thebour-
geois press was caili~z him "The
German Jew" and the Communist
press was leaving off the "Jew” and
just calling him "The German." Stu-
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dents by the thousands in their dem-
onstrations chanted, "We are all Ger-
man Jews" and "We don't give a
damn about frontiers!" These chants
were taken up by thousands in Paris
where students came from all over
Europe to be on the scene and on
the barricades with the French stu-
dents. Thus the genuine spirit of inter-
nationalism that was smothered for
so many years by the national chau-
vinism of Stalinism and Social Dem-
ocracy is being reborn in a sponta-
neous but very deep fashion with
our generation. This is one of the
most revolutionary characteristics of
the current radicalization.

The development of the Revolution-
ary Communist Youth (JCR) during
the revolutionary upsurge in France
last spring throws light on the ways
in which relationships are going to
develop between the different classes
and different sections of the youth
of our own generation. It was easier,
though still not a simple job, for the
CP to create suspicions and antago-
nisms towards the students among
the older workers. But the tendency
is for students and the younger work-
ers, who have gone through the same
historical experience together, to be
more suspicious of the ruling class
than they are of each other. The
reservations held by the young work-
ers, who took the initiative in the
plants for solidarity with the student
demonstrations and for strike action,
tend to break down rapidly, and
mutual confidence and cooperation
can grow quickly.

The question of the role of the stu-
dents in relation to the young workers
is going to be discussed a lot for quite
a period of time. However, some
generalizations can be made at this
point. The ideological radicalization
developed first and furthest among
the students. The developments
among the student youth forecast
trends in the working class, as the
upsurge in France indicates. The stu-
dents played the vanguard role of
testing and trying out many of the
political alternatives arising after the
rejection of Stalinism and Social Dem-
ocracy. They became the catalyst in
a situation highly charged with con-
tradictions. The example of the stu-
dents struck a very responsive chord
in the entire working class, and par-
ticularly among the young workers.

University of Paris students in antiwar demonstration.

I want to deal with the question of
the role of spontaneity versus the
role of organization. This is one of
our chief disagreements with what
we generally refer to as the anarchist
tendencies among the French students,
and some sections of SDS in this
country.

SPONTANEITY AND
ORGANIZATION

With regard to spontaneity, we can
say that it is absolutely true that
no revolution is exactly planned. We
can forecast it and organize like hell
for it, but when the masses begin to
move it is the result of uncontrollable
social contradictions thatcarryevery-
one and everything along like an
irresistable tide. There is an element
of spontaneous activity that is one
of the most telling characteristics of
a revolutionary upsurge. The masses
themselves take over, and all of a
sudden you look out into the streets
and see hundreds of thousands of
workers doing exactly what we have
been saying for years that they were
going to do. There is nothing com-
parable to this sight to give you a
sense of confidence in the revolution-
ary potential of the working class.

I think that revolutionaries can ap-
preciate this spontaneity more than
anyone else. For instance, the devel-
opments in France, particularly in
the opening stages, like the occupa-
tion of Nanterre University by the
students, was not something that had
been planned out months before. It
was a spontaneous response of the

students to the arrest of one of their
leaders. The first demonstration on
Boulevard St. Michel is another ex-
ample. Here the vanguard of the
student demonstrators were locked
up inside the Sorbonne. The students
gathered by the thousands and start-
ed throwing rocks and anything else
they could get their hands on at the
police vans to prevent the arrest of
the trapped students. Again, this
wasn't anything that was organized
before hand. Nobody went out and
harangued people to start throwing
rocks. It was a natural response to
what they considered a tremendous
outrage. The first barricades sprang
up as the spontaneous response of
the students to the threatened attacks
by the police. It was a defensive reac-
tion that was not pre-arranged. No-
body said, "Okay, everybody start
building barricades." Yet the barri-
cades went up.

The occupation of the first.factory
falls in this same category. It wasn't
organized, planned, or even predicted
beforehand. But it happened none-
theless.

However, spontaneity has itslimits.
And in a situation like that which
existed in France during the months
of May and June, these limits are
reached very rapidly. Even the open-
ing stages of the events would have
been very different without the inter-
vention and influence of the vanguard
organizations — without the back-
bone, without the structure they were
able to give to it.

The role of this revolutionary van-
guard is to direct the colossal force
of the revolutionary upsurge towards
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the victory of the working class.

The longer the struggle continued,
the more crucial the role of organi-
zation became. When 20 or 30 million
people come out, they don't act"spon-
taneously” over a period of weeks.
Some tendency is going to provide
leadership and direction for themass-
es. Angd the basic question is which
tendency is going to play that role.
The answer to this questionis of para-
mount importance not only for us,
but for the entire future of mankind.

In France, among the working
class, it is unquestionable that the
CP had the control and the leader-
ship. Though shaken by the events,
the Communist Party maintained con-
trol over the mass of French work-
ers. On the other hand, among the
revolutionary youth vanguard, the
JCR was the main leadership. They
did not have hegemony, but they
were the most prominent political ten-
dency in this sphere, and this could
very well lead to their ability to gain
hegemony in the next period over
the radicalizing youth.

Far from proving the omnipotence
of spontaneity, the events in France
confirm the limits of spontaneous ac-
tion and reconfirm a thousand times
over the validity of the lessons of
Leninism. If ever there was a need
for a revolutionary party, it was
during the months of May and June,
1968, in France. In spite of the un-
precedented mobilization of the work-
ing masses, in spite of the general

strike of five weeks duration, in spite
of one of the most favorable oppor-
tunities in the history of mankind
for the working class to take power,
in the absence of a revolutionary
party large enough to lead the
working masses, the workers were
not able to take power in France.

OUR SOLIDARITY
CAMPAIGN

The scope and nature of the cam-
paign that the YSA and SWP have
waged in this country in defense of
the French workers and students, and
particularly in solidarity with theJCR
and the PCI (Internationalist Com-
munist Party), was of tremendous
importance to our comrades in
France. There were two sides to this
activity. One was the solidarity ac-
tions we organized for them: the dem-
onstrations, meetings, etc. Thesecond
was the way we utilized the French
events and the role of our comrades
in France to help build the revolu-
tionary cadres in this country.

When our comrades in France be-
gan to receive copies of The Militant,
the Young Socialist, Intercontinental
Press, the YSA statements, buttons,
posters, ['Enrage, etc., they got a
living sense of the meaning of inter-
nationalism, and what an interna-
tional movement can do. When we
said to American youth: "Join the
American counterpart of the JCR,"

Photo by Shannon

Red Flag, symbol of proletarian revolution, at Renault's Billancourt plant

last spring.
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this was an extremely important act
of political solidarity with them.

In addition to our political soli-
darity, our material solidarity is
equally important. Two important
elements of this were the sales of
l'Enrage, and the two posters we
printed.

Meanwhile it is up to us to con-
tinue to translate this solidarity into
action in this country, to translate
it into a real internationalist cons-
ciousness. We have to make it clear
that the main enemy is at home and
our major responsibility is to carry
forward the most effective fight here
at home. We must bring the lessons
of the French experience to the larg-
est possible audience in this country,
translating them into American terms
that are going to be comprehensible
to the people we're trying to reach.

The French events show the tre-
mendous power of the working class
in motion. If in France, with the
degree of prosperity that exists, where
the country is not involved in a costly
colonial war of the proportions of the
Vietnam war, where they don't have
the additional contradictions such as
the liberation struggle of the Afro-
Americans — if basic social contradic-
tions could come to the surface so
rapidly and with such force—no one
can continue to convincingly argue
that no such event can erupt in the
United States!

If a revolutionary situation can
develop with such rapidity in France,
despite the tremendous weight of the
CP slowing it down and eventually
bringing it to a halt, imagine what
may happen in this country, and
what tasks that imposes on us. We
can be thankful that we have a little
more time to prepare for an event
of such magnitude.

One final lesson can be drawn
from the experiences of our French
comrades. Once we are plunged into
a situation like that in France, there
will be no time to make up for the
political and organizational work that
we didn't do before. There will be
no time to lay the groundwork. There
will be no time to go back and re-
trace our steps and take care of the
things we just didn't get around to
doing beforehand. If we didn't do
it before, it will be too late to do
it then. We will just have to go on
from where we are.



By Derrick Morrison

One of the most pressing tasks of
revolutionary youth caught up in the
belly of the Beast, i.e., U.S. imper-
ialism, is to defend Huey P. Newton,
Minister of Defense of the Black Pan-
ther Party. Newton is charged with
killing one policeman (pig) and
wounding another in October of 1967
after he was stopped by the two cops
in the streets of black Oakland, Cali-
fornia. This attack by the cops was
the culmination of an effort by the
Oakland Police Department to get
Huey and other leaders of the Black
Panther Party. Prominent members
of the BPP had their pictures placed
on police station walls. In addition to
this, Oakland cops had a list of li-
cense numbers of the cars that the
Panthers used to patrol the cops. The
license plate of the car in which New-
ton was stopped was on this list. All
of these police-state measures were
taken by the OPD because the Pan-
thers advocated one simple idea: the
right of black people to defend them-
selves against racist police violence.

In response to the attacks by the
OPD, the cry must be : Free Huey P.
Newton! In raising this demand, it
is not Huey P. Newton the individual

that we are essentially concerned
about, although that is important;
but it is what Huey P. Newton repre-
sents. Huey represents the most ad-
vanced instrument yet to be used by
black people to strike at their 400
year-old chains of racial oppression
and human degradation, i.e. the Black
Panther Party.

The defense of the right of black
people to organize independently of
capitalist politics now hinges on the
legal defense of Huey P. Newton. The
needs of the defense effort are three-
fold. First, the facts on thecase, which
prove beyond a doubt that it is a
frameup charge, must be circulated
throughout this country and abroad.
Secondly, money is needed for legal
fees and other expenses. Money can
be sent to: Huey P. Newton Defense
Fund, P.O. Box 8641, Emeryville
Branch, Oakland, California. Third-
ly, protest actions must be continually
organized to demonstrate the support
that the defense has.

The trial of Huey Newton started
in a gestapo-like atmosphere at the
Alameda county courthouse in Oak-
land on July 15. Huey's relatives were
fingerprinted and had their pictures
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taken before they entered the court-
room. Only one elevator was used to
get to the 7th floor courtroom. Cops
stood at each entrance of the elevator.
In light of these circumstances, Huey's
defense attorney, Charles Garry, re-
marked that he was "outraged” at the
treatment of Newton's relatives. "I
can understand it in Nazi Germany,
but not in the decorum of our courts,"
he said.

While the "pigs" fortified the build-
ing, over 3,000 blacks and whites
controlled the streets outside of the
courthouse. Several hundred Pan-
thers, displaying their customary dis-
cipline, provided leadership and direc-
tion for the demonstration.

Other organizations that partici-
pated in the week-long demonstration
were: the Brown Berets, the revolu-
tionary nationalist organization of
Mexican-American youth; Peace and
Freedom Party; Young Socialist Al-
liance; and the Western Mobilization
Against War.

On August 5, the beginning of the
fourth week of the trial, the courtroom
action began with a jury composed
of 1 Afro-American, 1 Japanese-Amer-
ican, 1 Latin-American, and 9 whites.
This is obviously not a jury of New-
ton's peers. The point of getting a
jury of his peers was stressed by de-
fense attorney Garry during the three
week long process of selecting the jury.
Garry produced a battery of sociol-
ogists to show how black people were
systematically excluded from the jury
selection process. Despite this, the trial
went on.

Which ever way the trial comes out,
a national and international defense
effort must be built. In every nook
and cranny across this country, peo-
ple must be educated and agitated
about the trial of Huey P. Newton.
All eyes must be focused on Oakland.
To understand the mentality of the
Oakland "pig" and others of the same
ilk, here is a quote from an article
on the Alameda courthouse demon-
strations in the Berkeley Barb: "One
cop was talking with a photographer
whom he didn't know was on assign-
ment from the Barb. Their conversa-
tion ended when the cop asked, 'Say,
how much could you get for a picture
of the assassination of Huey Newton?'
The photographer says he isn't sure
it was a joke." We must let this cop
know the consequences of such an
action.
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Defend the French Students

By Helena Hermes, National Secretary of the
Committee to Defend the French Students

As the revolutionary upsurge of
May and June, 1968, in France sub-
sides, if even for a short period of
time, the Gaullist government is uti-
lizing the opportunity to try and rid
itself of some of its most conscious
opponents. The vanguard of the stu-
dent movement, which played such
a crucial role in the events of May
and June has come under increasing
attack, and more than a dozen stu-
dents are now being held in the Paris
jails, awaiting trials that could result
in two year prison terms for each.

While the American press provided
substantial information about the ac-
tivities of May and June in France,
they have said little about the repres-
sion that has followed and the pro-
test campaign that has been mounted
against the repression.

On June 12 the de Gaulle govern-
ment ordered the dissolution of seven
left-wing student organizations, dig-
ging out of government archives for
this purpose a law passed in 1936,
which banned fascist organizations
that set up private militias. The gov-
ernment implied that the monitor
squads organized by left wing student
groups to direct demonstrations dur-
ing May and June, constituted a "pri-
vate militia.”

At the same time they banned all
street demonstrations during the per-
iod of the general elections. This ban
has subsequently been extended and
is still in force.

The following day, on June 13,
four additional adult organizations
were added to the list of organizations
which were officially dissolved. Head-
quarters and apartments of leading
members of the various organizations
were searched by the police, and many
individuals were taken into custody
and held for 3 to 10 days, incommu-
nicado, and without being charged.

Parallel to this campaign of intimi-
dation and repression against the
French vanguard, dozens of foreign
students and journalists were picked
up and deported from the country.
For students from countries like Iran,
Spain, Portugal and many others,
this often entailed immediate arrest
by the political police of their own

countries as soon as they arrived.

On July 10 the next phase of the
repression began. Paris police broke
up a meeting of a Student Worker
Commission in Paris; 41 were taken
into custody; and five were held for
charges. The police held that the meet-
ing was really a meeting of the banned
JCR, Revolutionary = Communist
Youth, since former members of the
JCR were present. The five students
held were charged with "reconstituting
the JCR."

In the following few weeks, a total
of 15 students were arrested in vari-
ous parts of France, including Brest,
Rouen and Strasbourg, and held on
charges of "reconstituting the JCR."
Among the 15 were Alain Krivine,
one of the central leaders of the stu-
dent movement and a leader of the
JCR, and Pierre Rousset, also a JCR
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leader and the son of a prominent
left-Gaullist deputy.

The response from individuals and
organizations concerned about civil
liberties was immediate. Several de-
fense committees were constituted;
prominent intellectuals such as Jean-
Paul Sartre and Laurent Schwartz,
spoke out against the arrest of the
former JCR members and helped ini-
tiate the defense efforts; defense leaf-
lets were printed and distributed; and
help was solicited from organizations
and individuals around the world.

At the present time all 15 of the
former JCR members are being held
in Paris jails awaiting trials thathave
been scheduled for the beginning of
September. They have been given
the status of political prisoners, which
means they are allowed to receive
visitors moreregularly and read daily
newspapers and other "non-political”
material.

They are to be tried in a special
State Security Court set up after the
Algerian War to try French army
officers who led the OAS, the ultra-
right wing terrorist organization op-

continued on p. 18

the situation in France.

The Committee to Defend the French Students has been formed to publicize
the repression throughout the United States and defend its victims. The com-
mittee asks support for its four demands:

1. Immediate lifting of the bans on all proscribed political organizations.

2. Immediate release of Alain Krivine and all other political prisoners.

3. Reaffirmation by the French government of the right of free access for
all foreign journalists so that the rest of the world may know the truth about

4. An immediate end to the brutal police repression of demonstrations and
other attacks on civil liberties of the French people.
cipandmailto . ... ... ........

Committee to Defend the French Students
c/o Helena Hermes, National Secretary

148 W. 16th St., New York, N.Y. 10011
O | want to become a sponsor of the committee.

O Please send me more information about the committee.

O Enclosed is a donationof . .. ... ... for its work.

* For purposes of identification only.
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Victory in Berkeley

On the following pages is an edited transcript
of the discussion period ofaforumby Peter Camejo,
a principal leader of the battle in Berkeley of June
28-July 4, 1968. Camejo is the Senatorial candi-
date of the Socialist Workers Party in the State of
California, and former National Secretary of the
Young Socialist Alliance. The speech was given
at the New York Militant Labor Forum, July 19,
1968, Camejo's first stop on a national speaking
tour to report on the events in Berkeley.

In the presentation which preceded the portion
printed below, Camejo reviewed the chronology of
events that led up to the giant victory celebration
on July 4.

The events in Berkeley took place during the
initial stages of the repressive measure of the de
Gaulle regime in France against the revolutionary
students and workers. (See page 7 for informa-
tion on the de Gaulle witch hunt.)

On Friday, July 28, the Berkeley Young Socialist
Alliance, with the support of a number of other
groups in the Berkeley-San Francisco area, held
a rally on Telegraph Avenue in solidarity with
the workers and students of France and to protest
the witch hunt of the French left.

Telegraph Avenue is the main street near the
campus. A street rally called by the Vietham Day
Committee on April 12, 1966, to protest against
the war in Vietnam, was attacked by police. The
YSA did not want to let this happen again. It
was decided to challenge the refusal of the City
Council to grant the use of Telegraph Avenue for
the demonstration, and to make a stand on the
issue of free speech and free assembly.

At the initial open planning meetings it was de-
cided to conduct the June 28 demonstration in such
a way as to give the police no legal pretext what-
soever for attacking and breaking up the demon-
stration.

But the cops attacked the demonstration anyway,
clearly revealing that their orders were not to
allow any rally to take place, no matter how peace-
ful and legal. The police indiscriminately lobbed
tear gas from speeding cars and beat up demon-
strators and others who happened to be on the
street. The demonstrators began to fight back.
Barricades were built to defend against police at-
tacks.

The following day, 600 people attended a mass
meeting where further strategy was mapped out.
They decided that rights are won only by fighting
for them, and returned to Telegraph Ave. for anoth-
er rally, 2,000 strong.

Again the police attacked, this time more viciously.
The demonstrators, too, fought back harder. Spo-
radic fighting occurred throughout the city. Many
citizens were beaten by the cops, who chased even
passersby into their homes and brutalized them.

That night the demonstration was smaller, but it
occurred and thus showed that the imposition of
a curfew by the city admistration would not stop
the movement. The Sunday night rally was held
at the City Hall— outside of the curfew zone. And
the mayor responded by extending the curfew to
cover the entire city.

In face of the curfew, the movement developed
a new strategy. Instead of mustering demonstra-
tions of the small size that would be possible every
day, they decided to build for a massive demon-
stration on July 4, and to use the time before then
to rally popular support.

There were no demonstrations on Monday, Tues-
day or Wednesday. Instead the movement went
through all the legal avenues to get Telegraph
closed to traffic on July 4.

On Tuesday, they went to the City Council, which
began to crack under the overwhelming popular
pressure. The City Council decided to lift the cur-
few. On a vote on whether to open Telegraph Ave-
nue, four of the nine members of the Council were
in favor, and five against. .

Following the City Council meeting Tuesday, an-
other mass meeting was held of 2,000. At this meet-
ing Camejo urged that they go full steam ahead
with planning a massive demoénstration for July
4 on Telegraph Avenue, even if the Council refused
to grant the permit. The meeting decided overwhelm-
ingly in favor of this approach, and proceeded to
organize the July 4 rally on that basis.

Following this decision by the movement to pro-
ceed with the demonstration with or without the
permit, the City Council capitulated, and by a vote
of five to three decided to granttheuse of Telegraph
Avenue,

On July 4, a mass victory rally of 5,000 was
held on the Avenue.
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Open meeting outside student union, July 1, decided to confront City Council with demands to open Telegraph Ave.

How the

Q: Would you please explain the re-
action in the black community and
especially of the Black Panther Party
to the Berkeley actions?

A: The Black Panther Party was a
co-sponsor of the originalrally in sup-
port of the French students and work-
ers. Huey Newton, the leader of the
Black Panther Party, now on trial,
sent a special taped message to the
rally, which expressed support for the
French students and workers.

The Black Panther Party itself did
not become organizationally involved
in the ensuing struggle. This was
because they had their hands full with
the Newton defense effort, and they
did not want to subject their member-
ship to victimization. I think that this
was a totally correct decision on their
part.

However, during the nights when the
fighting took place, young black mil-
itants started coming up from the
Berkeley ghetto. There was ever in-

Interview with Pete Camejo

creasing support which took the form
of these young people simply coming
up and joining in the fighting.

Q: Could you explain how the move-
ment was organized, what groups
were involved and what attitude these
groups had to the developments?

A: We contacted all the groups that
we could reach. In addition we called
everyone who had been generally
active, including those individuals
who may hold a certain view but
don't belong to an organization, and
we urged them to get involved, to
come to the working committee meet-
ings.

The largest group that participated
was the Peace and Freedom Party and
those associated with it. The next
largest group was the Independent
Socialist Club, which is in the Peace
and Freedom Party and, next to the
YSA, is the largese socialist group in
Berkeley. :

Struggle Was Won

But mainly, those involved were in-
dependents, young people who don't
belong to any group, who simply
came and started working. I would
say that the overwhelming majority
of the attendance at the mass meet-
ings were people who didn't belong
to any organization.

The united committee that was
formed to lead the struggle was made
up of those individuals that were will-
ing to work, and it was representa-
tive of just about every real group
that exists in Berkeley. This kind of
united committee is the most effective
leadership that you can have in one
of these actions. It must not be pegged
as one or another organization's
thing. It cannot be a YSA thing; it
cannot be an SDS thing. By doing
that you confuse people between agree-
ment with the organization that's run-
ning it, and agreement with the issues
over which you are fighting. And you
can turn off a lot of young people
who are just learning, beginning to
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think, and desiring to get involved
in an action over some clear issue,
but may not agree with the organi-
zation that is in the leadership of the
action. In order to involve these peo-
ple any sort of organizational fetish-
ism or sectarianism must be avoided.
That is extremely important. It is im-
portant for YSAers, forrevolutionary
socialists, to take the leadership in
creating these united committees.

Q: Could you compare the events in
Berkeley to those at Columbia with
reference to the tactics involved?

A: Well, I really can't do thatbecause
I don't know exactly what happened
at Columbia in terms of tactics. I can
only say what happened at Berkeley
and what was correct about it. People
here in New York are much closer
and are more aware of what hap-
pened at Columbia.

There are three things that I think
are crucial in these types of struggles,
apart from certain organizational as-
pects such as the use of mass meetings.

First, it is necessary to be very con-
cise in your demands —not to make
fifteen or twenty different demands
simultaneously. For example, in Ber-
keley, SDS held a meeting which eight
people attended, and this meeting drew
up twenty-five demands. Then they
came to the mass meeting and read
the twenty-five demands. Everybody
applauded for each demand because
they were in agreement with them;
but when they said we should adopt
these things as our demands, every-
body said no. Because if we had gone
to the City Council with demands to
legalize pot, to have flowers every-
where, to have a mall anywhere we
want, not to have any cops in our
neighborhood, and a lot of other
demands, the public that we were
trying to win over would have become
totally confused about what we were
fighting over. When you have so
many different demands, people can't
identify, can't sympathize with the
fight, and as a result, the struggle
for all those issues —no matter what
merits they may have —is weakened,
not strengthened.

It is necessary to make your de-
mands very precise and very sharp.
So when they say to you, "What
exactly do you want?" you can spell
it out: "We want Telegraph Avenue
on July 4 for an assembly.” And of

course, we make it clear that thereare
a lot of other things that we want to
talk to the City Council about, and
a lot of other things that we want.
For example we want this right of
assembly so that we can organize
against racial oppression and against
the war in Vietnam.

The second thing is the use of de-
fensive formulations — thatis, making
very clear where the source of vio-
lence is in our society and not al-
lowing the ruling class to place you
in the position of appearing that you
are the ones that create violence. It's
easy to do that when you fallfor some
of their questions. The press came
to me and tried so hard to get me
to say that I was starting a revolu-
tion. They'd say, "Mr. Camejo, you
belong to a revolutionary party and
you want a revolution in America,
don't you?" So I would answer, "At
this moment, we're fighting over the
right of free assembly. That's the
issue involved here." And I would
give them a big speech about free
assembly and wind up by saying,
"Yeah, I'm a socialist; next question.”
So we wouldn't give it to them. They
tried so hard. They would say things
like, "Now, if the cops attack again,
are you going to let the cops have
it?" They want you to say, "Yeah,
when those cops come we're going
to plow right through them, they'll
never know what hit 'em." 1 said,
"No, we're not going to attack asingle
policeman. If the police attack us and
throw tear gas, we will defend our-
selves. That is our constitutional
right.”

It is the art of answering things
correctly —because that is the truth!
In our society, we are not oppressing
anyone. Why are we interested in
beating up anybody? We are only in-
terested in defending our rights to or-
ganize the American people. When the
majority wants a fundamentalchange
in our society, we will defend that
change if someone attempts to attack
it. We have got to tell people the
truth. What the ruling class wants
to do is create the false concept that
it is the people themselves who create
violence. The fact is that it is the
police and the oppression of black
people by the ruling class that creates
all the violence in the ghetto. When
black people strike back and burn
stores, they are striking back at cen-
turies of violence against them.

YOUNG SOCIALIST

But the rulers of this country want
to turn it around and say that all
the government is doing is trying to
maintain peace, tranquility and hap-
piness. They say that it is a bunch
of troublemakers from out of town
who are stirring up all the trouble.
You are a fool if you fall for that,
if you give them ammunition for that.
This question of defensive formula-
tions is crucial and something the
movement must learn. I have seen so
many people fall for it. The press
asks, "Are you going to break laws?"
And they say, "Oh yeah we are going
to violate all the laws because we
think the laws are no damned good.”
We should say, instead, we are not
violating laws. It is the war in Viet-
nam that is illegal; it is the City
Council that is breaking laws, the
cops are violating the laws —they are
the ones who are illegal! And since
they don't obey laws we have the
right to defend ourselves and our
rights.

We said that the rally we held was
a perfectly legal rally, whichwasvery
important, but not important because
it was important to us. Ted Kennedy
came to town and held a rally which
violated the law. Do you think any-
body cared? Did the City Council
care? Did the city attorney care? Did
the police care? They don't care any-
thing about legality! All they care
about is what is in the minds of the
people in the area.

The only reason they are yelling
and calling your rally illegal is to
convince the people against you, to
prejudice them. If you want to be a
fool and help prejudice them, then
you can walk around saying, "oh
yeah, everything we do is illegdl;
we violate laws." Because the people
live under the illusion that they have
democratically elected a government
that made the laws. They believe that.
For those of you who still don'tagree
with this, or any friends of yours,
go and ask them to explain to you
why Lenin stayed up nights reading
the Czar's laws in 1895 to find loop-
holes to tell the workers that their
strikes were legal. The masses will
move only when they feel utter just-
ness on their side and anything that
helps make that clear to them is the
truth.

That is why fighting on these legal-
isms is simply trying to tell people
the truth: "We are not the ones trying
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to create trouble, we are not the ones
creating violence. Itis theirlaws which
are designed to create problems for
us. It is they who initiate the violence.”
That is all it is —telling the truth. It's
very important.

The third thing is that you have
to be willing to fight. You have to
be combative. If when they escalate
the struggle or pull a maneuver, such
as offering a parking lot instead of
Telegraph, and you accept it, they
will not get more reasonable. They
won't say, "You're nice. You took the
parking lot, you're so kind and nice.
Next time you ask for something
we'll give you Telegraph Ave." No,
if we had accepted the parking lot,
they would have pushed us back as
far as they could. They would have
said, "Well, things are too tense, why
don't you take it another day?" In
other words, if you retreat, they clob-
ber you. You have got to be ready
to fight. But if you didn't make the
issues concise and clear, and if you
don't use defensive formulations, you
can be as combative as you want,
and they'll clobber you anyway be-
cause you won't have the mass sup-
port.

Q: There have been criticisms of the
role that the YSA played in Berkeley
that have appeared in the Guardian
and the Village Voice and other places.
Would you respond to the charges
leveled against the YSA?

A: 1t is true that there are some peo-
ple in Berkeley who thought that in-
stead of fighting for Telegraph Ave-
nue we should have fought, in effect,
to make a revolution, which means to
take state power. Now with about
5,000 people that we could count on,
who didn't have any arms, with the
population of the country being about
two hundred million, the armed forces
having three million and the local
police forces and national guard alone
outnumbering us about 20 to 1, we
thought that it was, to say the least,
insanity to even suggest such an ab-
surd thing.

But unfortunately some people
thought that it was a big sell-out
because we had concentrated on a re-
form. They don't understand that a
revolutionary movement has to fight
for reforms because reforms are step-
ping-stones for the building of a rev-
olutionary movement. And, as

Trotsky said, those who confuse the
third month of pregnancy with the
ninth month end up with an abortion.
There were a lot of people proposing
to us that we have an abortion, but
we want to have a healthy revolution.

There is a certain hopelessness and
cynicism among some layers in the
movement. At our mass meeting of
two thousand, one hundred walked
out. They felt that the correct tactic
was to break into little groups and
engage in terroristic actions. But the
power of the movement is precisely
the involvement of masses; breaking
down into small groups and engag-
ing in "guerrilla actions" politically
means giving up the struggle, and
out of utter frustration and weakness
striking out sporadically.

Q: You said that the YSA was rela-
tively small in Berkeley, less than
100 people. How was it possible for
an organization of that size to play
the kind of role you described in the
actions and in the leadership?

A: First of all, the YSA has a pro-
gram — the program ofrevolutionary
Marxism —that enables us to under-
stand what these struggles mean, and
what level they are on. We don't get
confused about whether its a strug-
gle for reform or for revolution.
Secondly, the YSA is different from
most other organizations. That is, the
YSA membership is a real member-
ship. You can go on the campus and
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find an ADA chapter of 150, but
when they call a meeting, there are
only ten people who show up. The
YSA is a cadre-type organization
whose members are all serious and
are in political agreement with the
organization. They're not just in it
because they happened to sign a peti-
tion. This means that you have large
numbers of people who are active
and are internally disciplined. That
is, there is homogeneity, YSAers are
willing to act together, and have trust
and confidence in each other. In a
situation like this when we had to
act quickly, all YSAers immediately
responded and were on the spot in
all the street actions and in building
the demonstrations. They were
reliable.

What the YSA was and what it
became in the struggle are two dif-
ferent things. There were all types of
people, large numbers of people, who
belonged to no group, who immedi-
ately integrated themselves into the
work alongside the YSAers. At every
barricade there would be five or six
YSAers along with a group of thirty
or forty others, but working right
with them. So this ability of a small
organization in action triples and
quadruples its size and activity almost
immediately. The YSA is an organi-
zation that organizes itself precisely
for building a revolutionary move-
ment and for struggling at all levels
for social justice. That makes a huge
difference.
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Sunday, June 30, mass meeting called to discuss how to fight curfew.
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An Election Year

“PEACE”’
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By Larry Seigle

The 1968 presidential election cam-
paign is occurring at the tail end of
a year that has been, to put it midly,
a painful one for the capitalist rulers
in the United States. In Vietnam the
military relationship of forces con-
tinues to shift in favor of the Vietnam-
ese. US military presence is restricted
to a dwindling number of cities and
military bases, which, far from being
secure, are more exposed than ever
before to attack by the National Lib-
eration Front. Saigon itself is con-
stantly under threat of siege while the
American high command is unable
to regain the initiative. American im-
perialism is haunted by the prospect
that its most massive military effort
since the Second World War will be
met with defeat.

The momentum of the Vietnamese
revolution is paralleled in the United
States by the continued deepening rad-
icalization among students and Afro-
Americans. The war in Vietham and
the issues directly related to it are
thrusting wider and wider layers of
the American population into direct
action in the streets against the war.
And a growing number of young peo-
ple are taking the next logical step:
they are beginning to see that the
cause of war, racism and poverty is
the capitalist system iiself and are
looking for ways and means to re-
place it.

In response to what America's rul-
ing class sees as a two-fold threat—
the deepening disillusionment with the
system at home and military setbacks
in Vietnam —the political machina-
tions of the ruling class have been es-
calated in an effort to halt the spread
of antiwar sentiment and to take the
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steam out of the antiwar movement.
In an attempt to halt the disaffection
from the Johnson administration be-
fore it becomes disaffection from cap-
italist politics in general, the race of
the "peace" candidates in both the
Democratic and Republican parties is
set in high gear.

Simultaneously with this maneuver
is Johnson's "peace offensive" high-
lighted by the so-called "negotiations"
in Paris.

Neither of these maneuvers is an
original one. Ever since LBJ's "peace"
campaign in 1964, there have been
numerous "peace" offensives by the
administration. All that they have
accomplished, and what they have
been designed to accomplish, is to
cover up for further escalation of
the war.

The most recent "peace" offensive,
highlighted by the talks between Wash-
ington and Hanoi, has precipitated a

Chief U.S. "negotiator"- Averell Harriman

dispute within the antiwar movement
on the role that negotiations can play
in ending the war, and has reopened
the debate between those who demand
U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam and
those who support negotiations. This
debate, relatively dormant for a while,
has a long history within the antiwar
movement.

In 1965, only a small section of
the antiwar movement supported the
demand for theimmediate withdrawal
of troops from Vietnam. The major-
ity supported the callfor negotiations,
ceasefire, stop the bombing, super-
vised elections, etc. These demands,
many argued, were the only realistic
demands that could win over the
masses of the American people. With-
drawal was "utopian" and to demand
it would alienate the average Amer-
ican from the antiwar movement.

As the movement continued, two
things happened. The favorable re-
sponse that the antiwar movement
received from the American people,
as demonstrated by the size of mass
actions, the opinion polls, the refer-
enda on the war, and so forth, con-
vinced many in the antiwar move-
ment that they had no reason to
worry about "alienating" the Amer-
ican people by demanding that the
U.S. get out of Vietnam right away.
Secondly, the left wing of the move-
ment, spearheaded by the Young So-
cialist Alliance, waged a campaign
to explain what self-determination
meant, and why nothing less than the
immediate withdrawal of U. S. troops
from Vietnam is consistent with self-
determination for the Vietnamese.

As a result the concept of the right
of Vietnam to self-determination, and
the demand for the immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of Amer-
ican troops, became the dominant
theme of the antiwar movement, and
only a few of the most conservative
groups opposed it.

But the so-called negotiations in
Paris and the 1968 elections have

produced a climate where these same
questions are again being debated.
It is important that antiwar activists
review the lessons learned from the
past and understand what self-deter-
mination means.

We are living in a time of war and
revolution —and Vietnam is the cen-
ter of this conflict. This tiny nation
has been struggling for centuries for
its independence and right to deter-
mine its own future, its right to self-
determination.

SELF-DETERMINATION

Nothing short of the immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of Amer-
ican troops from Vietnam is consis-
tent with the right of the Vietnamese
to self-determination. No "formula"
that includes the continued presence of
American imperialism in Vietnam can
possibly be compatible with the right
of the Vietnamese people to decide for
themselves what kind of government
and social order they want.

Internationally "supervised" elec-
tions, a ceasefire without withdrawal
of American forces, a "return" to the
Geneva accords —all infringe on the
right of the Vietnamese to self-deter-
mination. The simple fact that must
be repeated over and over again is
that the United States has no right to
negotiate anything in Vietnam. It has
no right to demand that the Viet-
namese accept any conditions before
American troops will be withdrawn.
Self-determination is not negotiable.

The demand to get US troops out
of Vietnam is not only correct in prin-
ciple, but coincides with the aspira-
tions of the men fighting in Vietnam
who, like their families at home, are
opposed to or dissatisfied with the
war. Negotiations mean little to the
GIs as long as they must continue
fighting.

During the Korean War, for exam-
ple, negotiations continued for years,
while heavy fighting continued, and
thousands of lives were lost. The
best way to support our men in Viet-
nam is to bring them home alive,
NOW!

The demand for the immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of Amer-
ican troops from Vietnam is a de-
mand that is in solidarity with the
struggle of the Vietnamese people.

continued
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“PEACE’’ OFFENSIVE —Hocus-Pocus in Paris

By Larry Seigle

The 1968 presidential election cam-
paign is occurring at the tail end of
a year that has been, to put it midly,
a painful one for the capitalist rulers
in the United States. In Vietnam the
military relationship of forces con-
tinues to shift in favor of the Vietnam-
ese. US military presence is restricted
to a dwindling number of cities and
military bases, which, far from being
secure, are more exposed than ever
before to attack by the National Lib-
eration Front. Saigon itself is con-
stantly under threat of siege while the
American high command is unable
to regain the initiative. American im-
perialism is haunted by the prospect
that its most massive military effort
since the Second World War will be
met with defeat.

The momentum of the Vietnamese
revolution is paralleled in the United
States by the continued deepeningrad-
icalization among students and Afro-
Americans. The war in Vietnam and
the issues directly related to it are
thrusting wider and wider layers of
the American population into direct
action in the streets against the war.
And a growing number of young peo-
ple are taking the next logical step:
they are beginning to see that the
cause of war, racism and poverty is
the capitalist system itself and are
looking for ways and means to re-
place it.

In response to what America's rul-
ing class sees as a two-fold threat—
the deepening disillusionment with the
system at home and military setbacks
in Vietnam —the political machina-
tions of the ruling class have been es-
calated in an effort to halt the spread
of antiwar sentiment and to take the
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steam out of the antiwar movement.
In an attempt to halt the disaffection
from the Johnson administration be-
fore it becomes disaffection from cap-
italist politics in general, the race of
the "peace” candidates in both the
Democratic and Republican parties is
set in high gear.

Simultaneously with this maneuver
is Johnson's "peace offensive” high-
lighted by the so-called "negotiations"
in Paris.

Neither of these maneuvers is an
original one. Ever since LBJ’s "peace”
campaign in 1964, there have been
numerous "peace” offensives by the
administration. All that they have
accomplished, and what they have
been designed to accomplish, is to
cover up for further escalation of
the war.

The most recent "peace” offensive,
highlighted by the talks between Wash-
ington and Hanoi, has precipitated a
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dispute within the antiwar movement
on the role that negotiations can play
in ending the war, and has reopened
the debate between those who demand
U.S. withdrawal from Vietham and
those who support negotiations. This
debate, relatively dormant for a while,
has a long history within the antiwar
movement.

In 1965, only a small section of
the antiwar movement supported the
demand for theimmediate withdrawal
of troops from Vietnam. The major-
ity supported the callfor negotiations,
ceasefire, stop the bombing, super-
vised elections, etc. These demands,
many argued, were the only realistic
demands that could win over the
masses of the American people. With-
drawal was "utopian” and to demand
it would alienate the average Amer-
ican from the antiwar movement.

As the movement continued, two
things happened. The favorable re-
sponse that the antiwar movement
received from the American people,
as demonstrated by the size of mass
actions, the opinion polls, the refer-
enda on the war, and so forth, con-
vinced many in the antiwar move-
ment that they had no reason to
worry about "alienating” the Amer-
ican people by demanding that the
U.S. get out of Vietnam right away.
Secondly, the left wing of the move-
ment, spearheaded by the Young So-
cialist Alliance, waged a campaign
to explain what self-determination
meant, and why nothing less than the
immediate withdrawal of U. S. troops
from Vietnam is consistent with self-
determination for the Vietnamese.

As a result the concept of the right
of Vietnam to self-determination, and
the demand for the immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of Amer-
ican troops, became the dominant
theme of the antiwar movement, and
only a few of the most conservative
groups opposed it.

But the so-called negotiations in
Paris and the 1968 elections have

produced a climate where these same
questions are again being debated.
It is important that antiwar activists
review the lessons learned from the
past and understand what self-deter-
mination means.

We are living in a time of war and
revolution —and Vietnam is the cen-
ter of this conflict. This tiny nation
has been struggling for centuries for
its independence and right to deter-
mine its own future, its right to self-
determination.

SELF-DETERMINATION

Nothing short of the immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of Amer-
ican troops from Vietnam is consis-
tent with the right of the Vietnamese
to self-determination. No "formula"
that includes the continued presence of
American imperialism in Vietnam can
possibly be compatible with the right
of the Vietnamese people to decide for
themselves what kind of government
and social order they want.

Internationally "supervised” elec-
tions, a ceasefire without withdrawal
of American forces, a "return” to the
Geneva accords —all infringe on the
right of the Vietnamese to self-deter-
mination. The simple fact that must
be repeated over and over again is
that the United States has no right to
negotiate anything in Vietnam. It has
no right to demand that the Viet-
namese accept any conditions before
American troops will be withdrawn.
Self-determination is not negotiable.

The demand to get US troops out
of Vietnam is not only correct in prin-
ciple, but coincides with the aspira-
tions of the men fighting in Vietnam
who, like their families at home, are
opposed to or dissatisfied with the
war. Negotiations mean little to the
GIs as long as they must continue
fighting.

During the Korean War, for exam-
ple, negotiations continued for years,
while heavy fighting continued, and
thousands of lives were lost. The
best way to support our men in Viet-
nam is to bring them home alive,
NOwW!

The demand for the immediate and
unconditional withdrawal of Amer-
ican troops from Vietnam is a de-
mand that is in solidarity with the
struggle of the Vietnamese people.

continued



14

But the demand is not derived from
the stance of the Vietnamese govern-
ment. Nor should it be. Until now the
Vietnamese have insisted on the with-
drawal of American troops before a
settlement can be conceived of. But
if the Vietnamese were forced to ne-
gotiate out of weakness or if their
position were to change under pres-
sure as it did at the Geneva Confer-
ence in 1954, the correct demand
for the American antiwar movement
to make ofthe U. S. governmentwould
still be for immediate withdrawal.

Prior to the U.S. intervention in
Vietnam, the Vietnamese people
fought for many years against the
brutal colonial occupation of Viet-
nam by the French government. In
1954 the French met with final defeat
at Dien Bien Phu.

However under pressure from the
Soviet Union and China, the Viet-
namese accepted an agreement over
the negotiations table in Geneva that
was not in their interests. Half of their
country was turned over to the con-
trol of the imperialists. Thus, through
negotiations in 1954, the imperialists
were able to turn a disaster on the
battlefield into a partial victory at
the negotiating table.

Therefore only the demand for with-
drawal of U.S. troops is compatible
with the struggle for self-determination
in Vietnam and in the interests of the
GIs fighting there. In our struggle
to end U.S. intervention in Vietnam
we will provide an example and un-
derstanding of how to fight against
future agression of U.S. imperialism
around the globe. If we recognize
the right of the U.S. to negotiate in
Vietnam, we recognize the right of the
U.S. to step in and negotiate the
future of other countries in Latin
America, Asia and Africa. Therefore,
no negotiations, "real” or otherwise,
should be supported.

NEGOTIATIONS VS.
WITHDRAWAL

In recent months, some sections
of the antiwar movement have re-
treated from the withdrawal position
in order to be able to justify giving
open or backhanded support to one
or another "peace" candidate. Con-
sequently, this has led many to go
wrong on the perspective for the whole
antiwar movement. Let us review the
position of different opponents of the

Vietnam war.

The "doves" of the capitalist parties,
of course, have never pretended to
be for immediate withdrawal. Their
opposition to the Vietnam war is
derived from their position on how
best to maintain capitalism and its
dominance in the world.

Thus it is no surprise that they
have supported the Paris "peacetalks"
hoping that "misunderstandings" and
"stubborness” between the two sides
could be eliminated, paving the way
for negotiations.

The case is different with those who
have participated up to now in the
antiwar movement. The Communist
Party, for example, was one of the
most vigorous opponents of the slo-
gan of immediate withdrawal during
the initial stages of the antiwar move-
ment. They said it was an ultraleftist,
unrealistic demand that would alien-
ate the American people. However,
under the pressure of thousands of
young radicals who became active
in the antiwar movement, they were
forced to givelip service to the demand
while continuing to support capitalist
politicians who explicitly opposed
withdrawal.

The CP juggled this contradiction
for some time without much grace.
But now, with the 1968 elections and
the Paris talks, they have returned
openly to their reformist position of
an end to the bombing of North Viet-
nam "so that the negotiations can
proceed." "PEACE SEEN IF BOMB-
ING STOPPED" ran the banner head-
line of the July 27 issue of the Daily
World. What peace could there pos-
sibly be with half a million troops
occupying Vietnam, the CP fails to
explain.

Others too have fallen victim to
LBJ's manipulations, including a
group of pacifists led by Dave Del-
linger and Linda Morse.

Linda Morse recently conducted a
walkout from the Student Mobilization
Committee to End the War in Viet-
nam over these same issues. Follow-
ing the walkout she signed a state-
ment which said, "As now conducted
by the administration, the Paris talks
may be a cruel and dangerous hoax."
(Emphasis added.) The statement
deals with withdrawal by saying, "The
primary objective of the negotiations
must be the complete and rapidly
phased removal of the U.S. military
presence in Vietnam according to a
clearly stated timetable.”" What all this
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blather means, of course, is that the
demand for withdrawal has been sub-
merged under support for the Paris
talks.

Dave Dellinger, widely known for
his role in the past in building mass
actions against the war organized by
the National Mobilization Committee
to End the War in Vietnam, recently
traveled to Paris, commuting back
and forth from the Viethamese to the
American delegations, attempting to
"interpret” and "explain” the Vietnam-
ese position. The New York Times
reported the story as follows:". . . Mr.
Dellinger said that he had met exten-
sively in Paris with Xuan Thuy, the
chief North Vietnamese negotiator,
and other Hanoi representatives, and
held private conversations with the
Chief of the United States delegation
W. Averell Harriman, and his deputy,
Cyrus Vance. ... Mr. Dellinger
quoted Hanoi's representatives as
having said that when and if the
United States halted all bombing,
they would be prepared to talk about
‘everything'. . . ."

The antiwar movement may well
ask Dellinger what he had to say in
private conversations with Johnson's
henchmen that he couldn't say in
public.

And at an August 1 meeting in
New York, entitled "KEEP AMER-
ICA INFORMED," Cora Weiss (Wom-
en Strike for Peace) who recently
returned from Paris as well, "informed”
the audience that the "Vietnamese are
even willing to drop the demand for
withdrawal and stick only with the
stop to the bombing issue.” Her point
was to emphasize how "conciliatory”
the Vietnamese were willing to be.

The antiwar movement as a whole
hasn't been deceived by the trickery
of the administration. Over one mil-
lion students across the country par-
ticipated in an international strike
against the war on April 26, just as
the initial plans of the "peace" talks
were being made. But the effect of the
actions of the right-wing section of
the antiwar movement only lends cre-
dence to the peace talk gambit of the
American ruling class. This move
objectively weakens the antiwar move-
ment at home and strengthens the
U.S. position in Paris. The capitalist
politicians would like nothing better
than for the antiwar movement to
"forget” about the demand for with-
drawal and revert to a more "reason-
able" position which can be utilized
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The War Continues

to support them in their demogogic
appeals for peace.

Placing confidence in the negotia-
tions as a way of ending the war
means that one is operating under
a misconception of what these talks
really represent. Simply because two
sides sit down to negotiate does not
mean that there is a common interest
between them. Unions and bosses
negotiate all the time and share no
common interest, in spite of what the
unions' reformist leadership may
think. Washington and Hanoi have
diametrically opposed interests at the
negotiating table, just as they do on
the battlefield in Vietnam. To under-
stand what the negotiations represent,

and what the antiwar movement's
attitude should be toward them, it
is necessary to be aware of what each
side is trying to accomplish in Paris.

The United States has a two-fold
aim. First of all, Johnson is hoping
to cut the ground out from under his
critics, and to pull the wool over the
eyes of the antiwar movement. And
secondly, the administration is look-
ing for a repeat of Geneva in 1954.

To repeat this sleight-of-hand that
put half of Vietnam back under the
control of imperialism, with the aid
of the Soviet Union, is the coup the
American rulers dream of.

On the other hand, the Vietnamese
have taken the position with respect
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to the Paris peace talks that they pro-
vide a valuable opportunity to take
advantage of their victories on the
battlefields, and the growing world-
wide opposition to U.S. aggression,
to further isolate and weaken the
American position in the cyes of the
world. So far, the Vietnamese have
not relied on the discussions to pro-
duce anything other than embarrass-
ment for the United States by expos-
ing their shoddy tricks for all to see.

THE FIGHT AGAINST
THE WAR CONTINUES

An end to the war in Vietnam will
be brought about not by these talks
in Paris, but by the combined efforts
of the Vietmamese liberation fighters
and the international opposition to
U.S. aggression in Vietnam.

For American youth this means
only one thing: to continue to build
a massive movement against the war
independent of the machinations of
the ruling class; to reach the GIs and
to convince them that their interests
are with the antiwar movement and
not with the politicians and generals
who arrange for their slaughter; and
to mobilize American youth to fight
against a war that they have no rea-
son to support and every reason to
oppose.

The Morses, Dellingers, CPers and
others, who have fallen victim to the
pressures of "peace” candidates and
"peace offensives" are dead wrong.
The way to build an antiwar move-
ment that can force anr end to the war
is not by calling for "real" negotia-
tions, but by organizing mass actions
in the streets independently of the
politics of the ruling class, and de-
manding that the American troops be
brought home now. The antiwar
movement, organized on this basis,
will continue to grow in size and
power.

Already, international plans are
being projected for the fall. In the
United States it is our job to make
crystal clear that the election of one
or another capitalist politician will
not bring an end to the war. Nor will
the maneuvers in Paris achieve this
goal. We will continue to mobilize in
massive street actions, independently
of the capitalist politicians, until all
American soldiers are withdrawn
from Vietnam and the Vietnamese
are free to determine their own future.
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Advocates of black power are being heard all over England. Here, a speaker
addresses a gathering in London's Hyde Park.

Paul Boutelle, Vice-Presidential can-
didate of the Socialist Workers Party,
returned in June from a two-week
speaking tour of Britain. We thought
readers of the Young Socialist would
be interested in his observations on
the struggle of black people in Eng-
land, their organizations, and their
thoughts on the black power move-
ment in this country.

In the course of his tour Paul
Boutelle spoke to about 1,000 black
people in Hyde Park, London, ap-
peared on national BBC TV, spoke
at a trade union center in Glascow,
Scotland, and addressed students at
several British universities. Before re-
turning to the U.S. Boutelle stopped
in France just after the height of the
strikes and demonstrations. Hespoke
at a meeting of 6,000 young revolu-

tionaries in the Latin Quarter of Paris.

Socialist Workers Party presidential
candidate Fred Halstead is also now
on an international tour, and will be
back Sept 16 ready to begin a fall
campaign tour of the U.S. Halstead
attended severalinternational antiwar
conferences in Japan, where he
stressed the need for coordinated inter-
national antiwar demonstrations in
the fall and for a coordinated effort
by antiwar forces all over the world
to reach American GIls with the truth
about the war and win them to the
antiwar movement.

If you would like Fred Halstead
or Paul Boutelle to speak at your
school this fall, write to the Socialist
Workers Party Campaign Committee,
873 Broadway, New York, N.Y.
10003.

YOUNG SOCIALIST

Q: What did you hope to accomplish
with your trip to England and France
this past summer?

A: The purpose of my trip was to
spread the views ofthe Socialist Work-
ers Party on the 1968 elections in
America, to discuss how the U.S.
elections are affecting people in other
countries, and to inform myself about
what is going on in England and
France —about the racial and class
struggles in England and about the
class struggle specifically in France —
and to relate to people in Europe my
experiences and views abouttheracial
and class and antiwar struggles in
America.

Q: With the recent anti-immigration
laws, the racist demonstrations in
support of Enoch Powell, and the mil-
itant actions in favor of black power,
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Advocates of black power are being heard all over England. Here, a speaker
addresses a gathering in London's Hyde Park.
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many people learned for the first time
that England is not only an imperi-
alist power, but also oppresses the
growing non-white population in Eng-
land itself, and that there is a grow-
ing black power movement there. In
what ways is the nationalist move-
ment in England different from that
in the U.S.?

A: The nationalist movement in Eng-
land is not the same as the one in
the United States for several reasons.
First of all, the black population
there is smaller in proportion to the
entire population than is the case in
America. So they are not able to
present as many powerful demands
or exert as great a threat to the
system by themselves as the blacks
in America. Also, the black popula-
tion in England hasn't been settled
as long as the black population here;
some of the black militants in Eng-
land are thinking of going back to
their respective countries, such as
Jamaica or the parts of Africa or
Asia where they came from to help
make a revolution there. They aren't
thinking of becoming permanent fix-
tures in England.

Also, there is a division among the
non-whites in England because they
have a greater regional or tribal
awareness of themselves because of
the different parts of the world that
they came from. For example, there
are some non-whites who think of
themselves as part of a tribe — pos-
sibly Ibos or Hausas or Yoruba —
or they take their identity from a
particular country such as Ghana
or Kenya, Guyana, Jamaica, Ceylon,
Pakistan, and so on. Having these
strong ethnic or tribal identities has
been a barrier in some cases to them
getting together; whereas in America,
the majority of the black people don't
have these identities based on a par-
ticular region of Africa or a parti-
cular area of the world. Our divisions
here, in general, are based on one
black person being a Democrat,
another a Republican, one a Catholic
or one a Baptist. There aren't the
same type of divisions.

However, there are similarities be-
tween the two struggles, in the sense
that we are struggling against the
same racial, economic, and political
system. And there is a growing unity
among non-whites in England from
different parts of the world. They are

forgetting about the fact that they
come from different areas ofthe world
and they are developing political
awareness to go along with their na-
tional and racial awareness. There
are non-white groups in England that
have worked with whites in the anti-
war movement and also have con-
tacts with some whites as far as think-
ing about working in broader areas
of struggle that will encompass all
peoples who are in opposition to the
British capitalistic system.

Q: Could you describe some of the
different non-white groups that exist
in England? I am interested in what
their politics are, who some of the
main leaders are, and perhaps what
groups they might correspond to in
this country.

A: There is the Universal Colored
Peoples Association. The president is
Obi Egbuna. He's an Ibo from the
Biafra section of Nigeria and he con-
siders himself to be a nationalist and
a Marxist.

Also there is Roy Sawh. He is an
Indian from Guyana —not an Indian
from South America, but an Indian
descendant from the sub-continent in
Asia. He was born in Guyana, but
has been in England for many years.
He has his own platform in Hyde
Park where he speaks every Sunday
against racism and for revolutionary
change.

Also, there is the Committee Against
Racial Discrimination which has been
in existence, I believe, for at least
ten years. For most of its history it
could be compared to the NAACP,
but recently some segments of it have
started to take a more radical turn.
Specifically, the Islington branch of
the Committee Against Racial Dis-
crimination (Islington is a section of
London) is headed by a man named
Oscar Abrams who has been trying
to develop more militancy and a more
grass-roots orientation for it. Abrams
is from Guyana, South America.

Then there is the Indian Workers
Association, which last summer
staged two major strikes againstcom-
panies that discriminated in hiring
and promoting. There is also a group
called the Racial Adjustment Action
Society, which is headed by Michael
Abdul Malik, or Michael X, as some
people call him. He was sentenced to
jail last fall for calling white people
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"monkeys, savages and bastards" at
a meeting, and he was convicted under
the Race Relations Act of 1965 which
makes it a crime to "foment racism."”
However, he was the first and only
person convicted under the law which
was supposedly passedto protect non-
whites against verbal racist attacks
by whites. He was due to be released
from jail this past summer. His sec-
ond in command is Frankie Dymon,
whom I met and spoke with quite a
bit while I was there. Frankie Dymon
is from Jamaica and has been in
London for 19 years. He was plan-
ning to come to America this fall and
make a speaking tour.

Then there is Gideon Job, who is

from the Fiji Islands in the Pacific.
He heads a recently formed group
called the Black United Action Front,
which was formed as a result of my
relating some of my experiences in
America and talking about how we
had started a Black United Action
Front in Harlem a few years ago.
The Black United Action Front orga-
nized a special meeting for me to
speak on the problems in America.
It was well-attended by many non-
white leaders and people. Gideon Job
took part in the British "counter-in-
surgency” war in Malaysia during
the 1950s and as such he helped in
defeating the revolutionary movement
there. But since then he has awak-
ened and found out that he was on
the wrong side, and he is ready now
to use his skills for the cause of free-
dom and in the cause of aiding non-
whites throughout the world in over-
throwing oppression. Gideon Job
spent some time in this country; as
a matter of fact he spent four years
at Stanford, where he majored in
economics.
Q: In what ways do you think the
Afro-American struggle has influ-
enced the black liberation struggle
in England? How do the non-white
leaders in England view the struggle
in this country?

A: The struggle in America has in-
fluenced greatly the struggle in Eng-
land. For example, the Universal
Colored Peoples Association has a
pamphlet which they published last
fall called Black Power in England
which gives an analysis of the neces-
sity for black power and how they feel
it should be utilized in England. They
present some of the same demands
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that black Americans present with
regard to education of black people
about our history, and black people
getting together regardless of what
area of the world they come from.
They talk about police brutality and
international politics and the world-
wide struggle. The pamphlet has a
picture of the black panther on the
cover. So that tells you the black
power movement in America has in-
fluenced them a great deal.

They are very interested in what all
the groups in America are doing.
During the time I was there they asked
many questions about SNCC, LeRoi
Jones, the Black Panther Party, the
Revolutionary Action Movement, and
the different civil rights and black stu-
dent groups in America. They were
interested in the views of various
black people on theelection campaign,
why it is that so many black people
cared for Kennedy, and what the
views of black people in America are
about what is going on in England
and other parts of the world. They
are seeking ideas from the black move-
ment in America.

Q: You recently spoke at a demon-
stration in New York in solidarity
with the French workers and students.
Why do you think it is in the interest
of black people to support these
struggles?

A: Because the struggle of the French
workers and students is against the
same type of system that people
throughout the world are struggling
against. If there had been a revolu-
tion in France it would have had a
great effect on the economic and po-
litical hold that France has on many
of the black nations and peoples of
Africa. The same way the first French
Revolution in 1789 aided in bringing
about freedom for Haiti. So this sec-
ond revolution would have been able
to bring about a great weakening,
if not a total elimination, of French
control over its former African col-
onies —which it now dominates
through neocolonialism. Further-
more, the French revolution will be
a revolution in a highly industrial-
ized country and it will have great
effect in facilitating upheavalsin other
parts of Europe, and I am sure it
will have reverberations right back
here in America. We can see why the
American ruling class, which is hos-
tile to black liberation movements,

expresses strong sympathies for the
French ruling class and without doubt
would have come to the aid of the
French ruling class. So, why can't
black militants and revolutionaries
feel that they should be in sympathy
with and in solidarity with those
French workers and students who are
struggling against their own ruling
class —which is supported by the
American ruling class.

Q: What effect, if any, do you think
the events in France will have on the
Afro-American  struggle in this
country?

A: I am sure that the eventsin France
and the lessons learned from them
will be utilized by some sections of
the black population in this country.
Black militants who are aware and
who do keep abreast of events all
over the world —not just in Africa
but Europe, Asia, and Latin Amer-
ica as well —will learn from the ex-
ample of the French workers and
students. In particular I think that
lessons can be learned from the con-
cept of the Action Committees —the
organizations that directed the strug-
gle in some areas—the self-defense
committees, the committees of work-
ers in the factories calling for control
of the factories, and the barricades
and other methods of self-defense that
the French workers and students used.
I think that all black militants will
realize that there are many parallels
between that situation and ours. We
can learn from many of the things
that happened in France. Aspects of
the French struggle will be used, and
even improved upon, I'm sure, by
black people.

Q: You spoke before of the effects of
the recent French upsurge on France's
colonies and former colonies; what do
you think might be the future effects
of this upsurge?

A: In Senegal, for example, during
the French events, the government
was forced to close down all schools
following a strike by students at Dakar
University. On May 31, there was a
general strike in response to a plea
by students for workers solidarity.
There was "rioting and looting™ in
Dakar. Senghor, who rules that coun-
try by virtue of French patronage,
ordered all offenders shot on sight.
This is one example of the kind of
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impact such an event in Europe can
have on Africa.

Black militants and revolutionaries
in the French controlled parts of Africa
can now see that there is the possi-
bility of allies in metropolitan France.
I am sure they realize that if there is
a revolutionary change in France it
will greatly help the liberation move-
ment in Africa. I'msure that Houphet-
Boigny, who is the black Frenchman
who is president of the Ivory Coast
will have many sleepless nights if the
French workers and students once
again take to the barricades.

..« French Students

continued from p. 7

posed to independence for Algeria.
The judges in this court, a large num-
ber of whom are military judges, are
directly under the control of the de
Gaulle cabinet, and can be removed
or changed by the cabinet. There
may be no opportunity of appeal.

Already the furor over these impend-
ing trials indicates that they may
well be the most important political
trials to take place in France in a
decade. The walls of Paris already
carry the message "Free Alain Kri-
vine;" defense material is being dis-
tributed; and figures such as Sartre
and Schwartz have indicated their
willingness to testify on behalf of the
defense at the trials.

Clearly, the political lines of the
September trials are drawn. It is the
de Gaulle government versus the van-
guard of the French students, who are
being held responsible for a social
convulsion beyond the power of any
organization or individual to "insti-
gate" or "plot." If the de Gaulle gov-
ernment succeeds in victimizing these
first 15 it will be prompted to extend
and intensify the repression with re-
newed vigor.

A defense campaign of internation-
al scope is crucially important in the
fight to protect the rights of the French
students. De Gaulle's undemocratic
and illegal actions against the left
in France must not go unchallenged.
De Gaulle is wrong if he thinks he
can "ban” the movement for social
change in France.

Time is short and help is needed
to get the word out here in the United
States. If you can help, contact the
Committee to Defend the French
Students.
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tinues to the point that 45 percent
of the wealth owned by the top 1
percent of the population is held by
the upper 11 percent of that group.
Since the top 1.6 percent owned 82.2
percent of all stocks and the value
of stocks have on the average quad-
rupled since 1953, this tiny fraction
of the population owns anevenlarger
share of the wealth today.

The results of the Lampman study
were found to largely coincide with
a study made at the University of
Michigan in 1960. The Michigan
study, based on the country's spend-
ing units (households), showed that
11 percent of the spending units held
56 percent of the total assets and 60
percent of the net worth of all private
holdings. A later Michigan study of
stock ownership in 1963 found that
83 percent of all spending units owned
no stock. Of the 17 percent of spending
units owning stock, only 4 percent
owned significant amounts (over
$10,000 worth). Even the majority
of this 4 percent owned relatively little
stock, since over 80 percent of all stock
is owned by 1.6 percent of the popu-
lation.

Drawing similar conclusions, Dr.
Kolko found thatin prosperous 1957,
44 percent of spending units lived
below the maintenance level set by
the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics.
Over 25 percent lived below the emer-
gency level. From 1945 to 1955 the
lowest 10 percent of the population
received 1 percent of income after
taxes; the upper tenth received 27 to
31 percent.

Finally, the Federal Reserve System
in a report issued at the end of 1962,
concluded that there were 200,000
households, making up 0.4 percent of
all households in the country, worth
$500,000 or more. This 200,000 held
32 percent of all investment assets
and 75 percent of miscellaneous
assets. The 500,000 households (1.0
percent of population) worth $200,
000 to $499,999 owned 22 percent
of investment assets. Lundberg con-
cludes, "It is my contention that gen-
eral corporate control lies in the com-
bined group of 200,000 very prob-
ably and almost certainly lies in the
combined groups of 700,000 wealthi-
est households, slightly more than
1 percent, owning assets worth $200,
000 and more." We have here focused

upon the American ruling class.

Lundberg is careful to point out
that the chief power of this concen-
trated economic ownership lies in its
ability to conirol. As little as 5 per-
cent ownership in a corporation is
usually enough to give control, and
15 percent gives absolute control.

Even in such a company as AT&T,
which is often pictured as being an
almost public corporation, .02 per-
cent of all stockholders own 7.8 per-
cent of the total stock and .1 percent
own 15.3 percent. The management of
AT&T really works for asmall group
of very large stockholders.

The magnitude of these holdings is
intensified by the fact that they are
concentrated in the 200 largest cor-
porations, which form the base of the
economy. Most of the top wealthhold-
ers have inherited their wealth and
are part of such large family group-
ings as the DuPonts, Mellons, Van-
derbilts and Rockefellers. Except for
the entrance of a few new corpora-
tions in expanding fields, the top 200
corporations are controlled by the
same family groupings as in 1937.
In contrast with small businesses,
thousands of which go into bankrupt-
cy each year, these holdings are like
granite.

This financial oligarchy is coming
to control even larger sections of the
economy through the "conglomerate”
movement. Instead of paying profits
in dividends, which are taxable as
personal income, those in control of
the corporations withhold profits.
They then buy up smaller corpor-
ations in other fields, avoiding anti-
trust legislation. Some corporations
are going in for the taking over of
independent book publishers, thus
putting the very rich in the position
of being able to decide what books
are (or are not) to be published.

A general outlook which has come
to be accepted in recent years is what
is often called the "managerial revo-
lution". This theory says that in ad-
dition to being widely owned (not
true), the corporations have fallen into
the hands of a new breed of neutral
managers, who run their enterprises
in a spirit of wholesome public ser-
vice. A corollary of this theory is
that the managers consider making
money to be old fashioned and are
primarily concerned with the grati-
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fication of their ego, which is inex-
tricably tied to the needs of society
as a whole. Lundberg effectively de-
molishes this nonsense.

One key factor accounting for the
myth of a managerial takeover is the
mistaken impression that executives
are called upon to make numerous
crucial decisions. Actually, most of
their decisions are rather routine. The
day-to-day functioning of the corpor-
ations on the management level is
facilitated by skilled but relatively
low-paid technicians. The top man-
agers are paid salaries far beyond
their worth in order to insure that
they identify with the big stock hold-
ers and safeguard their interests with-
in the corporation.

Ultimate control still lies in the
hands of the large stockholders. When,
from time to time, managers are called
upon to make crucial decisions re-
garding the direction of the corpor-
ation, they are liable to make the
wrong choice. In the event a real
blunder is made, the control of the
top interest group can be asserted.
An example is the case of the Lever
Brothers' President Charles Luck-
man, who some years ago failed to
make the decisive switch from soap
to detergents. Lever Brothers suffered
from this error and Luckman was
given the axe. A Luckman, unless he
also happens to be a big stockholder,
can always be fired. The big stock-
holders, by way of contrast, are never
fired.

The tax structure comes in for a
thorough treatment by Lundberg. In
theory we have a graduated income
tax. While often pictured as viciously
whittling away at the bank accounts
of the rich, taxes actually hit hardest
those least able to pay.

Eighty-six percent of all income tax
collected in 1960 came from the lower
brackets. The tax structureis progres-
sive only in the sense that there are
progressively more loopholes as one
moves up the income ladder. Tax
payers in the lower brackets can only
expect to claim exemptions for wives
and children. As one moves beyond
the $10,000 a year level, a multi-
tude of exemptions come into play.
Income from dividends are greatly
favored over salaried incomes. Thus,
doctors, engineers and highly skilled
technicians come infor relatively hard
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blows. The tax laws are a tribute to
special interest. Lundberg even finds
a section of the tax laws which are
written to apply to only one indi-
vidual.

The greatest tax dodge of all, how-
ever, turns out to be the foundation.
By placing his assets into a founda-
tion, a wealthyindividual insures their
protection from taxes, including the
steep inheritance tax. He appoints his
family members as trustees of the
foundation, thereby keeping control of
the assets in family hands. The foun-
dation's stock in a corporaiion can
still be voted by his family. Then he
is free to use the tax free foundation
income for "philanthropic” purposes.
(Although an average of 50 percent
of foundation profits are retained for
reinvestment).

Once there was a fairly extensive
literature devoted to analyzing the
more seamy facets of capitalist society
and the doings of the big capitalists.
Almost always couched in terms of
the expose, this was the most charac-
teristic literature of the progressive-
populist era. The Rich and the Super

Rich demonstrates both the strength
and weakness of this pure empirical
approach.

As was often the case with the pro-
gressives, Lundberg has developed
a rather healthy contempt for the big
capitalists. Unfortunately, however,
his opinion of nobody else is much
higher. Lundberg does a good job of
laying bare many aspects of the oli-
garchy's rule. Not satisfied to leave
well enough alone, he feels compelled
to dwell at length on the reactionary,
religious, ethnocentric prejudices and
superstitions of most of the popula-
tion. The volume abounds with such
terms as "boobs," "booboisie"and "hoi
polloi.” In'reality, Lundberg has no
understanding of what makes masses
of people move. Writing in the year
1968, he equates black power (men-
tioned only once) with religious prej-
udices and white chauvinism. The
historic struggles of the labor move-
ment are dismissed. Back in the thirties
poor Lundberg went to all thetrouble
to dig up the real dirt on the ruling
class and put it in a book so that
the exploited masses could read it.
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And what did they do? Nothing. They
didn't seem to pay a bit of attention.
So, obviously they mustbebackward,
ignorant, stupid and inherently worth-
less.

Socialism is rejected not so much
because it is undesirable as because
it is impractical or unattainable.
Lundberg's rejection of the working
people as a progressive agent for
social change leaves him grasping at
elitest solutions. At one point he pro-
poses that votes be allotted to people
on the basis of degree of education;
PhD's getting the most votes, while
illiterates get none. But Lundbergfails
to explain why, if education is to be
the ultimate criteria, the Walt Rostows
are among the staunchest defenders of
imperialism. Or why the professors
stampeded over one another tryingto
hatch new theories to justify thestatus
quo.

As of this writing, The Rich and the
Super Rich has hit the best seller
charts. Despite the book's shortcom-
ings, this is a- welcome development.
Lundberg has lessons which deserve
the widest audience possible.

Meet Young

Socialists in
your Area

continved from p. 19

INDIANA

BLOOMINGTON: Russell Block, 207 E. 2nd St., Bloom-
ington, Ind.
EVANSVILLE: Ronald Hicks, 1619 Franklin St., Evans-

ville, Ind.

MASSACHUSETTS

BOSTON: YSA c¢/o Militant Labor Forum, 295 Hunt-
ington Ave., Rm. 307, Boston, Mass., tel. (617)
876-5930

GT. BARRINGTON: Alec Harper, Simon's Rock, Gt.
Barrington, Mass. 01230

SPRINGFIELD: Stuart Wigam, Box 513, Springfield
College, Springfield, Mass. 01109

MICHIGAN

ANN ARBOR: Peter Signorelli, 2075 W. Stadium,
Apt. 1939, Ann Arbor, Mich.

DETROIT: YSA, 3737 Woodward Ave., Detroit, Mich.
48201, tel. (313) TEV-6135

EAST LANSING: Mike Maniscalco, 614 Michigan,
Apt. 2, East Lansing, Mich.

MINNESOTA: TWIN CITIES: YSA, 704 Hennepin Ave.,
Rm. 240, Minneapolis, Minn., 55403, tel. (612)
332-7781

NEW YORK

ALBANY: Carol French, 194 Jay St, Albany, N.Y.
12210

NEW YORK CITY: YSA, 873 Broadway, New York,
N.Y. 10003, tel. (212) 982-6051 or 982-6279

GREENVALE: YSA, c/o Elaine Feuerstein, Post Hall,
C WPost College, Greenvale, N.Y. 11548

NEW JERSEY: NEWARK: YSA, c/o Walt and Andrea
Brode, 425 Mt. Prospect Ave. Newark, N.J.
17104, tel. (201) 483-8513

NORTH CAROLINA: Adolph Reed, 108 Hillsborough
St., Chapel Hill, N.C. 27514

OHIO

CLEVELAND: YSA, E.V. Debs Hall, 9801 Euclid Ave,,
Cleveland, Ohio 44106, tel. (216) 971-1669

KENT: YSA, c¢/o Carolyn Carson, 471 Silver Oaks
Rd., #2, Kent, Ohio

YELLOW SPRINGS: YSA, c/o Alan Wold, Antioch
Union, Yellow Springs, Ohio 45387, tel.767-5511

OREGON: Tonie Porter, 5203 S.W. Pamona, Port-
land, Oregon 97219

PENNSYLVANIA: PHILADELPHIA: YSA, 686 No:th
Brood St., Philadelphia, Pa,, tel. {215) CE 6-6998

TEXAS

AUSTIN: Charles Cairns, 1803 Enfield Ave., Austin,
Texas.

BAYTOWN: Leo Tanguma, 1500 W. Humble St.,
Baytown, Texas 77520

HOUSTON: David Shroyer, 1116 Columbus St., Hous-
ton, Texas 78703, tel. {713) JA 9-2236

UTAH: SALT LAKE CIHTY: Sherm Richards, 957 East
1st Ave., Salt Lake City, Utah, 84103

WASHINGTON, D.C.: YSA, Terrill Brumback, 3416
17th St., N.W, Washington, D.C. 20010, tel.
(202) 332-4635

WASHINGTON: SEATTLE: YSA, 5257 University Way
N.E., Seattle, Washington 98105, tel. (206) 523-
2555

WISCONSIN: MADISON YSA, 202 Marion St., Madi-
son, Wisc,, tel. (608) 256-0857

DISTRIBUTORS OF THE YS IN CANADA

TORONTO: Young Socialists, 32 Cecil St., Toronto,
Ontario, tel. [416) 921-4627

MONTREAL: ligue des Jeunes Socialistes, 17 On-
tario O., Montreal, Quebec, tel. (514) 844-7742

OTTAWA: Young Socialists, 238 Arlington Ave., Ot-
tawa 4, Ontario

EDMONTON: Young Socialists, 11129-39th Ave.,
Edmonton, Albertq, tel. (403) 433-8791

VANCOUVER: Young Socialists, 511 Carral St,, Van-
couver 4, B.C,, tel. (604) 681-3847
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show of solidarity with the Viethamese— the ever-
growing international antiwar movement with its
mass demonstrations of millions in the streets of
the world against US imperialism in Vietnam.
No discussions were scheduled dealing with student
actions in Paris, Berlin, or Berkeley, let alone War-
saw, Belgrade, and Prague. No time was set aside
to evaluate the mounting interest in socialist ideas
among the world's student activists.

Having arranged for a giant fireworks display
to end it, Conference planners got more than they
bargained for. Despite attempts to limit participa-
tion to "friendly" democratic youth, the Yugoslav
delegation held a press conference on the closing
day, condemning what they called "the effort to
impose upon the festival certain concepts of a nar-
row ideological and sectarian unity." The Yugo-
slavs charged "undemocratic procedure, limited free-
dom of speech and exertion of pressure.”

At the same time, Western students staged an un-
official teach-in where they engaged CP participants
in a tense debate aimed at changing the topic of
discussion to "Students and the Working Class."
Failing to gain control of the meeting, the Bulgar-
ians simply brought it to an early close.

Those turned away can be consoled in the know-
ledge that the world revolutionary youth move-
ment which they represent will continue to grow
in spite of Sofia.

BRITISH BLACK NATIONALIST ARRESTED:
The London Times of July 26 reported the arrest
of three men charged with threatening to kill a
policeman. One of the three is Obi Egbuna, editor
of Black Power Speaks. He is President of the
Universal Coloured Peoples' Association (UCPA),
British organ for the ideas of militant struggle for
self-determination against the oppression of black
people. The UCPA would find its counterpart in
SNCC and the Black Panther Party here in this
country. Mr. Egbuna, a native of Biafra and author
of a pamphlet entitled "The Murder of Nigeria",
is also well known as a poet and playwright.

PRODIGAL SON I. M. Edgar Faure, newly-
appointed Minister of Education in France, gener-
ated a three-day debate in the National Assembly
when his proposals for liberalizing reforms in the
French educational system antagonized many Gaull-
ists in whose memories the taste of the events of
last May still lingered. The New York Times re-
ports: "One of the most poignant moments in the
debate came when David Rousset, a deputy belong-
ing to the left-wing of the Gaullist movement, pleaded
for greater understanding of the students. Mr.
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Rousset's son, as everyone in the Assembly knew,
is in jail awaiting judgment of charges of having
attempted to reconstitute the Jeunesse Communiste
Revolutionnaire . . . This is the other aspect of the
Government's present policy toward the students.
The French police, especially the riot police, have
received strict orders, reported to have come from
President de Gaulle personally, to be tough with
anybody who threatens violence in the streets.”

PRODIGAL SON II: Peter Brandt, 19 year-old
son of West German Foreign Minister Willy Brandt,
was recently sentenced to two weeks in a correc-
tional institution for youth following his arrest
during a Berlin student demonstration. In explain-
ing this punishment, the judge observed that while
Peter appeared to be a well brought up young man
of proper intelligence for his age, he seemed to ex-
hibit a peculiar lack of maturity in his attitude of
rebellion against his father. A quiet rest in the con-
ducive atmosphere of the institution, the judge felt,
would give him time to think about this flaw in
his psychological make-up.

HALSTEAD MEETS ZENGAKUREN: Fred Hal-
stead, SWP Presidential candidate, and Barry Shep-
pard, editor of the Militant newspaper, visited Japan
this August as part of a world tour that will include
a stop in Saigon. While there, they were able to
attend several antiwar conferences being held in
Japan, including the Antiwar, Anti-imperialist In-
ternational Conference called by the Zengakuren.

These are excerpts from Fred Halstead's letters
written in Japan: "Tonight we will visit peasants
engaged in a very militant battle against the take-
over of their land for use by an airport. The air-
port will be in part military. These peasants have
had ten clashes with cops this year trying to evict
them, and they have fought back with sickles and
spears. This is one of the developing struggles of
an antiwar character in Japan.

"It turns out we happen to be in Japan during a
nationwide student strike movement in which doz-
ens of universities are now physically occupied by
students. The latest count, according to police, of
the number now occupied is 54. This present stu-
dent strike movement has a long history. One of
the contributing factors, we are told by students,
was the April 26 Strike against the war in Vietnam
called by the SMC in the US. Response to that call
here was the strongest in any country in the world
and 72 universities were shut down. That strike
lasted only one day, but it raised the political level
and revealed great student power. The situation has
not been the same since. . ."
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