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INITRODUCTION

by Cindy <ipple

'y first serious exposure to socialist politics convinced
me of the necessity of social rewolution for the liberation of
myself and my sex. “ost feminists have not been so quick to ac-
cept a Marxist analysis because cf the sexism rermeating the mo-
dern, male—-led socialist movement. But it was a logical conclu-
sion for me to draw, given the vivid analysis of a woman who ra-
diated the power and ‘inteority of truly secialist and feminist
DOlltiCS.

I was fortunate: I was living in Seattle and had the op-
portunity to observe, to learn from ané to work with the founders
of contemporary socialist-feminism, women revolutionaries with
a long and rich background in the study of i‘arxist theory, in
building a working class, Bolshevik type of party, and in pro-
mulgating the internationalist politics and democratic organi-
zational principles of Leon Trotsky.

iy sisters in other parts of the country have been less :
fortunate; their road to a revolutionary feminism, to delineating
a clear and cohesive socialist-feminist theory and practice, has
been fraught with inevitable hesitation and confusion.

What is the exact relationship between feminism and the
class struggle?

How is feminism connected to the racial and sexual minority
movements?

How do socialist~feminists work in the male-supremacist
socialist movement without jeopardizing their feminism or becomlng
hostile to socialism?

Ansvers to these widespread probhlems of the women's move-
ment -are- hardly self-evident.

“illions of women, and men. around the world are gragpling
with these apparently perplex1ng and frustrating problems, which
are exacerbated by the astonishing lack of any objective, com~
prehensive and definitive history of socialist feminism. The
written history of the socialist movement is prolific, vast and
expanding daily, but one explosive component is still missing -~
an authoritative account of the century-long struggle of wonen
within the socialist movement for equal rights, equal opportunity
and political recognition of the programmatic and organizational
importance of the woman question.

The reason for this appalling omission from the annals of
radical history is embarrassingly elementary and obvious --
the fact is that most socialist historians were men who were not



feminists, or women whose feminism was ruthlessly edited out of
the manuscripts, or distorted beyond recognition.

Our history as women socialists, as revolutionary women who
were simultaneously socialists and feminists, has been denied us.
The roots of our identity, the course of our political evolution,
and the story of our struggles remain hidden chapters in so-
cialist literature.

The 1967-1969 Organizer's Report of the Freedom Socialist
Party, the first socialist-feminist party in history, is an
exciting exception to the historical blackout of women's role
in the socialist movement. It is a carefully documented account
of a victorious struggle by socialist womefi and their male allies
against the reactionary politics of male-chauvinist radicalism
Proudly written in 1969 by the founders of socialist~feminism,
this work was intended to inform, educate and reinforce other
principled radicals in the Amazonian labor necessary to achieve
the emancipation of women.

Then I first read the Organizer's Report, in 1972, I was
forcefully struck by the almost incredible phenomenon, to me, of
a woman who was so objective and so political that she could
emplcy sophisticated programmatic analysis of a personal epi-
sode filled with misery and outrage. What courage, I thought,
and yet the Report seemed to me basically a matter of historical
interest. I soon learned that other women, especially those who
were wives and mothers, viewed the document as a manifesto, as
a virtual declaration of independence from domestic-political
servitude to male radicals; these women identified with Clara
wholehearedly, and in her insistence on the party as the tribu-
nal -- the platform and the champion -- of their just rights,
they finally found an organization worthy of their revolutionary
energy and dedication.

Every radical, every socialist and every feminist should
read this book; the profound lessons of the hard-fought victory
recounted in its pages are inescapable for the reader’, and in-
delible for the dedicated feminist.

Feminisr and Socialism in Theory

The theoretical foundation for the emancipation of women as
an essential component of the struggle for socialism was estab-
lished a century ago by Marx and Engels, and later Ly Bebel,
Lenin, Clara Zetkin and Trotsky.

In Capital, published in 1867, liarx analyzes the relation-
ship between women, labor and the family as follows:

...It was not, however, the misuse of parental authority
that createl the capitalistic exploitation, whether di-
rect or indirect, of children's labour; but, on the con-
trary, it was the capitalistic mode of exploitation
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which, by sweeping away the economical basis of par-
ental authority, made its exercise degenerate into a
mischievous misuse of power. However terrible and dis-
gusting the dissolution, under the capitalist system,
of the old family ties may appear, nevertheless, mo-
dern industry, by assigning as it does an important
part in the process of production, outside the domestic
sphere, to women, to young persons, and the children

of both sexes, creates a new economical foundation for
a higher form of the family and of the relztions be-
tween the sexes. It is, of course, just as absurd to
hold the Teutonic-~Christian form of the family to be
absolute and final as it would be to apply that charac-
ter to the ancient Roman, the ancient Greek, or the
Eastern forms which, moreover, taken together form a
series in historic development. Moreover, it is obvious
that the fact of the collective working group being
composed of individuals of both sexes and all ages,
must necessarily, under suitable conditions, become

a source of humane development; although in its spon-
taneously developed, brutal capitalistic form, where
the labourer exists for the process of production, and
not the process of production for the labourer, that
fact is a pestiferous source of corruption and slavery.

-- Volume I, Chapter 15, Machinery
& Modern Industry; Section 9, The
Factory Acts

To Marx, the concept of female equality was rooted firmly
in the labor process, in the equality of labor. While he de-
plored the monstrous abuse of women and children in the capital-
ist factory system, his mastery of materialist dialectics en-
abled him to anticipate the shape of the future, where econo-
mically independent and psychologically confident women would
remold the nature of sexual relationships and achieve a "higher
form of the family."”

For Marx, class struggle and women's rights were not con-
tradictory or separated entities; the woman worker, "outside
the domestic sphere", was not only an intrinsic part of the
workers' struggle, but the architect and harbinger of the rev-
olution in human relations which only socialism can engender.
Only then will the process of production exist FOR the worker,
and not vice-versa.

"The modern family", says Marx, "contains in germ not only
slavery but also serfdom, since from the beginning it is related
to agricultural services. It contains in miniature all the con-
tradictions that later extend throughout society and its state."
The modern family, then, based on the oppression of women, is
the microcosm of everything in the larger capitalist society
that must be swept away if humanity is to advance towards real
civilization.




Engels' classic, The Origin of the Family, Private Property
and the State, published in 1884, is a brilliant and profound
development of Marx's theme of essential intexrconnections and in-
terrelationships among women, labor and socialism.

Around this theme, Engels weaves a pan¢ramic tapestry com-~
posed of closely interwoven threads: women, the family, econo-
mics and the mode of production, class society, private proper-
ty, state power, matriarchy and matrilineal descent, patriarchy,
capitalism and monogamy, socialism and freedom. Engels explains
and proves how women's ancient hegemony in the primitive colect-
ive was eroded and finally overthrown by the intervention of
private property, and the brutal imposition of monogamy to insure
the inheritance process and congeal the subjugation of women.
Engels was outraged over the oppression of women:

Famulus means domestic slave, and familia is the total
nurker of slaves belonging to one man... The term was
invented by the Romans to denote a new social organ-
ism whose head ruled over wife and children and a
number of slaves, and was invested under Roman pa-
ternal power with rights of life and death over tham
all... The overthrow of mother right was the world his-~
torical defeat of the female sex. The man took com-
mand i1n the home also; the woman was degraded and
reduced to servitude; she became the slave of his lust
and a mere instrument for the production of children.
This degraded position of the woman, espesially con-
spicuous among the Greeks of the heroic and still more
of the classical age, has gradually been palliatecd

and glossed over, and sometimes clothed in a milder
form; in no sense has it been abolished...

Engels claimed that only socialism, the modern economic
collective, can reinvest women, as a total sex, with dignity,
respect and equality, and he identified strongly with the his-
toric militancy and profound wretchedness of women.

.. .when monogamous marriage first makes its appear-
.ance in history...it comes on the scene as the sub-
jugation of one sex by the other; it announces a
struggle between the sexes unknown throughout the
whole previous prehistoric period.

In an old unpublished manuscript written by Marx

and myself in 1846, I find the words: "The first di-
vision of labor is that between man and woman in
monogamous marriage, and the first class oppression
coincides with that of the female sex by the male...
prosperity and development for some is won through
the misery and frustation of others. It is the cel-
lular form of civilized society in which the nature
of the oppositions and contradictions fully active
in that society can be already studied.
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Engels v1ewed woman s economlc p051t10n as one of chattel
slavery: : :

In the old communistic household. whlch comnrlsed many
couples and their children, the task entrusted to the.
women of managing the household was as much a -public,
a socially necessary industry, as the ﬁrocurlng of
food by  the men. With the pa%rlarchal family and
still more with the single monogamous family, a change
came. Household management lost its public charac-
ter. It no longer concerned. societiv It became a
private service: the wife became. the head servant,
excluded from all participation in social production.
Not until the coming of modern large-scale industry
was tlie road to social production opened to her agaln--
and then only to the proletarian wife...the modern in-
dividual family is founded on the open or concealed
domestic slavery of the wife, and modern society is

a mass composed of theue 1nd1v1dua1 famllles as 1ts
molecules. =

Liberation from anthuated domestlc slavery and advance-
ment to modern wage exploitation was indeed the only solution,
according to Marx and Engels. And while utopian and middle-
class Radical-Feminists* may sneer, Engels understood: what
they do not-~that the merger of the woman questioh with the
class struggle is the highroad to a dual victory of the pro-
letariat over the capitalist class, and women over the male su-
premacist system exempllfled by capltallsm.

In the great magorlty of cases today...within the
family, the man is the bourgeois, and the wife re- - -
presents the proletariat... The necessity of creating
real social equality between them and the way to-do

it, will only be seen in the clear light of day when"
both possess legally complete equality of rights.

Then it will be plain that the FIRST CONDITION FOR THE

e

* A petty bourgeois, anti-materialist trend in the feminist move-
ment based on the theory that males are the cause of sexism be-

cause they are biologically programmed to be aggressors. Radical~

Feminists turn the feminine mystique propaganda of the bourgeoisie
into a principle and call upon all women to build a women's
revolution by not associating with men and by negating all that
is "male" inside of us, i.e., aggressiveness, strength, leader-
ship, effective organization, power., Thus they condemn the fem-
inist movement fo failure by depriving us of the very tools ne-
cessary to wrest power from the male bourgeois oppressors. Un- -
der cover of their "real revolution" rhetoric they reject so-
cialism, the labor movement, any confrontation with men who

hold the power, and zdapt readily to the system, to capitalist
polltlcs, and to a purely opportunist pursuit of- personal
careerism and comfort. . :



LIBERATION OF THE WIFE IS TO BRING THE WHOLE FEMALE
SEX BACK INTO PUBLIC INDUSTRY, AND THAT THIS IN TURN
DEMANDS THAT THE CHARACTERISTIC OF THE MONOGAMOUS FAM-
ILY AS THE ECONOMIC UNIT OF SOCIETY BE ABOLISHED...
to emancipate woman and make her the equal of the
man is and remains »n impossibility so long as the
woman is shut out from social productive laktor and
restricted to private domestic labor. The emanci-
pation of woman will only be possible when woman can
take part in production on a large, social scale,
and domestic work no longer claims anything but an
insignificant amount of her time.

,The depth of Engels' analysis and its relevance to current
issues are the result of the care with which he approached
all levels of human relationships, particularly in the area
of sexuality and love. The right to sexuality and individual
lifestyle, a major concern of both the feminist and sexual
minority movements, was recognized by Engels as being connected
to the position of women in the family and women's relationship
to production:

What we can now conjecture about the way in which
sexual relations will be ordered after the impending
overthrow of capitalist production is mainly negative
in character, limited for the most part to what will
disappear. But what will there be new? That will

be answered when a new generation has grown up: a gen-
eration of men who never in their lives have knowm what
it is to buy a woman's surrender with money or any
other social instrument of power; a generation of
women who have never known what it is to give them-
selves to their lover from fear of the economic conse-
quences. When these people are in the world, they
will care precious little what anybody today thinks
they ought to do; they will make their own practice
and their corresponding public opinion about the prac-

tice of each individual -~ and that will be the end
of it.

Bebel, Lenin, Trotsky, Zetkin, and innumerable woman
revolutionists enlarged upon Marx and Engels' work, writing,
organizing, and teaching on behalf of women workers and poor
women fighting valiantly for survival and amelioration of their
disastrous living and working conditions. . Lenin held that
without the mass involvement of Russian women, the revolution
could not advance, and Trotsky, in The Death Agony of Capi-
talism and the Tasks of the Fourth International, 1938, called
for special emphasis on organizing women, the most exploited
sector of the proletariat.

Opportunist organizations by their very nature concen-
trate their chief attention on the top layers of the
working class and therefore ignore both the youth and
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the woman worker. The decay of capitalism, however,
deals its heaviest blows to the woman as a wage-earner
and as a housewife. The sections of the Fourth Inter-
national should seek bases of support among the most
exploited layers of the working class, consequently
among the women workers. Here they will find inexhaust-
ble stores of devotion, selflessness and readiness

to sacrifice.

Down with the bureaucracy and careerism! Open the
road to the Youth! Turn to the woman worker!

e, v e e e m

Feminism and Socialism in Practice = '~

But most revolutionary socialists failed to heed Trotsky's
call, and within the radical movement as a whole, the woman
qguestion continued to occupy, at best, a secondary place. 1In
the Second International, in the Bolshevik Party of Lenin and
Trotsky, and in the early Socialist Workers Party in the United
States, a few women played leading roles in defining policy,
writing, speaking and organizing. In studying the literature
of this period, I found very little material written by women.
Apart from titans of thought and practice like Luxemburg, and
. leaders like Zetkin, Kollontai, and Balabanoff, almost all women
revolutionists and radicals who deal with the issue attest to
a consistent disrespect and underestimation from most of their
male counterparts. The socialist/communist movement in this
century, according to women activists, has been marked by ambi-
guity, vacillation, confusion, contradiction, virulent anti-
feminism, or demagogic rhetoric in lieu of a clear and firm
policy on woman's emancipation. A pervading, if often unofficial,
ideology prevailed to the effect that the issue was "disruptive”,
"secondary", "subjective", or, crowning insult! -- "it's a very
important issue; why don't you WOMEN work on it?" This is what
women survivors of the 0ld Left tell me, and yet very little
has been written about it.

Theoretical development of the issue was discouraged, even
while journalistic coverage was sometimes provided, in response
to thé demands and interests of leading-woman- activists and
radical press subscribers. Still, some theoretical development
and updated political analysis did occur, although concern with
the woman question tended to be a matter of individual special-
ized grouping, or regional propensity, rather than a national,
organized and homogenous policy of the radical parties.

Only the SWP contained a committed group of leaders and
activists who advocated a nationwide program for and orientation
to women. The impact of this grouping, the Weiss tendency, led by
Myra T. and Murray Weiss, was seriously undercut, however, when
it was falsely denounced as an anti-leadership clique by the
conservative Dobbs-Kerry regime of the SWP in the early sixties,
at the same time that political differences over other questions
were dividing the pro-feminist forces themselves. Myra and
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Murray Weiss chose not to resist the SWP regime, and dropped
out of politics, and the feminist banner was thereupon carried
by the then Seattle branch virtually alone except for small
groups of adherents around the country.

The stalinists displayed the most dismal, anti-voman
record of any radical party. They capitulated to the Soviet
Union's policy of bowing to economic pressure and perpetuating
the exploitation of women as cheap domestic and reproductive
lakor. The Communist Party of the USA, like its fountainhead
in the Kremlin, advocated the maintenance of the "nuclear,
monogamous family as a revolutionary unit”. Anyone whc has read
#Harx or Engels could point out the impossibility of there
being anything remotely revolutionary about monogamy or the
nuclear family, but consistency and truth were never corcerns
of the stalinists. In the Soviet Union, this reactionary
view resulted in limiting divorce; criminalization of akortion;
abandonment of efforts to socialize housework, childcare,
laundry, and cooking: resumption of prostitution on a mass
basis: brutalization of sexual minorities; and the appearance
of thousands of homeless children in the streets. The regression
to vicious male chauvinism in the CP in the more industrially
advanced US was less brutal in its physical forms, but just as
counter-revolutionary in its effects. There were many women
activists and organizers in the Communist Party, but few ever
became acknowledged leaders. The few women who did achieve
proninence learned to deny their concerns as women; they scoffed
at feminism as "petty bourgeois reformism", and the party line
decreed that women's rights had to await the Revolution.
Sexual minorities who refused to be closeted in the revolutionary,
monogamous nuclear family were purged from the party. The at-
titude of women in the CP today is much the same, despite the
tremendous influence of the feminist movement on the rest of
the nation.

In the early sixties, American radicalism as a whole was
incapable of anticipating, understanding, defending or promoting
the mass upsurge of women that actually materialized at the end
of the decade, and no amount of after-the-fact posturing,
pontificating and tail-ending can erase this dismal reality,
this political scandal engendered by the blind and stupid male
chauvinism of socialist men, at worst, or, at best, by a mixed,
ambiguous approach of wholehearted encouragement of talented
women individuals coinciding with a candid belief that the
issue should be underplayed because of tactical and strategic
“realities"” and “priorities”. Only a handful of male and female
socialist activists in this country perceived, with dialectical
vision, the coming upheavals in social reality triggered by
the very changes in the material condition of women that Marx,
Engels, and Lenin had foreseen.

ilevertheless, the status of women radicals from the twenties
through the early sixties was infinitely superior to the atti-
tudes women encountered with the advent of the New Left in the
late sixties.
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Fueled by their college-acquired Freudianism, by the Exis-
tentialism and anarchism of the literary Beatniks, and by the
vaunted “Sexual Revolution” (the pill), the charismatic male
leadership of the New Left, black and white, used women as sup-
porters, clerical aides, domestics, assistants, adninistrative
technicians and sex objects. Women were expected to be intel-
ligent, competent, energetic and always available and support-
ive; women were expected to be activists, but not leaders.

The sex stereotyping of roles and the anachronistic division of
labor inside the movement was so flagrant and so shockingly
conventional that women started to rebel, and ultimately large
groups of women revolted against their second-class citizen-
ship and left the male supremacist organizations completely.

The most rabid male chauvinists of the Wew Left, along
with some remaining female diehards, have since bestowed
theoretical validity to their sexism by joining the evangelical
revival of unreconstructed stalinism found in mushrooming laoist
cult groups, such as Revolutionary Union and the Octoker League.

The nuclear, monogamous family is again being raraded
around as a holy, revolutionary unit. Sexual minoritiss and
independent women are denounced by these "revolutionary”
puritans, only recently emerged from SDS and the New Left, as
petty bourgeois individualists indulging in perversions and
diversions provided by decaying capitalism. Meanvhile, they
have stripped women members who must defer to their huskand-
leaders, of all leadership and independence. Maoists are
merely state echoers of an opportunistic, brutal and sexually
repressive line on women.

The socialist movement today, whether 014 Left or 'ew Left
in its origins and directions, is still getting by with the
"active-vomen-but-not~quite-leaders" sidestep characteristic
of the movement since the advent of stalinism and the feminine
mystique culture that pervaded American society in the wake of
the Second World War. It is now up to socialist--feminists to
create a new socialist movewment in which women will have truly
equal opportunity for leadershipr and theoretical work.

Poverty and Prejudice -~ Obstacles to Women's Leadership

The first and greatest obstacle to the development of fe-
male leadership has been the sexism of male politicals, while
Fhe next greatest obstacle, a product of universal male chauvin-
13?, has been the chronic ambivalence of conscious women them-
selves,

Initially, the relatively backward position of women in
the socialist movement was a simple and direct reflection of
the@r few numbers and unskilled status in the work force in
ba31c'industry. Economic independence is essential to women
assuming an independent role in politics, but the starvation
wages paid to women clericals, waitresses and garment workers,
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The FSP was originally the Seattle Branch of the Socialist
Workers Party. For over twenty ysars, the Branch was an adherent
of a west-coast tendency within the SWP which espoused women's
rights, a revolutionary approach to the Black struggle*, and the
need for connecting minorities and women with each other and
with the class struggle and the Party. In 1957, the Branch
spearheaded the organization of the Kirk-Kaye faction, which
opposed the unprincipled adaptation of the SWP to the shifting
reformist and pacifist leadership of the Black movement and
called for an end to the nationalist-separatist analysis of
the "Negro Question". Advocating revolutionary, as opposed
to bourgeois, integration, the faction offered a Marxist anal-
ysis that traced the interconnections of the Black struggle
with the class struggle and the socialist movement, showing the
Black upsurge to be a unique and central component of the gen-
eral class struggle, and Black leadership destined to furnish
a dynamic leadership cadre for revolutionary socialism.

The SWP was becoming increasingly isolated from all strug-
gles -- the Black movement, women's emancipation, the Chinese
Revolution, the anti-war movement, and the youth. To guard this:
sectarianism, the party regime was imposing an increasingly
monolithic structure on the party, bureaucratically violating
the historic, democratic rights of factions and, in effect,
outlawing criticism, new proposals for action, and, finally,
debate itself. The National Committee of the SWP resorted to
punitive organizational and administrative attacks against
the Branch and its leadership, and against other factions
around the country, and this classic prelude to expulsion was
circumvented only by the mass resignation of the entire
Branch from the national Party.

Why We Left the SWP was published soon afterwards, in
1966, incorporating the following unprecedented approach to
women 's emancipation which the newly-formed FSP was now pre-
senting "publicly for the first time for the consideration of
all revolutionary SOClallstS and all mass movement militants
and radicals":

We place the struggle for women's emancipation on the
level of a first-class theoretical and programmatic ques-"
tion.

As the first tendency in the history if American rad-
icalism to formally incorporate this question into
our basic program, we proclaim our resistance to the

* For a more detailed account of the Seattle Branch's position
on the Black question, see "Revolutlonary Integration; the Dia-
lectics of Black Liberation" in Revolutionary Age, vol 1, no. 1,
1968, available through the FSP bookstore.
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creeping .paralysis of male supremacy which by now has
become an ingrained practice in the entire labor and
socialist movement, and a growing danger in the civil
rights movement. ‘

The leading role of women in the fight for civil
rights, in the anti-war movement, in civil liberties
campaigns, etc., is not accidental, but results from
the special dynamic developed by women as an oppressed
sex, seeking liberation for themselves and for all
other victims of discrimination. .

The feminine mystique, along with racism, remains the
Achilles Heel of the labor movement and a significant
factor in the history of union degeneration. Women's
equality nmust be raised as a transitional slogan
whose dynamism flows from the pivotal location of the
Woman Question in U.S. life, where the ippression

and special exploitation of women is a burning in-
justice that intersects with every other political
question and social movemwent. : '

In comparison to the FSP's rich integration of .general so-
cial issues with the specifics of the ¢lass struggle, the SWP
remained disdainfully aloof from any movement that was not direct-
ly tied to the labor movement, preferring not to muddy the waters .
of their trade union conservatism with such controversial is-
sues as race, sex, sexuality or the war. However, the SWP was
eventually pressured into a flip-flop intervention 'in all the
major movements of the early 70°'s, and then not by the dynamism
of the issues but simply because of the huge numbers of people:
involved in those movements. The SWP's approach was, and still
is, to tail-end whatever movement seems to be activating the
largest numbers, and to espouse single~issue, lowest-common-
denominator politics that soothe the mass but 'sacrifice poli-
tical development, growth of consciousness, and ultimately the
effectiveness of that movement. iileanwhile, the  SWP keeps
its trade union work separate from the anti-war, feminist,
racial minority movements, considering them awkward hindrances
to establishing smooth working relationships with the trade
union bureaucrats. The result is an unnatural and anti-Len-
inist division between general social issues and the class strug-
gle which negates the impact of either.

A Test by Fire fgg;Socialist Wwomen

The 1966 split from the shameless opportunism ‘and rigid
. bureaucracy of the SWP sparked a renaissance of study and work

in the FSP. Beyond the immediate requirements of consolida-
tion and defense against the raids perpetrated by the dishonest -
predatory socialist groups like thé Sparticist League, FSP- .
members were exploring entire new areas of study in women's
history, economic role, culture, literature, and art, as well
as the politics of feminism and conflicting theories of women's
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emancipation. The entire party was caught up in the excitement
of classes and discussion groups:; a rebirth of feminism as a
central theme of socialist politics was underway and flourishing
-~ except for one recurrent and deadly thene.

A few male leaders still found it more personally comfor-
table to talk about women's rights than to practice them.

It was the same o0ld story. Women's liberation was begin-
ning to hit home, to strike male leaders squarely in the solar
plexus, to force them to translate platform oratory into every-
-@ay--relations of -eguality and respect-on-the organizational
plane. To their everlasting discredit and shame, the majority
of the FSP men cynically and contemptuously refuséd to grow up
to the level of their own self-proclaimed program, and the en-
suing debacle was a classic demonstration of the contemptible
lows to which minority and white socialist men can sink in the
hysterical defense of their petty, wounded, male-supremacist
egos.

The issue that proved to be such a stumbling block to
these feminist men was a divorce and child custody dispute
between two leading comrades. Contested divorce and child cus-
tody, while rare in the old left revolutionary movement, was
always handled by a traditional, straightforward procedure.
The problem was automatically referred to the Organizer or
another party leader respected by both sides, who would help
the couple negotiate an agreement so that the dispute would
not be aired in the capitalist courts. Parties like the SWP
compensated for their backwardness in feminist theory with un-
questioned respect for individual woman comrades in marital
and family matters.

Such arbitration proceedings were simply the A~B-C's of
feminism which the FSP had apparently long since absorbed. *-
Indeed, the FSP had been troubled by the S"P's failure to move
beyond principled practice on an individual level and advance
to a consistent and putlic socialist-feminist theory. The FSP
~ had developed the socialist-feminist theory_and this divorce A
case should have been handled with the ease and dispatch expected
from an organization which had moved to the forefront of revolu-
tionary feminist thought.

Instead, the disagreement erupted into a major test for
the party. Except for three male comrades, all of the men, and
one lone female, dismally failed the test, unable even to rise to
the level of individual practice traditional in male-led,
radical organizations.

Richard Xirk*, the husband in the disputed divorce case,

* Due to the blacklisting and imprisonment of radicals carried
out by the government, employers and unions during World War II,
party members generally adopted pseudonyms for political work.
Richard Xirk was the pen name of Richard Fraser.
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was a 30 year veteran of Trotskyism and the party's most promi-
nent leader and spokesman within the milieu of radical politics
and in the ghetto. He was the originator of the theory of Revo-
lutionary Integration, the FSP's position on the Black strug-
gle, and wa< nationally recognized as a theoretician, organizer,
writer, spwaker and activist. He had a reputation as a staunch
defender and proponent of women's rights. His political energy
and personal conduct, however, had been rapidly deteriorating

as a consequence of the devestating effect of decades of heavy
drinking now resulting in acute alcoholism, complicated by ter-
minai male chauvinism. By the second party conference in Jan-
_uary, 1967, he had turmed into his own opposite. 2ll of his
theoretical work had ground to a halt 4nd he was becoming increa-
singly opportunistic and cavalier in his mass work. He was
arrogant and abusive towards his comrades and subject to spo-
radic fits of violent rage. In an effort to reduce his increa-
singly destructive impact on party affairs, the January confer-
ence removed him from organizational leadership and placed hina
on the publications committee. This was part of a general reor-
ganization of party leadership and it was hoped that he could
still make a valuable contribution to the party through li-
terary work. This hope, unfortunately, did not materialize.

Instead of confining himself to writing, Kirk unleashed a
paranoid campaign of malicious slander against the newly
elected leadership. The uvrganizer for the party repurted that
“Explosive, undisciplined behavior in party meetings, veiled
organizational charges and vitriolic perscnal attacks against
comrades, drunken and violent scenes at internal meetings and
public functions -- all became part of his regular modus op-
erandi." (Organizer's Report) The usual focus for Kirk's
abuse was Clara Xaye*, the same woman who later introduced me
to socialist-feminist politics. Although still legally married,
they had been separated for over a year, during which time Kirk,
the vaunted “supporter® of women's rights, had exerted every
ounce of male privilege conferred on him by this society to
harrass and intimidate Clara into returning to him. He re-
fused to discuss the matter of custody of their child, threatened
to file for bankruptcy which would result in the garnishment
- of her wages and the loss of her job; disrupted the entire
party with insults and innuendos against her; and finally
threatened to vent his ire publicly by going to court.

The sheer viciousness of his sexist-alcoholic syndrome
comes through clearly in the Organizer's Report:

His male-supremacist attitude expressed itself most
openly in his intense personal vendetta against Com-
rade Clara... By repeated demands on her for money and
by continual personal harrassment to the point of
public, physical violence, he in effect denied her

* Clara Kaye is Clara Fraser
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right to a life of her own. iie unilaterally assumed
custody of their son and of pcssession of their jointly-
owvned house and refused to discuss either child cus-
tody or a financial property agreement with her. Thus

he condemnes the child to an urbrinaging hy an irrational
alcoholic... and hlackmailed Clara into financially
supporting him kecause she feared he would provoke

a lecal-political scandal if she refused. ~

The party majority remained aloof from Clara’s predicament
for quite'a while, preferring to clinc to the fantasy that Xirk,
if indulged, would get better. " It vasn't until his disrup-
tions tinreatened to tear the party amart that any action was
taken. - Finally, in ‘lay of 1367, the executive committee formed
a sub-committee to investigare Kirk's persistent charges that he
wvas being "slandered and maligned”, and _to answer his repeated
demand for "vindication", It was thoucht that a thorough inves-
tigation would clear the air and allow the party to get on with
more important work. Instead, Xirk refused to rieet with the com-~
mittee on the grounds that he had not recuested it! ¥hen another
committee was formed, he again refused to cooperate. The second
comnittee was outraged at this display of capriciousness,
anc submitted a report to the executive cormittee charging Kirk
with "a flagrant violation of party discinline for his refusal
to meet with an authoritative body, mandated to investigate
the charges he was flinging". The committee recommended that,
"since he was incapable of functioning in a rational and dis-
cipiiﬂed manner, he be either suspended or expelled from the
varty".

The executive committee accepted the recommendation and
set up..a Control Commission with the powers to investicate,
bring charges, hold hearings and decide uvon disciplinary mea-
sureg'if indicated. 2t Comrace Clara's request, tihe Control
Commission was further directed to set UP a-facilitator to
medlgte an cut-of-court Zivorce and custoly settlement ac-~
cording to the humanitarian and egalitarian principles of the
party instead of the rale supremacist laws and prractices of
the hourgeois court. The Control Commissions's membership vwas
broadly base, including even one comrade whe had strongly op-
posed its very formation. It was thought that a representative
commission, carrying the ‘full support of the party membership,
coulquolve the "Rirk"” problem short of expulsion or the crys-
tallization of a permanent schism in thé party.

' ;ns?ead of fulfilling its task of clarification and re-
conciliation, the Commission turned into an arena for the emer-
gence of two clearly defined, opposing factions in the party.
The first strategy used by the enbryonic opposition was okstruc-
tion through legalistic pettifogging over the jurisdiction of
the Control Commission. 'hen that failed to coalesce any strong

support, a second strateqy' was adogted that proved successful
in uniting all the disparate threads of opposition currently

existing within the party. The opposition spokesperson on

-,xv -



the Control Commission leveled counter-charges against Clara,
thus diverting the "Kirk Probklem" into the "Clara Question®.
According to this group, Clara was responsible for XKirk's out~
rages becausé she had refused to provide him with a good horne,
and, furthermore, this whole issue was mrerely a smokescreenn =
for a conspiracy to "wrest control of the party" by Clara and
the current organizer. Kirk's bankrupt excuse for his personal
condition had always been "hard-hearted Clara" and now this
scapegoat logic was given political validity. A large vocal
grouping of men followed by one female supporter scurried like
scared rats to the defense of the fellow comrade against the
evil woman. By the beginning of fall, this strategy had created
an undeclared, but nevertheless well organized, faction that

supported Kirk and viewed the party's position on the emanci-
pation of women as irrelevant to how this faction actually be-
haved. , j

The party could not long withstand this internal assault
on its integrity, in defense of the party and the Bolshevik
tradition of discipline and principle it represents, Clara ]
called for a counter-faction. It was openly organized to
defend the principles and practices of feminism and democra-
tic centralism. She declared her intent to "fight for the im-
plementation of abstract ideological norms through the af-
firmation of practical standards of comradely conduct der1v1ng
from them to be used as guidelines in real-life situations”
and to"win a majority in the pParty in order to gain the author-—-
ity to enforce these standards and end the previous modus
operandi which was arbitrary, capricious and eclectic". The
way was now clear for an open, principled faction fight to be
aired at the upcoming party conference in December, when the
question of the nature of the party and its position on the -
emancipation of women could ke settled once and for all.

Corrade Clara's organization of an open faction based on
the principle of the correlatlon between theory and practlce
in organizational relations echoed the approach of both Lenin
and Trotsky, and interestingly enouch, anticipated the Hew
Left concern with consistency,and hOStlllty to empty rhetoric
and phony leaders.

t'eanwhile, the emergence of the two factions had rendered
the Control Commission totally ineffective and its last official
act was to recommend to Clara that she go to court, and fight
for her dovorce and custody of her child there because the
Commission had been unable to control Kirk. She proceeded
to file for a simple, conventional dlvorce on grounds of mental
cruelty, and asked protection from garnishment. Rirk, in a
knee-jerk reflex, responded with a countersuit., He accused
Clara of belng an "unfit mother" who"stayed out all night",
failed to "make a real home", insisted on "working outside
the home" and conversly “refused" to work during certain per-
iods because "she preferred doing other things", i.e., full
time party assignments. Kirk's sexist personal defense that
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had become the political line of the opposition was now being
submitted in the courts of the class enemy as legal argument!

This move constituted an open act of betrayal of the party
and everything it stands for. The significance of the act is
succinctly characterized in the Qrganizer's Report:

The whole thrust of Kirk's legal case was designed
to deny Comrade Clara her right to live as a profes-
sional revolutionary, devoting her life to the move-
-‘ment, rather than to his care and feeding. By fling~
ing Clara's intensely political lifestyle...into
court for public scrutiny and arbitration by a-bour-
geois judge, Kirk was publicly finking on the Woman
Question and on the party.

The party now faced the réality of a public court battle
between two of its most prominent-members, and the exposure
of its inability to deal with the sexism of one of its own.:
For a party that distinguished itself from all other radical
parties because of its advanced views on the social position
of women, this could only mean disgrace and an inevitable
loss of respect in the political milieu. The crisis, as
stated in the Organizer's Report was clear: "did it (the
party) in fact tgﬁe itself seriously enough to intervene and
stop overt scabbing -- yes or no?" : :

The answer to this question determined the final outcome
of the faction fight, The executive committee answered in
the affirmative and submitted two resolutions to the party
membership. The first was that the Control Commission should
be officially dissolved, as a failure, and the second resolu-
tion was that "Kirk either withdraw his case immediately and
submit the issues to arbitration within the party or be ex~-
pelled from the party as an open fink."

The first resolution was accepted by the total member-
ship, but the second created a split along majority-minority
lines. Although there was some hesitancy among the rank and
file to push for immediate expulsion, the membership voted .
by a majority of one to put the matter squarely before Kirk --
he must either stop the court suit or be expelled. '

. The minority was infuriated at this vote. As far as
they were concerned, the suit was a purely personal matter in
~which the party had no business intervening., Kirk refused

to follow the mandate of the party. He attended the meeting
with the Arbitrators and Clara, stayed two minutes, and walked
out, yelling, "I'11 see you in court.” .

He was expelled at the next general membership meeting.
The opposition, indignant at this defeat at the hands of
women, resigned in a huff and walked out, instead of staying
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and carrying out a principled faction fight for the leadership.
They wanted nothing more to do with these uppity, horrible wo-
men or the consistent politics they represented.

The women comrades and the remaining men comrades of the
Freedom Socialist Party had at last, through the most grueling
political faction struggle imaginable, validated in practice
the important advances they had made in revolutionary feminist
theory. And it should be noted that they waged their historic
factional struggle without slackening the pace of regular mass
and community activity.

Here, in Seattle, in 1967, around the issues of divorce and
child custody, on the battleground of the monogamous, nuclear
family, socialist women, armed with the weapons of Marxist theory
and Leninist organizational practice, fought and won the first
significant victory for modern socialist-feminism. The vic-
torious majority, while shaken and angry, emerged with its in-
tegrity and its political banner intact. Emboldened by its
proven program of revolutionary feminism, it would soon recoup
its forces and flourish as never before with the inevitable
rise of militant, working class women and the feminist movement.
. But more immediately, the divorce suit and a prolonged court
battle was in the offing. Kirk was eventually defeated in
court as a result of his own excesses; his charges against Clara
were so voluminous and ugly that even though they were quite le-
gal (at the time) the Judge himself was revolted and decided
that "Mrs. Fraser is a better person than Mr. Fraser!" Clara
received custody of their child, a division of community pro-
perty, and a minimal child support (which was paid only errati-
cally). This was far more than her ex-comrades were willing to
award her! Kirk dropped out of politics entirely, characteris-
tically refusing to stay around and help out those who had de-
serted the party in his defense.

The opposition had been an unprincipled combination, com-
posed of men and one female appendage whose only issue of po-
litical agreement was their anti-feminist stand. Unlike the
Seattle Branch faction within the SWP, which had waged a 15-year
battle over theory and program, the minority left the FSP be-
_fore a full discussion of the issue could be conducted among
the rank and file. Their abrupt move left them without any sense
of direction, no basis for ongoing unity, and their credibility
destroyed. 1In order to justify their exit tantrum, they des-
perately needed a high sounding theoretical or programmatic
issue, and they promptly invented one. The PSP split, they
trumpeted, was over the question of -- hang on, folks -- China!
China?!! The male mentality is indeed remarkable. Actually,
most of them, confused and demoralized, left politics immediately
or soon afterwards. The core of the opposition, however, hasn't
quite died yet; after absconding with the FSP publications fund,
they perpetrated the fraud that they were the real FSP for sev-
eral years, and half-heartedly played around in the women's
movement. Then, dropping feminism as a crucial part of their
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orogram and practice, they proceeded to lose interest in the
lack struggle, and completed the process of degeneration by
trying frantically to prove their concern with China by recon-
ciling two irreconcilables == Maoism and Trotskyism. Their
latest unprincipled political maneuver was to. join the Alliance
of Revolutionary Workers, whose only agreement is to disagree.
In eight short years, they have unerringly followed the path into
irrelevancy that many other male-chauvinist socialist groups

will take if they are unable to come to terms W1th the issue

of revolutionary feminism, - - - = . . :

The First All-Female Party

The evolutlon of the FSP 1nto a. con51stent1 femlnlst party
was achieved at the cost of a bitter split _followed in the next
few years by the shabby spectacle of the three remaining male
comrades who had fought so valiantly against the Kirk-Krasnowsky
cabal (including the man who wrote the Organizer! !'s Report) o»ro-
ceedlng to desert the party one by one as they found themselves
in the unusual and embarrasing position of being a male minority
in a revolutionary party led predominantly by women. It is
interesting to note that two of them dropped out of politics
completely while the ex-Organizer rushed to affiliate with a
radical group that is virulently anti-feminist and insanely
prone to violence and threats of violence against other radicals!
The Kirk syndrome runs deep.

when I ran across the FSP in 1971 its entire membership was
female! These intrepid, insurgent souls, steeled in the tradi-
tion and methodology of Bolshevism, were gut-sure that the new
generation of male and female radicals would seek out real
socialist-feminists. And this is exactly what happened. Today,
"eight years after the original split from the SWP, the Freedom
Socialist Party is larger than was the Seattle Branch SWP in -
1966. And while the majority of new members are women, a growing
number of men who have identified feminism as their issue have
become activists and leaders within the party.  They are not
"ashamed of or defensive about affiliation with a "woman's party."
They are proud of their feminism, and their principled politics
have served to enhance their self-respect and leadership poten-
tial. This is especially apparent as regards homosexual comrades,
whose negative experiences in Gay organizations propelled them
towards a revolutionary sociology that encompassed the needs
of all the exploited and repressed. Their oppression as a sex-
ual minority has given them a firm basis for 1dent1fy1ng with
and working with women, at the same time that their connection
with feminism and lMarxism is enabling them, along with lesbian
FSP women, to provide strong leadership, in fact the only leader-
Shlp to the gay community in the Northwest.

, Sucn tenaciousness on the part of an isolated and oft-
ridiculed female cadre was possible because of the titanic forces
set in motion by the eruption of a mass women's liberation
movement, accompanied by the wholesale entrance of women into
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the labor force. FSP women not only took the lead in organizing
mass feminist organizations (they organized Radical Women, the
first socialist-feminist group in the country, in 1967), they
were instrumental in pointing dozens of other women's groups to-
ward all the basic issues involved in the intersection of class,
race, sex and sexuality. FSP and Radical Women emphasized, from
the outset, three major themes: ‘

(1) The fundamental importance, to the revolutionary move-
ment, of women workers, women in labor unions, and affirmative
action programs within the skilled trades.

(2) The special emergence of minority women into social-
leadership roles, and the urgent necessity of a rapprochement
between minority and white women radicals, workers and feminists,
on the basis of honest respect for, and a sensitive grasp of,
the super-exploitation of minority women.

(3) The new self-discovery and rising of Lesbians assaulting
centuries of enforced secrecy and shame, and thereby unleashing
torrents of political insight and revolutionary energy.

The fact that recent events in the labor movement both na-
tionally and locally have begun to dramatically reflect these
three themes has vindicated and sustained FSP socialist-fem-
inists. The hard work of the last 10 years is bearing fruit
in a growing unity among working, lesbian and minority women.

Female militants today are increasingly interweaving the
issues of women and labor. In the unions, shops and offices,
they are assuming leadership in resisting the oppressive con-
straints of management and labor bureaucrats alike, and in
Seattle, FSP women are by their side, providing support and re-
sources as working women embark on the road that will end in
their sweeping embrace of openly revolutionary politics.

In Seattle, this process of intensifying involvement by
women workers is highly evident. At the University of Washington
last year, women and minority staff members led the fight against
a job reclassification system that was discriminatory against
minorities and women, and, in December, 1973, led the first
strike in the history of the University. The United Workers
Union-Independent was formed out of that strike, built on the
recognitici by all its members of the necessity for unity of
all oppressed people -- poor workers, oppressed races, sexual
minorities, and women.

Similarly, in April 1974, local front pages exploded when
1400 City Light workers, civil service employees of the City of
Seattle, embarked upon an ll-day unauthorized walkout in support
of two lineworker crew chiefs, members of IBEW Local 77, who
were unfairly penalized by management. The entrance of unorganized
women clerical and professional workers into this situation re-
sulted in an unparalleled leap to leadership by women militants



and an eventual_&gciéion by the entire body to embark upon a . .

movement to recall thé anti-labor !Mayor, a decision that has had "

enormous repercussions in local politics and 'among employees

of other city departments. (As this is being written, a re-

call election is in the o0ffing.) 1Indeed, the most militant :
strikes across the country are breaking out-among puvlic employees,

a majority of whom are wofen workers, with minorities cccupying N

a very-high-percentage. of the total jobs.

Nationally, an organization of women trade unionists, the %i;,

Coalition of Labor Union Women (CLUW), has been formed, with

the professed purpose of challenging the s2xism ¢of union bu-
reaucrats and achieving - real labor soliderity.  And although
CLUW is currently paralyzed by the opportunistic leadership of
female opportunists more interested in advencing theixr careers
than the cause of working women, the fact that a formal organ-
ization of thousands of working women has actually emerged an-—
nounces a significant new militancy on the part of women workers.

ilinority women, whose oppression intersects with all other -
forms of injustice, and who, when they choose, are indefatigable
fighters for social justice, abound in the forefront of their
movements, espousing not only racial but sexual equality. A
long heritage of slavery, poverty and subjugation have engendered
in them an angry and embittered demand for freedom that is second
to none, while their daily contest against triple cppression oun
account of race, sex and class has bred in them a vigilance and
ferocity that can find mature political expression only in
revolutionary politics. ' ‘

The FSP has constantly impressed upon the feminist, labor,
racial and radical milieus the need to recognize the potential
and actual leadership of minority women, and the need to over-
come racist and sexist blocks in order to achieve mutually re-
spectful working relations with minority women activists. - FSP
women have- collaborated_closely and consistently with minority
women on many levels of struggle -~ in the anti-poverty pro- =
grams and community mobilizations on such issues as police bru-
tality, child care, job training, employment, welfare rights,
prison reform,. abortion, housing and the criminal justice sys-
tem; in union organizing and processing of grievances on the
job; in campaigns for affirmative action; and in educational
programs designed to expand understanding 6f modern feminism
and enhance the cohesion of minority women. : v

We recognize the tremendous burdens borne by minority women
feminists as they confront the hostile culture of capitalism
along with the macho sexism of their own race-ethnic culture.
And while the male~chauvinism among Blacks, Chicanos, Asians and
Native Americans differs in degree and origin, it exists today
on a universal plane, ard minority women are intervening hercically.
into this thicket. ™e are confident of their vindication -as we
see the slov and painful, but still evident, growth of their bro- ...
thers and sisters on the explosive issue of sex discrimination.
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We hail those minority women who act as catalysts of unity be-
tween the movements for race and sex emancipation; the two-
edged sword they wield will ultimately forge a double victory!

Lesbians, creating a dynamic political counterpoint of
women's rights and sexuality, comprise a decisive sector of FSP
and Radical Women. They display political leadership, theo-
retical talent and organizational proficiency of the very high-
est caliber. Before discovering the FSP, Lesbian radicals ex-
perienced severe personal and political discomfort. Respectable
feminism barely tolerated them and often found them an embar-
rassment. Gay groups feared their political radicalism, and
the Left played games with them, ranging from demagogic welcomes
to puritanical scorn. Revolutionary socialist-feminism alone
offered a political home where they could be their total, many-
sided selves, for socialism provided the only consistent analysis
of their sexual repression, class exploitation and subjugation
as women. Firm in the conviction that Lesbianism by itself is
not a political program, but that Lesbianism plus Socialism
engenders a volcanic revolutionary impact, they are instrumental
in keeping the party on its Leninist course of representing
all the oppressed and disinherited.

Solidarity is Reciprocal

Women everywhere, especially women workers, are speaking
out. They are organizing independently, or they are combining
forces with men -- so long as the men adopt the affirmative-
action principle of the women and so long as the men are just as
willing to support women's grievances as women are prepared to
support men in struggles against the common enemy. Labor sol-
idarity is increasingly being seen as a two-way street, and where
men are unwilling to extend themselves to support women and
racial and sexual minorities, they are playing the bosses' game
and they can forget about eliciting active support for themselves
from the very minorities and women whom they scorn and fear.

Mutual support -- this is the new demand, the growing new
rgallty, and the future relationship of forces. First minori-
ties, and now women, have served notice on all movements that
solidarity and unity must encompass all sectors of a coalition
or no coalition can exist! BAnd the onus for breaking solidarity
is finally resting squarely on the shoulders of those who are
pgtently responsible for it -- the privileged white males who
view unity exclusively as one-way support from everybody else for
them, the privileged elite of the class.

* k * k k k k k *k k k k * k k *k * * k * k *k *

] The revolutionary feminists in the FSP were the first to
think through thg programmatic foundation for the changing role
of women and feminism within the arena of radical politics.

(1) They answered the major theoretical guestion regarding
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the relationship between feminism, class, race and sexuality by
squarely placing feminism as the integral connecting link with
all the other issues. All struggles of exploited and oppressed
people are individual parts of a larger, comprehensive social-
ist movement, and because feminism intersects with each, it is
strategic in bringing them together on a revolutionary plat-
form.

(2) FSP women demonstrated throughout the 1967 split that
socialist women could work within the predominantly male so-
cialist movement without losing their feminist integrity or
sacrificing their revolutionary principles. They made demands
on socialist men, demands for unity on the basis of support for
the needs of women. They refused to accept pie-in-the-sky
promises about women's freedom after the revolution, and sneers
about societal sex discrimination being personal,not poli-
tical, were countered with a battle. The FSP women did not
escape the men who had sold them out, they FOUGHT them! Once
women had vied for and won the leadership, the question was no
longer, "how can women participate in the socialist movement?",
but rather, "how can men participate in the socialist-fem-
inist movement?!" -

What began as an almost abstract principle in the course
of the FSP split -- the principle of a living socialist-fem-
inism -- has metamorphosed into an exciting reality today in
the class struggle and in the general movement for social
change. Men who are unwilling to defend and promulgate women's
rights are in the process of becoming historically and politi-
cally extinct, while female fighters for feminist, labor, race
freedom and revolutionary principles are catapulting into the
vanguard in a dazzling display of historic justice working its
way through. The events delineated in the FSP Organizer's Re-
port marked the beginning of an entirely new historical epoch -~
the epoch of revolutionary socialist-feminism. And in looking
to our origins, to our modern rebirth in struggle and pain and
determination, we will discover the guidelines of our present
and the contours of our future.

-- Seattle, Washington
May, 1975
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' INTRODUCTION

In the two years since our last party conference, our
organization has been through a rich and intense poli-
tical experience, in the course of which we have clar-
ified our basic political and organizational concepts
and consolidated the core of a political cadre. This
crystallization of our political identity has developed
out of a conscicus affirmation of Bolshevik principles,
in . the face of a complex external situation and very
serious internal problems.

This document is a review of the political and ideo-
logical developments of the radical and revolutionary
movement in Seattle over these past two years, and an
evaluation of our role and our activities over the same
period. It will be the basis for collective discussion
and analysis during the conference, out of which will
come our decisions as to our approach and priorities
for the coming year.



"The strength and meaning of Bolshevism consists in the fact that
it appeals to the oppressed masses and not to the upper strata of
the working class... They feel in their innermost hearts that it
is a teaching for the oppressed and exploited, for hundreds of
millions to whom it is the only possible salvation. That is why
Leninism meets with a passionate response among working women, who
are the most oppressed section of society."

--Leon Trotsky
Prospects and Tasks in the Far East

"Fortune favors the godly. If you live right and conduct yourself
properly, you get a lTucky break now and then. And when an accident
ggmﬁs your way--a good one--you should grab it and make the most of
--James P. Cannon
The History of American Trotskyism




I. HISTORY AND BACKDROP

- 1. The Background of the 1967 Conference -

As the FSP entered into its January, 1967 conference, it had
already passed its first major test: It had survived six months of
independent political existence. This in itself was no small accom-
plishment. )

- - The basic nucleus of the Freedom Socialist Party was the former
"Seattle Branch of the Socialist Workers Party. This group had existed
as a barely-tolerated minority tendency in the SWP for nearly a decade,
~holding fundamental differences with the majority over Black Libera-
tion, the Woman Question, Socialist Regroupment and the Chinese Re-
~volution. Finally, when the SWP adopted its Peoples-Frontist "single-
issue" strategy in the anti-war movement, and brought spurious charges
against Comrade Kirk (the tendency's sole remaining representative on
the SWP National Committee) for circulating a document sharply criti-
cal of this line inside the party, the branch decided that the con-
servatism and bureaucratism of the SWP were intolerable, and proceeded
to separate from the parent organization.

The official break toék place in May,11966. ‘A few weeks afte;
this, the former SWP members, together with others who shared their
pPolitical outlook met in convention and founded the FsSP.

The new party immediately faced a serious external threat to its
existence. This first took the form of a series of organizational
attacks and maneuvers by the SWP; the Spartacist League followed up
with an organizational raid within a few months. ' S

Combined with this external threat was a challenge to the pargy's
existence and integrity from within its own ranks. In the formation
of the FSP, the old SWP cadre joined together with a number of people
with varying political backgrounds, -some of whom had no solid grounding
in the traditions of revolutionary Marxism and no conception of the
- political.-difficulties the new organization faced. Most of these
people proved unable to withstand the pressures bearing down on a
small, local revolutionary grouping. : Some developed political dif-
ferences and went over to the Spartacists; others simply dropped out
of politics, as did a few of the former SWP'ers.

By January of 1967, this initial differentiation within the:
party's ranks was substantially complete. - The remaining cadre com-
Prised the bulk of the former SWP members, plus 'a few of the newer
recruits. i :

Despite organizational attrition, the FSP was in a stronger

- position at the time of the conference of 1967 than it had been at

- 1ts founding. The objective situation was very promising. The anti-
—~war movement demonstrated considerdble vigor and both the Black strug-
-gle and the student movement were showing signs of increasing militancy
and.radicalization. Our party commanded considerable respect in the
,yadlcal;movement,Ahad connections with most of the developing group-
ings, at least on the local scene, and functioned within a broad
periphery. The FSP was established on the political scene. The cadre
had been tested in the struggle for political survival. The very fact
of survival was a tribute to our ideas, the main bulwark against pres-
sures from without and wlthin.



2. The 1967 Conference

The 1967 Conference was marked by a contradictlbn between the
formal political unity visible on the surface, and the dissension
fermenting beneath.

: Apparently, evefyone agreed on the basic definition of our
party's program and basic character.

We considered ourselves a bolshevik vanguard party, based on
the tradition of revolutionary Marxism developed by the world com-
munist movement under the leadership of Lenin and Trotsky and con-
tinued in the U.S. by the early SWP, led by James Cannon. We agreed
on the central importance, for the American scene, of the extensions
of this tradition as set forth by the Kirk-Kaye tendency in the SWP,
characterized by two main programmatic positions:

(1) Revolutionary Integration for the Black liberation
struggle ~-- Black people in the U.S. cannot end their
special oppression by turning in a nationalist-separatist
direction, but in the course of fighting for their own
rights, must take their rightful place as the vanguard
detachment of a working-class socialist revolution.

(2) The first-rank importance of the Woman Question, in
both theory and practice, within the party, the mass move-
ment, and on the general political scene.

Further, in accordance with the high political standards it had
set for itself, the FSP was to maintain democratic centrallsm, as its
organizational principle, i.e., full freedom of discussion in arriv-
ing at decisions, and complete unity in action, based on the rule of
the majority, in implementing policy.

There was likewise an appearance of agreement on current tasks
and perspectives. The party's main role in the coming period was to
be propagandistic. In preparation for this, the most immediate task
was to complete the publication of the basic documents setting forth
the party's distinctive contributions to the Marxist tradition.

It was also generally recognized that the party's internal func-
tioning must be drastically improved. The party executive committee
had been paralyzed for several months by intense disputes over strat-
egy and tactics, ~- disputes that had in the main been contained
within the executive committee, but which the party ranks knew of
vaguely, mostly through rumor and conjecture.

Meanwhile, there was considerable frustration and puzzlement
over the maneuvers of some party leaders in the mass movement. Their
action took the form of a series of desperate plunges in different,
sometimes antagonistic directions. Different elements of the party
leadership were involved at different times. Thus, in the Indepen-
dent Socialist Union -- the party's abortive attempt to initiate a
youth organization -- Comrade Kirk maneuvered with opponent elements,
directly betraying his own party fraction; Comrade Frank was the

author of our nearly disastrous “deep~entry tactic in the first
Poace and Froadom Party; it was again Kirk (opposed by Frank) who
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led the FSP into a "fraternal” association with the Spartacist
League that set the party up for the Spartacists' -successful or-
ganizational raid. All these sorties displayed an‘opportunist
current in a section of the party leadership, a willingness to
make unprincipled political concessions and combinations in adapta-
tion to a "mass" movement. ' ‘ '

At the same time, party organization and administration were
degenerating. “

The bulk of the party rank-and-file were annoyed, critical and
perplexed. Not at all sure exactly what was wrong, they were sure
that something was, that a section of the leadership could no longer
be relied on for firm, principled political direction and organiza-
tional guidance. They demanded a change.

There was a cleavage between a majority of the party leader-
ship and the ranks but its precise nature was not yet clear to any-
one. Since there was every appearance of pclitical unanimity in
the party, differences were seen as purely tactical and the solu-
tion proposed was accordingly of an organizational character. There
was a general consensus among all sectors of the party that room
must be made for new leadership that would represent a broader
spectrum of political experience, age, and reflexes. It was hoped
that such a new leadership would be able to organize and §1rect the
party's activities more effectively than the old leadership.

Thus, the party arrived at a general agreement on the need for
reorganization, which was codified in two decisions of the 1967 con-
ference:

(1) A new executive committee was elected, its mem-
bers drawn from several generations and pclitical back-
grounds. Most of the new members were also officers
with definite administrative responsibilites in the
party apparatus. From the outgoing Executive, only one
member - Clara - was retained.

(2) A Literary and Correspondence Committee (LCC) was
established. This cormittee was to prepare the party's
basic documents for publication, maintain national cor-
respondence, and prepare position papers on pertinent
issues to present to the party for discussion. This
committee contained all the members of the outgoing
executive. -

These decisions were passed unanimously by the conference,
with Comrade Frank, the outgoing organizer, presenting the major
proposals, including the slate of officers for the new executive.
Despite the emergence of tactical differences in the conference
discussions, all was harmonious on the surface.

§till, there remained the unpleasant reality that the re-
organization measures taken by the conference had arisen out of
what was in fact a partial revolt in the party rank and file ag-
ainst the o0ld leadership. The removal of all but cne of the former
executive members from the leading body and the simultaneous crea-
tion of the Literary and Correspondence Committee was motivated in



part by the urge to free some of the party's most qualified writers
and theoreticians to carry out some very necessary literary work.

But there was also a very real desire to free the party from their
organizational leadership, which was felt tn be increasingly arbi-
trary and capricious. It was hoperl that in their new role the partys
former leaders could accomplish something constructive, and that with

a new organizer, the party could get down to its business. Events
were to show that this hope was doomed.



II. THE BREAKUP OF "UNITY"

1. The Prlorltles Crlsls,

There ha‘:been an: apparently minor dispute at the Conference
concerning the divisi-n nf labor between the axecutive and the ILCC.
Comrade Frank, in his original presentation ~f the reorganizaticn
proposals, had characterized the LCC as a "kind of Politburo" or

"rational”™ committee, implying that it was to take the role of pri-
mary leadership and direction of party strategy, while the executive
was to provide the administrative and service apparatus. This for-
mulation was decisively repudiated by the conference. It was made
Cclear that, while the LCC was to produce literary and theoretical
work of a high order and act as an.advisory council on programmatic
issues, the executive was to be the political directorate of the
party.

With this clarlflcatlon of structural roles, the new executlve
committee tried to settle down to the business of directing the
Party, but it was soon evident that the conference decision had
not, in fact, solved the basic problems of authority. No sooner
was the new leadership installed than it faced a direct challenge
to its hegemony by the therary and Correspcndence Committee.

The new executive: commlttee 8 first a531gnment to the LCC was A
to 1mmed1ately begin preparatlon of the party's basic documents for
publication. 'This was not accepted. Instead, the committee chair-
man, Comrade Frank, backed by Comrade Kirk, insisted on broadenlng
the scope of the dlscuss1ons £6 include China, with a view toward
intervening in the broad left milieu with a call for the defense}of\
the Chinese Cultural Revolution, which at the time was at its height,
Comrade Clara, an LCC member and the liaison with the executive com-
mittee, pointed out that this would completely disrupt the work
priorities laid down for the LCC,«and that despite the great impor-
tance of the Chinese events, it remained the basic task of the party
to publish its own fundamental political documents presenting its al-
ready-developed positions. on the key questions of the American Re-
volution. ‘A finished position on China would. simply have to wait.

This dispute over work priorities paralyzed the LCC for sev-
eral weeks, while no literary work was done.

Flnally, ‘the exec. brought a pollcy motion before the party
membershlp, Ainstructing the LCC to give exclusive prlority,to the
basic documents, Comrade -Frank contested this, mov1ng an amendment
to delete the word "exclusive" from the executive's motion, and
substituting "first priority", with the qualification that the LCC
contlnue to carxy out its "normal" functloninﬂ

Thls was confu31ng, for what it gave away with one hand, 1t
took back with the other, Nevertheless, to those who followed the
debate closely, it was apparent that by "normal" functioning, Frank
meant the right of himself or anybody else on the LCC to introduce
new questions on its agenda, regardless of the committee's a531gned
prloritles. Frank'e amendment passed by one vote.

The LCC had spccessfully challenged the executive's authorlty
to set the priorities for llterary work, and had in fact estahlished
its cwn antonomy with +he sanction of tho general’ memborship.
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The executive, seeing this as a repudiation of the perspective
endorsed by the conference and finding itself in the untenable posi-

tion of lacking the "confidence" of the party, no longer allowed to
represent the program it was mandated to serve, resigned. Four out

of the five executives members offered their resignations and de-
manded that the real majority, led by the LCC, take over the leader-
ship and carry out its perspective.

This did not happen. Despite the confusion over the nature of
the differences in orientation and organizational principles, the
party membership was not prepared to deliver itself back to the
leadership of Comrades Frank and Kirk. At the same time, the op-
position-amalgam was unwilling to take responsibility for the ad-
ministration of a party that had adopted contradlctory perspectives
out of sheer confusion.

The outcome of the dispute was a membership decision to reject
the resignations of the executive and to re-establish the p011c1es
of the party conference -- a quallfled victory for the new executive
commlttee.

2. The Internal Discussion

Throughout the debate over priorities, Frank, Kirk, and the
others around them had constantly intimated that the new exec repre-
sented a political grouping with views contrary to the basic line
of the party -- views which were being intentionally concealed. The
exec, puzzled, denied this, but nevertheless agreed to a proposal
for an extensive internal discussion, designed to review and analyze
the party's basic political positions in order to determine what
differences, if any, might exist.

This discussion in search of "differences" occupied a good deal
of the party's time throughout the sprlng of 1967. It failed to dis-
close any major differences whatever in principle on the "main politi-
cal questions" of China, the Black Struggle, Regroupment, Youth work,
etc. Nevertheless, sharp and acrimonious disputes erupted on tactics,
style of work, past events and how they were handled, and the relative
emphasis to be placed on each questicn -- again priorities.

It was not the 'big questions', but the character of the party
" that emerged as central to this dispute. Clearly, there were two
different images of the party's nature and the correct methods of
operation deriving from it.

One concept put forward most clearly by Comrade Clara, regarded
the FSP as a vanguard party with definitely-set goals, priorities,
and standards of conduct. The first goal was to establish the party
as an integral entity in the radical arena with its own politics
clearly defined and differentiated from all others, and a consistent
internal discipline. :

The contrary view espoused emphatically by Comrades Frank and
Lee, was that of a broader, looser, more "flexible" organization,
without fixed priorities, but ready to take up anything and every-
thing at once in response to developments in the mass movement and
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opportunities for entries, collaborations, and hopefully, quick
"unification". Some proponents of this view, particularly Lee,
claimed that the FSP should see itself as a temporary, purely
transitory formation, looking forward to early dissolution in

a broader formation. To this group, -"mass work" was everything,
and party integrity was a trivality.

The gut-level depth of the emerging differences between the
two crystallizing groupings in the party became revealed with the
onset of vitriolic attacks by the Frank-Kirk opposition against
other leading Comrades. Comrade Bob, the organizer, was parti-
cularly singled out for sharp criticism for regarding the FSP as
"The party", rather than just "a party", while Clara's "inflexi-
biIity" on matters of consistent standards and equal organizational
responsibility was labeled as a "bureaucratic Stalinist" trend,
supposedly inflicted on her by Comrades Bob and Gus, with their

long years in the Communist Party.i... eoeiee ... I

In sum, thé'opposition'had begun to politicalli»Chgracterize‘
the executive leadership group as Stalinist, bureaucratic, sectarian,
and hostile to regroupment.

By way of reply, the executive summed up' the opposition's
political trend in two words -- liquidationists apd mensheviks -«
i.e., liquidating the very concept of the revolutionary vanguard
party.. A ’ ) : .

At the conclusion of the internal discussion in June of 1967,
it was clear that there were fundamental organizational differences
dividing the party. What was not yet clear was the political basis .
of these differences, and in the absence of any visible, definite
difference in basic programmatic.line, neither of the two group-
ings was ready to organize itself along definite factional lines
and press a determined struggle for hegemony within the party.

Nothing was resolved. Rising-dissension, often over what
seemed to be petty matters, continued to disrupt the life of the
party. In this.charged atmosphere, the party could neither orient
itself toward effective intervention in the mass movement, nor
carry out its basic and incompleted’ internal tasks. The publica-
tion schedule had become inoperative; six months after the Con-
ference, only one document - "Introducing the FSP" - had found
its way to press, and this was the’ document that Clara had been
assigned to edit and prepare for publication.

arin et

3.. .The Election Campaign

In the summer of 1967, the big-city Black ghettoes- across
tpe country erupted in a series of spontaneous, massive explo-
sions. This was a qualitative leap forward, involving millions
of people, in an arena of the class struggle which our tendency
has always regarded as the key to the American revolution and

-thereby to the international revolution.

_7The‘e§tire,party saw the importance of this development, and
the exceptional oppo;tunities presented to us for intervention in
the Black struggle with our own politics. After a long discussion
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the party decided that despite its previously established priorities
and serious internal problems, it would intervene in the situation
by running a Black candidate-- Skip =--in the upcoming City Council

elections. - i

The party had high hopes for the election campaign. Here, if
anywhere, appeared to be an opportunity to unify the party around its
basic political line. Also, there was e chance to make solid con-
tact with rebellious, revolutionary-minded elements in the Central
Area. This kind of healthy contact with a mass upsurge, it was
hoped, would revitalize the party cadres and heal the growing rup-
ture in the ranks. : S

e oy B 2D e

‘The political content of the campaign was carefully worked out
beforehand. 1Its main thrust was to be an articulation of the poli-
tical logic implicit in the gut-level rebellion that had burst out
of the ghetto, implemented through a series of transitional demands
-explicitly linking the struggle of the ghetto masses with the class
- struggle for socialism. : ’

The election campaign was to be a crash program, claiming
virtually exclusive priority over all other work and mobilizing
the energies of the entire party. It was to be a solid, "profes-
sionally"-~organized effort, requiring full-time personnel and a com-
petent director to take responsibility for day-to-day activities
and necessary administrative decisions. - This responsibility, and-
the authority that went with it, was to rest with three different
~campaign directors for three consecutive two-week periods, since
'NO one comrade could work full time for the duration of the campaign.
Each director was to oversee the operation during his two-week term.
The director's administrative decisions were to be, within the frame-
work of the campaign;committee, authoritative, and could be chal-
lengeq or over-ridden only by the party executive. In other words,
definite procedure, definite responsibilities, a definite line of
commandw=~ good, businesslike, bolshevik procedures-- were to be the
rule of campaign organization.

] This perspective was agreed to by all. Comrade Clara was as-
signed the decisive post of initial campaign manager and was to spend
her two-week vacation working full-time in the headquarters to get
the campaign rolling. After this, she~was-te-be succeeded by Lee---
and Frank respectively in the office, but she was to retain final
authority over news releases. '

~ In the beginning, our high hopes for the campaign appeared to
be justified. The party's campaign program and the excellent quality
of the.campaign literature met a highly favorable response from Black
and white radicals alike. There was no great difficulty in securing
endor§em§n§ of our candidate from several organizations and promi-
nent individuals, including Black militants. We managed to break
through the wall of silence initially imposed by the bourgeois press,
and received the best and most frequent publicity mileage of our
long history as a tendency. :

But in the end, the campaign ran aground on two'political snags.
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One was the growing opportunism of the candidate. Instead
of addressing himself forthrightly and directly to the Black re-
volt and the ghetto, Skip turned more and more toward an effort
to gain the sympathy and intellectual admiration of the white
liberals, whose aim was to end the revolt by offering concessipns.
His political over-adaptation to this milieu was strikingly evi-
dent in his last TV broadcast, where he soulfully "begged" (his
words) the white community to do something for the Black minority
by electing him. Instead of using the campaign to mobilize Black
support for socialism, he strained desperately to get elected.

Coupled with this strategic irregularity was the opposition's
deliberate disruption and characteristic disorganization of the cam-
paign. Despite their formal agreement with the procedural rules
adopted, they could not live by these rules in practice. Th;ough—
out the campaign, unanimous organizational decisions were unilater-
- ally and frivolously challenged, sabotaged and overturned by members
of the opposition.  This not only dislocated the campaign apparatus,
but exacerbated the inner-party feud.

In the atmosphere of organizational anarchy and personal.bityer-
ness that surrounded the campaign, the party was unable to unify it-
~ self sufficiently to correct the opportunist course taken by the

‘candidate, or to effectively direct its attention outward to_take.
advantage of the tremendous opportunities presented by the situation.
The great propaganda gains made during the campaign were b§1§nced,
on the negative side, by the growing hysteria of the opposition and
the general demoralization following in its wake.

The campaign ended as a public success, but an int;a-organlza-
tional disaster. The two wings of the party were polarized to the
-point of virtual stasis; for the first time, there was an atmosphere
of split in the party.



III, THE WOMAN QUESTION EMERGES

1. Kirk - the Crisis of a Leader

What does a party do when its most prominent spokesman and
ideologist falls apart both politically and personally, and is trans-
formed into a detriment to the party and a danger to its very inte-
grity? This question was thrust upon the FSP less than a year after
its formation. The struggle for a definite answer occupied a
great part of the party's time and energies during 1967.

In the course of this struggle, all of the party's internal
differences were greatly sharpened and embittered, and a new issue
was added to the list of disputed questions that symptomatized the
deepening internal crisis. It was this issue, and the differences
that emerged over how to deal with i1t, that gave decisive impetus to
the final chapter of the party's internecine conflict.

" The leader in guestion was Comrade Kirk. The new and funda-
mental issue raised-- in a peculiar fashion-- was the Woman Question.

As the principal architect of our tendency's position on the
Black question, Comrade Kirk was for years our most prominent poli-
tical representative and spokesman within the milieu of radical
politics and the ghetto. 'Nevertheless, long before the January
conference, he was displaying a marked political and personal de-
generation, which accelerated with time. His theoretical work was
reduced to zero, and he showed an increasing propensity toward
opportunistic maneuvering in the mass movement and the national
political arena. His organizational behavior inside the party was
increasingly factious, disruptive and arrogant. His characteristic
response to criticism was sullen withdrawal, punctuated by outbursts
of violent rage. His irrational behavior was rendered virtually un-~
controllable by his growing alcoholism, which he alternately denied
and used as an excuse for his actions.

By the time of the January Conference, Comrade Kirk's irres-
Ponsi?ility was so marked that he had been relieved of most of his
organizational duties. Only national correspondence, which he worked
at sporadically, remained. The decision to place him on the LCC
(Li?erary and Correspondence Committee) when it was formed was largely
motivated by the desire of the entire party (including the coalescing
opposition) to be free of his disruptive organizational influence.

It was hoped that by confinement to literary work, he could still be
induced to make a positive contribution to the party. This hope was
unfounded.

) The new party leadership was hardly installed in office before
Kirk began a campaign of innuendo and slander against it, which
paral%eleq, while it was not always identical with, the attacks of
the minority. Over the following months, his behavior became more
and more intolerable. Explosive, undisciplined behavior in party
meetings, veiled organizational charges and vitriolic perscnal at-
?acks against comrades, drunken and violent scenes at internal meet-
ings and public functions -- all became part of his regular modus
operandi.
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Finally, his diminishing political effectiveness and rapid per-
'sonal disintegration became linked to an increasingly virulent male
chauvinism. Our tendency has always been characterized by its ad-
vanced position on the Woman Question. Kirk had never vo%ced any
political disagreement on this position; in fact, he fanc1eq hlmsglf
as one of its foremost proponents. In practice, however, his actions
belied his political pretensions.

His male-supremacist attitude expressed itself most openly and
clearly in his intense personal vendetta against Comrade Clara, to
whom he was still legally married, although they had been separated
for over a year. By repeated demands on her for money and by con?lnual
personal harassment to the point of public physical violence, he in
effect denied her right to a life of her own. He un}la§egally as-
summed custody of their son and of possession of their quntly—owned
house and refused to discuss either child custody or a flnanc1al—gro-
perty agreement with her. Thus he condemned the child to an upbring-~
ing by an irrational alcoholic, despite the fears of everyone tha@
the child was endangered, and blackmailed Clara into supporting him
because she feared he would provoke a legal-political scandal if she
refused.

In her struggle to free herself and the chi}d f;om this oppres-
sion, Clara was completely alone. The party maintained an qumplan
detachment from such "personal" matters, and Clara never raised them.

2. The Party Finally Moves

Given the party's indulgence of his organizational disyuptive-.
uness and rampant chauvinism, Kirk made no effort to curp his behavior.
Instead, he repeatedly raised the charge that he was being slgndered
and maligned, and demanded an investigation of "corridor gossip"
directed against himself -- a demand which he conveniently refused to
put in the form of a motion requiring action.

Finally in May of 1967, the ‘executive committee decided that
something had to be done about Kirk's repeated charges. They named
a sub-committee to investigate these charges and Kirk refused to .
meet with it, claiming he hadn't requested it! A second sub-committee
was named, and Kirk's shabby performance was repeated. By now the
mattsr had dragged into July, and Kirk was still demanding "vindica-
tion".

After a last unsuccessful attempt to obtain a meeting with Kirk,
the second sub-committee submitted a report to the exec detailing its
lack of success. The report charged Kirk with a flagrant violation
of party discipline for his refusal to meet with an authoritative
body, mandated to investigate the charges he was flinging, and recom-
mended that since he was incapable of functioning in a rational and
disciplined manner, he be either suspended or expelled from the party.

The exec, in substantial agreement with the report, initiated the
formation of a Control Commission with powers to investigate, bring
charges, carry out a trial and decide on the necessity and nature of
any disciplinary action. Also, at the request of Clara, the exec
directed the CC to assign an arbiter to mediate an out-of-court
divorce and custody settlement between herself and. Kirk, adjudicating
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the disputed issues in the light of the party's principles (rather
than those of the bourgeois courts). Kirk was constantly threaten-
ing legal action and the party had to move to avoid a scandalous
confrontation betWeen two leading party-members in a public divorce
court.

Kirk's behavior was of the sort that no serious revolutionary
organization can long afford to tolerate. His internal disruptive-
ness and chronic, uncontrollable violations of the basic rules of
comradely behavior, along with his chauvinistic persecution of Com-

-rade Clara, posed a threat to the political and organizational in-
tegrity upon which our party is based. The growing tendency of this
behavior to break out in public threatened: the party with real scan-

dal . . e s e A ehrmia = et e A Lo > N

Virtually every comrade felt that Kirk represented at least a
‘serious problem that should be dealt with in scme fashion. At this
time (before the election campaign had generated any serious fric-
tions) there still appeared to be some grounds for bellev1ng that the
Kirk: problem could be separated from all of the party's other inter-
nal problems, and that the party could unite to bring him into line.

It was with this view in mind that the Control Comm1591on was
formed. To make sure that it would not be an instrument of any
single faction or grouping, the commission was made larger than
necessary (five members), to accomodate representatives of every
current of opinion in the party. It included Comrade Lee, even
though she (and Comrade Frank) had bitterly opposed the very for-
mation of a CC.

It was hoped that such a broadly-based body, with the authori-
tative backing of the overwhelmlng majority of the party, could
resolve the "Kirk problem" w1thout resorting to the drastic measure
of expulsion.

3. The Debacle of the CC and the Emergence of Two Factions

The CC did not 11ve up to these expectatlons, partly because
its proceedings were interrupted for several weeks in the late sum-
mer by the election campaign, but more fundamentally because of its
own internal paralysis.

From its inception, the CC was bogged down with legalistic
pettifogging over its "proper jurisdiction” and endless disputes
“over procedural questions - usually raised and pushed to the limit
by Comrade Lee. These were counteréed by the "hards" on the com-
mission (Melba and John) who were able to convince the wavering

"center" (Al and Skip) of the need for decisive action, pulling them
along step by step.

Flndlng her efforts at procedural obstruction frustrated, Lee
adapted another strategy. She raised a barrage of counter-charges
against Comrade Clara, to the effect that:

(1) Clara was respon51bleﬂfor Kirk's misbehavior, since
she had failed in her proper role of keeping him
~happy, productive and under control;
-12-




(2) In insisting that the CC use its authority to
~force Kirk’ into an equitable divorce settlement,
€lara was:lending unwarranted political weight to = =+ =
what was essentially a personal dispute, outside the - *
. Jurisdiction of party disciplinary bodies; and

- (3) Clara was using this issue as a cover-up maneuver
.to conceal her attempt, along with the "Stalinist" Bob,
to wrest control of.the party from the "established leader-’
- .ship". The CC was part of a devious conspiracy, Lee '
~warned, to "get Kirk", and Clara had even gone so far as
‘to maneuver Kirk into "acting badly" just so he could be
dealt with as a discipline problem, rather than in open
»poli}ical‘debate. , e

1;&;I5L§%£§Q§Fionary attribufioh of Kirk's weaknesses to Clara's
lack of wifely devotion had long been Kirk's main line of defense, -

and now it was being accorded political sanction.

Lee's new strategy was effective. After months of wavering
and reluctant assent to the arguments of the "hards", the all-male
center collapsed and stumbled gracelessly into the opposition ‘camp.
A new theory was proclaimed: Comrade Clara was now and had always
been, a WITCH.

By October, the original case against Kirk had been completely
submerged and replaced by an inquisition against Clara and every
other comrade who had demanded enforcement of women's rights and
equal standards of party discipline for all. The oppositional
nucleus (Frank and Lee) had gained effective control of the CC by
discovering the one issue around which they could regroup all the
;ague and disparate oppcsitional currents in the party into a single

action. -

This faction, which never openly admitted its own factional
character, had one "principle" and one rallying cry: "Stop Clara
and her clique!"

So there now existed a faction in the party that viewed the
Woman Question and the nature of the party in mystical and sub-
Jective terms. There could be no resolution of the inner-party
conflict until the basic issues could be brought before the mem-

- bership in a programmatic and materialist manner. At Comrade
Clara's-initiative, a seeond faction was formed, openly organized
to defend our official position and tradition on women's emancipa-
- tion and the nature of the party. Comrade Clara simply announced
at a party meeting that she was calling for the formation of such
a factiog and invited the membership to join it. Characterizing
her faction as bolshevik, an’ the opposition as menshevik, she -
declared an open political contest for leadership of the party.

] This faction made clear from the beginning that it aimed to
fight fqr the implementation of abstract ideological norms through
t@e.afflrmation of practical standards of comradely conduct de-
riving from them, to be used as guidelines in real-life situations.
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It aimed to win a majority in the party in order to gain the
authority to enforce these standards and end the previous modus
operandi which was arbitrary,vcap:icious‘and eclectic.

"Now, at last, definite lines were drawn, and the issues de-
fined. The field was clear for a decisive contest. The party was
- geared to fight out and settle the political issues, including the
question of leadership. The contest was to take place at the forth-
coming party convention, scheduled to take place in December. For
a short time, it appeared that the FSP would settle its internal
crisis by a principled confrontation of opposing views, in accord-
ance with the Leninist tradition.

But the party was headed toward a split, and many comrades
felt this. -Clara's flat and unambiguous declaration of program
- and purpose completely unnerved the opposition. The party could
not anticipate the time and@ manner of split, but the pandemonium
among the minority telegraphed split, and split did occur, deter-
mined, not by the results of a convention, but by the desperation
of Kirk and his faction. The Control Commission, now exalted by
- fear and morbid hysteria, was powerless to render justice and en-
force sanity.
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IV. THE SPLIT

Virtually the last official act of the CC Chairman, Comrade
Al, was to confess once again the commission's complete inability
to control or even modify Kirk's actions. Kirk had already re-
- fused to meet with a mediator to discuss terms. of divorce and
- child custody, declaring his intention to carry the contest into
the public divorce courts. Furthermore, even though he was employed,
he informed Clara that he was filing bankruptcy, a malicious action
-which, under this state's oppressive community property laws, would
result in garnishment of Clara's pay check toc pay his personal debts
and would probably cause loss of her job. Under these circumstances,
Al announced, Clara should "just go to court” in order to protect
herself, because "there is nothing the CC can do with Kirk".

| given this ultimatum from the CC Chairman, represehting the
. CC majority, Clara filed for divorce and protection from garnish-
ment. Kirk responded immediately with a counter-suit!

And now the party was confronted with the actuality of an
impending court fight between two of its leading members. It had
two choices: it could abstain from the situation, letting the prin-
cipals slug it out in court, or it could intervene directly, using
its authority to bring about a settlement out of court and an un-
contested divorce.

In order to implement the latter course, the FSP would have
to do something it had never done beforee-- enforce pary traditicn
and discipline in a case it had always preferred to treat as a
purely personal matter.

But the abstentionist course presented grave dangers to the
party as a whole. 1In the first place, the very fact of a bitter
legal contest between two leading comrades threatened a very damag-
ing scandal. But even more important was the nature of the contest
that was about to take place. In any divorce case, the issues on

_which a bolshevik party stands (particularly one noted for its strong
stance on the Woman Question) are different and often opposite to
the capitalist marriage norms of the bourgecis courts.

Moreover, in this particular case, these very ideological
issues would appear in an especially explosive form. Kirk was
obviously out for blood using any weapon at hand to gain victory.

He clearly revealed his treachery in the contents of his.
counter divorce-suit. He accused Clara, among other crimes, of
being an "unfit mother" because of "frequent absences from the
home", "staying out all night", failure "to make a real home" for
him, "insistence on working outside the home® and, conversely,
"refusing” to work during certain periods because she "preferred
‘doing other things", i.e., full-time party assignments.

The reactionary essence of these charges should be apparent

to any socialist. Kirk was standing four-square on the ground of
the injured male done wrong by his little woman who, rejecting all
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the proper duties of wifery, had frustrated his efforts to build a
conventional hcme. Implicit in his charges was the accusation of
adultery. The FSP oppositionists pretended not to see this implica-
tion, but it was clearly understood by the lawyers on both sides,
and Kirk's lawyer soon made it explicit in the courtroom, namin

the party organizer as "co-respondent". -This scandalmongering, from
the standpoint of FSP policy on the Woman Question, not to mention
simple modern~day decency, constituted an absolutely impermissible
act of Babbitry and open scabbery - an outright denial of the funda-
mental right of sexual freedom of choice, which socialist and human-
ist tradition has always regarded as fundamental liberty.

Even more important, the whole thrust of Kirk's legal case was
designed to deny Comrade Clara her right to live as a professional
revolutionary, devoting her life to the movement, rather than tc his
care and feeding. By flinging Clara‘'s intensely political life-style
(how else could she explain her "frequent absences from the home"?)
into court for public scrutiny and arbitration by a bourgeois judge,
Kirk was endangering the entire party.

Kirk was publicly finking on the Woman Question and on the
party. That was the reality of the matter. The question before

the party was very simple: did it in fact take its own politics --
its own position on women's equality: ~-seriously enough to intervene
and stop overt scabbing-- yes or no?

It was this "yes or no" that determined the final polarization
within the party and provoked the split.

The exec finally said yes: Kirk's legal line was impermissible.
Recognizing the grave danger for the party's political integrity and
morale posed by Kirk's occunter-suit, the exec resolved to take the
matter directly to the.party ranks.

There were two exec propcsals:

(1) That the CC be dissolved as an utterly ineffective
body, and

(2) That Kirk either withdraw his case immediately and
submit the issues to arbitration within the party or
be expelled from the party as an open fink.

The first proposal was agreed to by all; the second precipi-
tated a division along majority-minority lines, though there was
still some hesitancy about taking decisive action in the ranks of
the majority (bolshevik) faction.

\
. The point of the proposal, however, was not to press for an
immediate vote for expulsion, but to present the alternatives posed

by Kirk's actions squarely before the party ranks: he must be either
controlled or expelled.

Two long meetings were devoted to a discussion of the exec pro-
posal, long enough for the full implications of Kirk's legal strategy
to become clear to the party majority.
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Finally the alternatives were embodied in the following
motion: ‘ ‘ c o

(1) That Kirk be enjoined from pursuing a contested
divorce in a public courtroom; :

(2) That a mediator, mandated to determine the actual
terms of the divorce settlement on the basis of so-
cialist ethical norms, be appointed;

(3) That if Kirk fails to comply with these conditions,
he be summarily expelled. S '

The measure passed by one vote, over the strenuous objections
of the opposition to the effect that the party was exceeding its
authority by intervening in such a "personal" matter, that it was
a maneuver to get rid of Kirk, etc. "You can't DO that?" was the
general outcry from the ranks of the minority. o

Nevertheless, the decision held. Two days after the measure
was passed, Kirk attended and two minutes later walked out of a meet-
ing with Clara and the mediator, bellowing "I'll see you in court".
He was expelled at the next regular party meeting.

At the following membership meeting, the opposition raised a
barrage of procedural objections to the expulsion declaring that
the decision was based on an "artificial majority”, not reflecting
the real relationship of forces in the party. The entire meeting
(which included all party members in Seattle) was devoted to a dis-
cussion of the expulsion, and again the expulsion decision was rati-
fied - by one vote.

And now the opposition took an unprecedented step. Rather
than stay and fight for a political decision at the convention pro-
jected for a few weeks away, they walked out -~ over a procedural
question on which, if their claims to represent a majority were to
be taken seriously, they could have won an easy victory. "I resign!
I've had enough", Frank roared, and with this as their rallying cry,
his troops stumbled confusedly after him and out of the party.

This desertion took place toward the end of November. The
behavior of our former members in succeeding months showed the
split to be permanent.

F@rst, they tried to open phony "unity' negotiations, proposing
a "parity" conference in which they “would represent not only them- "~
selves but the proxies of some of the party's national supporters
tpey had won over to their side - after leaving the party. Moreover,
Kirk, as one of their leaders, was included as a party to the pro-
posed negotiations. |

In reply, the FSP invited them to reapply individually for
membegshlp. Kirk was informed that, as an expelled member, he had
the right to appeal his expulsion at a party convention, but no rigk+
to “"parity". The party also demanded the return. of its Publication
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Fund, with which the deserters had absconded. Thls ended nego-
tiations. Now the former oppositionists suddenly discovered that,
instead of being a group of members who had quit the party, they
were the party. Again claiming the "majority®, they demanded that
we recognize their right to the name of the Freedom Socialist

Party, the headquarters, and the assets of the organization. We
~rejected all claims,

The split was complete.
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V. THE NATURE OF THE SPLIT

1. The Problem of Analysis

The split in the FSP did not happen cleanly and neatly. There
was no clear counter-position of opposing views, no intensive inter-
nal discussion bringing out the political character of the disputes,
no final confrontation and decision at the party convention. Had all
this taken place, the nature of the split would have been crystal-
clear. Since it didn't happen, the nature of the split became a
question of ex post facto political ana1y51s°

The immediate occasion of the split was an organizational dis-
pute over an expulsion. In one sense, then, the split can be seen
as the culmination of a long series of clashes over organizational
norms, priorities and procedures. If our analy31s went no further
than this, we would have to say that the split in the FSP derived
from organizational differences, with the majority asserting organi-
zational standards that the minority was simply unable to live up
to. Finding the party's internal discipline unbearably constricting,
they walked out and established a club of their own in which they
could operate more comfortably.

This is part of the truth, but it does not go far enough. It
is an axiom of Leninism that no serlous, long-term organizational
conflict, especially one culminating in a split along factional
llnes, occurs outside of a deep underlying ﬁolltlcal polarlzatlon.
It is the task of analysis to reveal this ba51s.,

2. The Nature of the Opposition

The oppositionists in the FSP, even at the point of split,
never admitted the factional nature of their grouping, because -they
were unable to explain the political basis of their factional co--
hesion. They had never thought through the implications of their
politics. They remained to the end an unprincipled combination,
unable to find any basis for their bloc other than a reflexive
‘hostility to the standards, methods and personnel of the party
majority. The question is: what lay behind this hostility?

Obviously, most (but not all) of the oppositionists felt an
instinctive repugnance to the practice of bolshevik organization.
This in itself reflects a certain. political attitude. At the basis’
of Leninist organlzatlonal norms lies the concept of the vanguard
party, standing in an advanced position, ahead of the mass movement,
and constantly striving to bring the movement up to its level, while
maintaining its own principles and program intact. An attack on
organizational norms and procedures, therefore, is generally an
implicit attack on the concept of the vanguard party and a drawing

away from the clear and sharp deflnltlon of program that character-
izes such a party.

It is 1mportant to realize that an attack on the party's pro-
gram need not take the form of an open, direct ideological assault.
It can express itself through an attempt to interpret the program
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in an opportunistic fashion by softening its distinctive features
to make it more palatable to more backward elements, and even to
opponent tendencies within the movement. Party members who display
such opportunistic leanings will also manifest dissatisfaction with
the "undiplomatic" behavior of comrades who are too "pushy", too
"inflexible", too "intolerant" -- who insist on a clear, sharp and
uncompromising political differentiation of the party from its op-
ponents and from the mass movement. ‘

The oppositionists in the FSP instinctively shied away from
any attempt of the majority to push the party'’s program as its deter-
mining feature, and to insist on principle as the guideline to party
tactics in the mass movement.

Seen in this light, the major clashes that preceded the split
reveal a general pattern.

The February priorities crisis involved something more than a
publication schedule. The real priority involved was the priority
of the party program as defined in the basic documents containing
our distinctive positicns on the Black Question and the Woman Ques-
tion. This program should have been the key to determining the
party's public image and its course of intervention in the mass move-
ment. The minority's sudden preoccupation with China, their tortuous
attempt to make it a central point of dispute with the majority, and
their urging the party to enter the regroupment arena before clearly
and publicly presenting its own program, can be seen as aspects of
the same general tendency to push the FSP's own distinctive contri-
butions tc the revolutionary tradition into the background.

The same trend was evident in the internal discussion that oc-
cupied the party for some months in the spring and summer. In citing
the China question as the "key to the international situation” and
the key to the regroupment process in the U.S., Frank pushed the FSP
program on the decisive American questions - the liberation of
Blacks and women -- into the background, thereby minimizing our
differences with the Workers' World Party, with whom he was then
carrying on a flirtaticn.

The whole dispute over regroupment and the nature of the
party ("a party" vs. "the party") revealed an cppositional current
that only became fully explicit much later, after our former com-
rades had launched out on their own. They were looking for a "re-
groupment” in which they could find a comfortable home as a left
wing of a larger, broader organization; we saw the whole regroup-
ment process as a very protracted and difficult cne. For us, the
FSP would necessarily be the party for some time, and would cede
that claim only to a new, nationwide Leninist party that could
rightfully assume the task of leading the American Revolution.

Again, in the election campaign disputes, the differences
that emerged between the majority comrades and the candidate con-
cerned the latter's unwillingness to stress the program that had
been agreed upon, while the opposition, unconcerned with this
major political problem, concentrated their efforts on fomenting.
organizational impediments to effective prosecution of the campaign.
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concentrated their efforts on fomenting organizational lmpedlments
to effective prosecutlon of the campain.

3. The Decisive ggestlon

These examples are symptomatic of a general tendency. The
opposition members were, in general, drawing away from a sharp de-
finition of the party program and from bolshevik political and or-
ganizational concepts. Nevertheless, up to the final split crisis,
the opposition was never fully unified. There was always some waver-
ing and some crossing of lines, and a few comrades tried to remain
aloof from both the main tendencies that were crystallizing.

The decisive question that finally drove all the disparate ele-
ments together was-~the Woman Questicn. Here again, the opposi- .
tion's attitude toward the party program was expressed not in open

ideological confrontation, but in personal and organizational conflicts

‘The opposition could not see a Woman Question inside the party -
only a "Clara Question."” " It was Clara, the leading spokesman of the
party majority, who became the figure upon whom all the various ele-
ments that comprised the opposition eventually focused their hostility.
There had always been latent male chauvinism within the party, which
Clara had usually successfully over-ridden with the cooperation of
the rest of the o0ld party leadership. Now she was appearing as the
leader of the party majority against her former male colleagues.This
independent decisive lecadership from a woman was too much for some
comrades to take. Thus the fantastic success of the anti-Clara
campaign with some of the male comrades who tended tco stand with the
bolshevik majority on almost every other guestion. What had been a
latent, half-expressed tendency was transformed into a raging disease.
The final crisis in the dispute between Clara and Kirk was enough to
bring it out into the onen.

. When disciplinary action was finally taken against Kirk, the
entire party faced a decisive test. Principle required solidarity
with Clara, in the face of Kirk's open scabbery on the Woman Question.
The majority passed the test. Kirk was expelled, and his expulsion
was ratified. Thus the party reaffirmed in practice ite theoretical
position on the Woman Question, and made clear to all concerned that
the FSP regarded it as a furidamental, first-class political issue.

The minority could not pass the test. Not only were they un-
willing to stand by their principles on this question, they were un-
able to live a minute longer inside a party that wculd. In walking
out, they made cléar that for them the Woman Question was at best a
second-class question, and that they would not tolerate its elevation
into a guide to living practice.

The opposition's hypocrisy on the Woman Question -~ their real
backwardness on the question, which they attempted to conceal with
demagogie rhetoric -- was.the decisive factor impelling them into
hurried flight from the party ranks. This was their first definite,
organized break .with the party program; it was not to be their last.
From the moment they deserted the party, the oppositionists fol-
lowed a political course that has led them further and further from
revolutionary Marxism.
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The Woman Question was not the sum and substance of the dif-
ferences in the party, but it was the barometer of the opposition's
political degeneration, the weather vane pointing out the dirsction
of their political drift. In exposing their incapacity to deal
honestly with this fundamental question, the deserters signalled
their growing inability to deal with any question in the bolshevik
manner - clearly, incisively and forthrightly, on the ground of
principle. .

4, A Historic Parallel

The split in the FSP was unusual in form, but not without
parallel in the history of the Marxist movement. A similar strug-
gle, the famous bolshevik-menshevik split in which Lenin first
emerged as the leader of the revolutionary movement in Russia, was
fought cut in the Russian Social-Democratic Party in 1903.

Although the Russian party was a great, mass movement, and
ours is a small revolutionary nucleus, the parallels between the
problems faced in both cases are too striking to be 1gnored, and
the struggle in the FSP appears in some respects as a mlcrocosm
of the vast earlier struggle.

The Russian Social-Democracy was a party still in its forma-
tive phase, struggling to unify itself around a program and defend
its political integrity as a vanguard detachment of a much broader
radical movement. The Russian revolutionists, like ourselves,
very soon faced an organizational crisis over what appeared at first
to be even trivial secondary questions.

The crisis came to a head at the 1903 Congress of the Russian _
party over the question of the composition of the editoral board of
Iskra (the central party organ) and a minor difference of wording
in two nearly identical drafts of the statutes defining membership
requirements. .

In the first instance, Lenin simply proposed a reduction in
the size of Iskra's editorial board, weeding out the less effective
and productive members of the original team in the interests of
efficiency. But, to quote Deutscher {The Prophet Armed), "consi-
_derations of efficiency clashed, as they.often do, with acquired
. rlghts and sentiment.” The future menshev1ks (whe at that time in
included Trotsky) sensed in Lenin's simple proposal a deep, dark
conspiracy to wrest the hegemony in the Russian revolutlonary
movement away from its traditional leadership.

This dispute immediately threw into relief the\"minor" dif-
ferences in the drafts of the membership statutes.- Lenin had pro-
posed that the primary requirement of party membership be’activity
as a member of a local organization of the party, while Martov,
future leader of the mensheviks, proposed that it be activity under
the direction of a local party organization. It became clear that .
the difference between the two drafts was hardly trivial, for it
concerned two basically different definitions of the party. Lenin
was looking toward a tight, disciplined formation in which each
member would be bound to the revolutionary collective by a close,
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integral connection with its local organization; Martov envisaged

a looser association, with the individual member's responsibilities
very vaguely defined and leaving each member free from regular con-
trol and supervision of the local organization.

_ The question of priorities - efficiency in carrying out the
party line versus sentimental considerations, and the nature of the
arty - these were the split-issues that divided bolshevik from
mensﬁevik. As we now know, the differences that lay behind these
disputes over technical questions were anything but superficial.
They set in motion a long process of political dispute and the
Russian Social-Democracy broke up into two camps; the bolsheviks,
who stood at the head of the 1917 revolution, and the mensheviks,

- who stood as obstacles in its way. '

5. Lesscns of Our Split

Our party also faced its first crisis very early in its exis-
tence. The problem was similar: once a party has declared its
independence and come out into the open, it is forced to define
itself, and this means first and foremost defining its attitude
toward its own politics. Even the best politics, so long as they
remain on paper or confined to discussions within closed circles,
have no definitive existence. They must be carried out into the
real_vorld and put to work as operating principles of a living
organization. This is the final test of the seriousness with
which an organization regards its politics. This determines
what its real program is.

. This was the test our party faced during.1967. In withstand-
ing the test - a split not with our enemies, but with those who had
been long-time friends and comrades - we ended the formative process
set in motion a year and a half earlier, in which the FSP came dnto
being. Only after the split did the FSP finally stand by itself,
firmly rooted in its prineciples. :
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VI. 1968: OUR CONDITION AND PERFORMANCE

1. The Post-Split Situation

The party's salient accomplishment of 1967 was to maintain its
integrity in the face of a menshevik challenge from within its own
ranks. In so doing, it saved itself from an opportunistic drift into
centrism, reformism and eventual liquidation.

This lifesaving struggle exacted heavy costs. The bitter and -
protracted internecine conflict seriously drained the energies of -
the party cadres and prevented significant party growth. The year
ended with some major tasks uncompleted; only one basic document had
been published, and new sources of growth opened up by the election
campaign couldn't be exploited.

With a new year beginning, our party had new tasks before it;
the first of these was political and organizational survival.

The virtual halving of the membership required a substantial
scaling down and alteration of perspectives. The deserters not only
absconded with the party correspondence and documents, but stole the
$300.00 Publications Fund as well. ‘

We had to settle the ideological account of the split, making
our position clear and tracing out the inner logic of our opponents'
evolution. We had to maintain public functioning and momentum, as
well as continued contact with and intervention in the mass move-
ment. We had to prevent the usurpation of the name of the FSP by
the mensheviks. And we had to strengthen the party, tempering and
toughening the small cadre for the great responsibilities it now had -
to shoulder alone, while augmenting our slender forces through in-~
tensified contact and recruitment work.

2. Performance Analysis

The 1968 record is characterized by some successes, some un-
finished tasks, some projects that never got off the ground, much
exploratory activity in probing the possibilities of alliances and
united efforts with other groupings, and the eventual clarification
and strengthening of our identity, mode of operation, and course.

. A. Our first job was to explain the splie to our friends and
periphery. We accomplished this slowly and painstakingly, but ef-
fQCtlve%Y: in that we made our position unmistakeably clear, definite
and political-programmatic. We refused to borrow a leaf from the
book of our opponents' style and label the dispute as "the Frank
question” or "the Kirk question", etc. Instead, in a series of
detailed open letters to our former comrades in response to their
demands and charges, we opened a political debate on issues of
principle and program. We hoped thereby to engage them in open
ideological debate, but this they fled from, preferring to circu-
late their version of events privately.

It was difficult for us to completely convince many people of
the validity of our course in the face of the general hostility

_24-



toward our conception of the Woman Question as a major political
 issue demanding - independent mass organization, and the resistance
of the student movement to any organizational forms geared toward
- serious revolutionary action and pointing in the direction of a
vanguard party. ' ‘

Nevertheless, we forced an examination of these issues and a
general consideration of their role and import, thereby definitively
establishing ourselves as the hard-core proletarian tendency and
the rightful inheritors of the party's name. .

B. We were highly successful in keeping the party gub;iclx
visible through forums and social functions.

The series on Afro-American History, held in February and
March 1968 featured an impressive roster of speakers and was widely
publicized. The series built up to a good attendance by the final
sessions.

A long summer series on the history of women's emancipation,
jointly sponsored with Radical Women, was so successful that it
contributed to this very history. It was a major breakthrough in
bringing the Woman Question, as a serious, first rank political
issue, before a new generation of radicals in Seattle, The speakers'
roster, organization and presentation were all excellent, The whole
series was an important learning-experience for a substantial sector
of the local movement. ‘

Our winter series, criticizing the politics of the New Left,
was less popular from the standpoint of attendance, due to the shar-
pening of political differences between ourselves and the mass of
student militants in the wake of the elections. But the program-
matic differentiations that we explored and clarified in the course
of the series were political accomplishments of the first order, in
terms- of sharpening the theory and character of the party.

C. . Our hall was an invaluable resource, and our utilization
of it gudranteed our right to the party's name once and for all in
the eyes of the general radical public. It was also an important
financial resource, as income from increasing hall rentals provided
a decisive margin of solvency. . :

We did not, however, use the hall as a political resource to
the extent that we should have, being particularly deficient in
keeping the bookstore open regularly and publicizing this resource.
We thereby deprived ourselves of an important arena for political
contact and dissemination of literature.

- D. Our work in the mass movement engendered very mixed results.
A correct evaluation of our record in this field requires an analysis
of the relation between the objective thrust of the mcvement as a
whole and the internal condition of the party. . :

- The dominant feature of the movement over the past several years
has been the increasing radicalism of youth, Black and white. During
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1967, this process accelerated suadenly and qualitatively. Early

in the year, the student movement, with SDS in the lead, proclaimed
a shift from "protest to resistance". Coincident with this was a
piecemeal eruption of local draft resistance groups around the coun-
try, initiated by Black youth but soon taken up by white students.
Explosions in the Black ghetto over the summer were followed by a
massive influx of Black Student Unions across the country, and the
first thrust of the Black Panther Party toward national prominence.

The opening months of 1968 found a continued deepening of the
process of radicalization. SDS mushroomed on campuses across the
country. A new third-party movement, initiated with the formation
of the Peace and Freedom Party of California, began to attract young
people seeking an independent political outlet for their radicalism.
The draft resistance movement began to manifest signs of outgrowing
its initial formlessness and developing a brcader political and so-
cial consciousness. A nascent women's movement appeared from out of
the student milieu. The Black Panthers proclaimed their intention
to form a Black revoluticnary vanguard with a socialist ideology.

These national developments were'réfleCtéd_&ocal;y. From a
position as an isclated backwater on the national scene, Seattle
was being sucked into the maelstrom of a reviving radical movement.

At the beginning of the year, the FSP was apparently in a very
good p081t10n with respect to the new radical movement. We had broad
connections in SDS, good relations with young Black militant leaders,
and a fraction of two comrades exerting considerable influence in
Draft Resistance. When a group of young women from SDS became inter-
ested in forming a radical women's organization, they turned imme-
diately to our comrades for assistance in public speeches, programma-
tic guidance and organizational coocperation.

This era of good relations did not last long. In a very short
tlme, our friendly and cooperative relations with the New Left on
various fronts gave way to increasing divergences and friction.

1. Seeing our own program as the most advanced expression of
these needs, we cast ourselves in the role of leadership of a poten-
tial revolutionary left wing in DR, devoting most of our energies
and the guidance resources of the entire party to this enterprise.
When the moment of decision for the left wing arrived, a choice be«w
tween principled politics or endless clique maneuvering as the path-
way for decision-making, the left wing promptly collapsed as a left
wing, crystalllang into a conscious counter-left wing. This is an
old story in politics, but one which newer comrades seem to have to
learn through personal experiences. That no opportunistic adaptation
were made, and tie party fraction emerged from the battlefront with
an enhanced understanding of the primary neced of building the party,
is a tribute to :heir growing maturity and ability to profit from
experience and perty guidance.

The fraction learned it had been overly sanguine and optimistic;

it should have seen its role more clearly as one of swimming against
the stream consciously and energetically, paying more attention to
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to the needs of the party and utlllzlng the party as a center for
- pulling together the best individuals in the mass movement.

The chief lesson derived was to relearn once again that the
party needs to retain its own separate\exlstence outside the move-
ment, in opposition.to it when necessary, and always available to
the most advanced elements for advice, assistance and the oppor-
tunity for membership.

By late summer, both DR and SDS were driving in an anarchistic
dlrectlon, characterized by deliberate organizational formlessness,
irresponsible adventurism and unbridled subjectivism. Concurrent
with this was an increasing hostility to "0l1d Left" -- that is,
Marxist -- concepts of class line, program, organizational struc-
ture’ and précedured, .and methods pf :delinedtins stratégy and tadtics,
In this atmosphere, we were forced into increasing isolation.

Finally, the party decided to withdraw from active organiza-
tional participation in the student arena in order to concentrate
its forces on educational work with individuals not polarized into
the politics of prolonged adolescence and the cult of spontaneity.

2. Our so;ourn with the New Left in Radical Women had similar
results, although in a different form At its inception, we were
very favorably disposed toward this fledgllng organization we had
helped to initiate. 1Its very formation was historic and dramatic, -
an exciting validation of our long-proclaimed but lonely stance on
the Woman Question. Here seemed to be the best field for close
cooperation with a key sector of the New Left - its young women.

Even before it was really off the ground, Radical Women ac-
quired a name for itself through its forums and actions. Never-
theless, it was not able to clearly define itself in matters of
pProgram, organization or tactics. Our attempts to orient the
organization in a pro-socialist, working-class direction based on
‘a serious organizational foundation was met with discomfort, out-
rage, clandestine maneuvering, chronic attempts to .ignore or vio-
late decisions, growing hostility, the withdrawal of some members
and finally division in three directions. Our comrades, together
with a few sympathizers, were left in possession of the organiza-

tion, while the New Left and single-issue types formed two new
organizations.

One of these, the "Women's Majority Union", oriented blatantly
toward middle-class suburban housewives who "want to kill their hus-
bands" ("the real battlefield!"). They announced their devotion to
an ongoing mystical soul-search for their true natures and a quest '
for a fully "liberated" lifestyle in this society - liberated basi~-
cally from wage-labor, children, and the responsibilities of life.
They renounced connection with the ghetto movement, the labor move-
ment, and the general movement for social revolution, preferring to
work for women's rights in an exclusively reformlst and respectable
fashion. In their urgency to build a mass movement, they resorted
to red-baiting, personal attacks and unrestrained malice, so fear-
ful were they of being branded a "red front" as a result of guilt
by association with revolutionaries.
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The other split-off tendency from Radical Women formed itself into
a "Women's Liberation Committee"” of the SDS and the Peace and Freedom
Party (then of SDS alone, with the demise of the PFP). This group ‘
went off in the opposite direction, opposing the need for the business-
like organization of an independent women's movement and adopting an
ultra-left course, resulting from an erroneous belief that the answer
to reformism is a sectarian contempt for the struggle for limited and
partial objectives. They, too, hysterically resisted a structured
organization.

~_ Our attempts at close collaboration with some sections of the New
Left resulted in a polarization of ideologies and methods. Discussion
within the movement was thereby raised to a much higher level than
previously, which is always the case with clear-cut splits, as every
Leninist knows! Issues were clarified and positions taken, and the
in-fighting among the women radicals in particular had a significant
impact upon the student movement as a whole, struggling on a national
plane to resolve these very differences.

-3. The Peace and Freedom Party displayed 8omeé initial pronisé&, but
it soon became apparent that it was unable and unwilling to advance
programmatically past its first burst of enthusiasm and beyond its
socially narrow and classless student base. A large outpouring of
radical sentiment of various hues coalesced into a loose association,
but no concise program cf clear political direction emerged, and the
party took shape in shapelessness -- as an indeterminate all-inclusive,
Peoples Front type of action-apparatus, composed of equal parts of
;adicalism, reformism, revolution, progressive capitalism, and social~
ism.

Our unwillingness to enter the party and "help shape its course"
flowed from the impermissability, in principle, of supporting a United
Liberals, Radicals, and Socialists type of political stew. We could
not have altered its course, given its overwhelming composition and
direction, and we could not have operated as a minority within it
without compromising that very principled approach to electoral
coalitions which we had upheld for so long against the opportunism of
the former comrades who had defected from our party. We did give
-critical support to the two Black candidates of the PFP -- Cleaver
and Flo Ware; nevertheless, our persistent refusal to enter or en-
dorse the PFP organization created considerable friction between us
and most of our younger friends who had rushed into the "new" and
supposedly non-Stalinistic PFP as soon as it was launched. They
failed to see that only the faces had changed; despite definite and
welcome improvements in the planks of the Black struggle, the labor
movement, women's rights, and independent political action, the
fundamental and overriding character of the program was its appeal
for multi-class support on supra-class issues -- i.e., the Peoples
Front against war, fascism, poverty, etc.

_PFP was an anti-monopoly, anti-military/industrial coalition --
aptl-estéblishment, not anti-capitalist. This type of program top-
ping a middle-class/student base spells precisely that kind of mish-
mass electoral coalition which Leninists deplored, despite its
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apparent radicalism and super-militancy. The party was a Stalinist

type of party, even though few of its adherents-realize it to this
ay, and are furious at the allegation! But friendship is friendship,
and politics is politics, and a political party like FSP must choose.

- 4. Friction between us and PFP increased with our active sup-
port of the Black Panther Party electoral campaign. The local Pan-
thers were trying to free themselves from the injunction to effect
an electoral coalition with the PFP imposed on them by Cleaver's
candidacy on the PFP ticket. This questionable move by Cleaver de-
prived his own party of the drama, momentum and influence it needed
to build its own ranks through electoral activity. The local BPP
had only one candidate in the field, and it was incumbent upon us to
help assure his ballot status and mobilize electoral support on his.
behalf. This campaign was the decisive action in Seattle, crucial
for the Black freedom movement and therefore crucial for the entire
movement, -- and yet SWP was running a counter candidate to Cleaver,
PFP had Cleaver on its slate, and both parties were straining mighti-
ly on behalf of their own campaigns. Only FSP took upon itself as
a primary responsibility the task of assisting the local BPP cam-
paign whenever we could, providing publicity, nominating petition
signers, technical assistance, etc.

The non-self-seeking on our part was recognized by the Panthers,
who included our spokesman on their roster of Nominating Convention
speakers, and we were generously afforded the opportunity to engage
in meaningful dialogue with them and the audience at that event.

The highlight of our supportive activities was the mass rally
called on their behalf and in their defense by an ad hoc unity com-
mittee initiated by our comrades in Radical Women and composed of
virtually every radical grouping in town. To achieve this hugely
impressive and effective united front against police harrassment in
the ghetto was not only a herculean task, in which we succeeded, but
a tremendously expensive one. By virtue of our remorseless pressure
on Radical Women, PFP, SDS and other groups on the issue of support-
ing the mass meeting, we incurred resentment and annoyance. Never-
theless, we would be happy to do it again in another just cause for
the Black freedom movement that would otherwise be ignored by white
radicals stewing in their own organizational juices and self-concerns.

3. Performance Evaluation

. By the end of 1968, the FSP stood out as a clearly independent,
unique and determined tendency amid the myriad of local and national
factions and groupings within the radical movement.

We ended up organizationally alone and politically together,
a rather remarkable achievement for our small cadre of hardheads
attacked consistently and sometimes hysterically from all sides
bgcause of our intransigeance combined with flexibility, a dialec-
tical approach to strategy still unabsorbed by old and new left alike.
By refusing to sacrifice principle in exchange for popularity, we
had earned someoutright hatred from those who demanded our partici-
pation and collaboration in their projects on their terms.
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The lifespan of our alliances, therefore, was dictated pre-
cisely by the limits of our actually broad capability for compro-
mises and concessions, but limits we did insist on. This earned
us a general, if infuriated, respect.

We failed to write enough, publish enough, hold enough public
meetings, to complete all of cur documents and projects in time and
to follow through consistently on administrative responsibilities.
But we significantly improved our functioning in some areas and,
most important, we emerged from this year of difficulty, contra-
dictions and challenge with a vastly expanded self-knowledge and
capacity for realistic judgments and decisions.
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VII. 1969: A New:Conjuncture and A New Growth

As the new year rolled in, the FSP was left with its name,
its integrity, an excellent and popular headquarters, and a lot
of experience. It was detached from the white student movement'
and lacked a substantial periphery.

Since then, rapid changes in the political conjuncture, in -
which our active intervention has played no small part, have radi-
cally altered this situation, presenting new opportunities, new
problems, and new responsibilities for the party.

% & de J g de K de kK

l. The Tide Turns

A. The New Left grew out of an intense, often highly person-
al student rebellion against the constrictions, brutality, and
inequities of capitalist society, and through all of its twists
and turns, it reflects this basic social character. Its program-
matic vagueness, organizational incoherence and lack of solidarity,
its wild leaps from one end of the political spectrum to the other,
and its ideological glorification of emotionalism and subjectivism,
all arise from the fundamental capriciousness of a mOVement with
no solid attachment to any productive class. Any "program" this
movement espouses is a momentary choice resulting from a mood,
rather than a stable and long~-term commitment to the needs and
interests of the working class.

Continual political search and experiment become the substi-
tute for serious program, and the movement feels an instinctive
hositility to any demand that it settle down to sérious ideological
discussion, chart a rational course for itself, and stick by: ltS
‘decisions.

This inherent instability is accentuated by the class vacuum
in which the movement operates in the U. S. In the absence of a
strong working-class  or socialist movement off the campus, exert-
ing a commanding influence upon it, few objective forces exist to

give programmatic substance and soc1a1 weight to the student
rebellion.

This lack of a solid social base to connect .it with reality
is the New Left's gravest constitutional weakness, and the one
weakness that the movement truly agonizes over. 1Its hysterical
moods of "go-it-alone" hysteria are balanced, on the obverse side,
by a desperate longing for an authoritative voice -- for an infall-
ible pope -- to lay down the law from on high.

So, the movement turns frantically from one saviour to another -
the PFP, the "Third World", Chairman Mao, the Black Panthers -- and
. lately, resurrected in. all his glory, Comrade Stalin and the terror
tactics against opponents for which he is so well remembered.

-31-



The New Left, supposedly arising out of the purest existential
"freedom”, is in fact at the mercy of its own whims, dictated by
whatever looks biggest or most necessary to it at any given moment.

None of the twists, turns, and about-faces of student radi-
calism, from "participatory democracy" up to and including Stalinism,
has served to alleviate its crisis of program and leadership. On
the contrary, this crisis now assumes graver proportions with every
passing week, as the movement splits and fragments in a dozen differ-
ent diractions.

B. The Black Movement continues to experience a protracted i
crisis of leadership. Locally, there are two main contenders, neither
as yet successful, for the loyalty and support of the ghetto masses.

On one side are the reactionary cultural nationalists, repre-
sented in Seattle by the Afro-American Journal gang. These forces
have a real neo-fascist character. Behind a mask of super-militancy
and super-Blackness, they employ terrorist tactics to intimidate
political opponents, especially radicals, and to line their own
pockets. Their aim is not to overthrow the white capitalist power
structure, but to reach an accomodation with it, allowing them to
rule and exploit the ghetto.

Terrorism and extortion do not make for instant popularity:
But the steady appeal to the Black mystique find some response in
the ghetto. Given the virtual leadership vacuum that now exists,
the Afro-American crew can win adherents, especially among the de-
classed "street" youth.

An effective challenge to the fascist elements can only come
from the left, and the only substantial group in the ghetto on this
end of the spectrum is the Black Panther Party.

This organization is still going through a very contY¥adictory
development, The BPP has proclaimed itself as the revolutionary
socialist vanguard party. inside thc ghetto. In further dssecsing -the
working-class character of the coming revolution, and theif right as
Black revolutionists to play.a vanguard role in the whole revolution, -
the Panthers approach our basic concept of revolutionary integration.
Another step in the right direction has been their recent attempt
to come to grips with the Woman Questlon,_for the first time taking
a public position against male chauvinism in the ranks of the BPP and
in the black community as a whole. '

Still, despite these evidences of the Panthers' willingness
to pose and confront the key issues of the American Revolution, their
organization suffers increasingly from serious internal illnesses.

‘Lacking a base among black workers, the BPP is essentially a

party of youth. 1Its leaders come out of the student movement; its
mass base is among high-school students and young street blacks.
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This kind of formation, while it can display great militancy
and combativeness, is also highly volatile and unstable. Lacking
the necessary conservatism of a workers' organization, the Panthers
are given to mercurial shifts in line.

Much like the white student movement, the Panthers leap from
one end of the spectrum to the other. Putschist, desperate, and
extreme nationalist moods, fed and aggravated by continual police
repression, continually erupt within the ranks of their party. The
leadership responds to this recklessness with purges of the "undesir-
ables" and, in & frantic search for allies, jumps all:the way from
ultra-left adventurism into People's Front alliances with white
liberals, whom they try to control with threats and bluster.

This People's Front trend was already evident last year in the
national Panther alliance with the Peace and Freedom Party. It
has lately surfaced again ih the form of a "United Front Against
Fascism", Stalinist-style, and a close alliance with CPUSA hacks.

This recent turn spells real danger to the Panthers, and,
because of their strategic position on the left, endangers the move-
ment as a whole, especially the student movement, whose instability
and irrationality are aggravated and reinforced by the Panther
example.

The Panthers are the only organized radical force of any
consequence- in the Seattle Central Area, but they by no means
represent the total of its radical potential. There exists a con-
siderable body of young, militant Black workers and intellectuals,
both . men and women, who display a remarkable level of political
sophistication and willingness to act. Yet, repelled by the ravings
and goon-squad terror of the cultural nationalists and the mili+
tarism and arbitrariness of the Panthers, they are left without
leadership to represent them and give them a program.

Many of these militants are concentrated in the government
anti-poverty agencies, as- both staff-members and trainees.

So great is the leadership-vacuum in this area, that many

of these workers and professionals, ordinarily very suspicious of
whites, have been willing to accept cooperation and collaboration
with some white FSP members, who have daily on-the-job contact with
them. The persistent work of our comrades in this milieu has not
only provided the party with valuable experiences and associations,
but has furnished the initial thrust toward the formation of a mili-
tant left-wing within a vital stratum of the Black working class.

The most promising development to date within this arena  has
been the emergence of a union of anti-poverty workers (PAPS). This
organlzatlon was initiated with the purpose of improving the sal-
aries and working conditions of non-professional anti-poverty workers,
g1v1ng them some leverage to curb the arbitrariness of agency rul-
ings and providing a nucleus for the organization of super-exploited,
unorganized and unreptesented workers throughout the>01ty.
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PAPS is very young, and still far from completing its
initial task of organizing anti-poverty workers. Yet, it has
already won significant concessions from the OEO bureaucrats,
and has courageously weathered its first red-baiting attack.
Its prestige and impact are considerable.

Our comrade in the organization, who is president of the
local, has exercised decisive leadership in organizing and main-
taining PAPS, bringing it through a difficult formative period
while maintaining a thoroughly principled political stance.

SOIC, the major job-training agency in the Central Area, has
been another fruitful arena for political work with Black militants
and for establishing an important base for socialist education and
~rganization in the ghetto.

The work of our comrades in the poverty program resulted in

- the dramatic contigent of Central Area women who sparked the mass
lobby for abortion reform organized in March. The abortion-reform
bill was almost forced out of the Senate Rules Committee in the wake
of the mass action led by Radical Women. Hundreds of poor and min-
ority race women were inspired into action on their own account,
learning valuable political lessons in the process and the State
Legislature was rocked to its foundations.

Currently, the most important contribution of the party in
the anti-poverty arena has been the initiation of a mass-protest
campaign against the terrorism and extortion of the Afro-American
super-nationalists. This campaign, which is still in progress,
has assumed an independent momentum of its own, and is leterally
sweeping the Central Area.

It would not do to paint a one-sided rosy picture of the
possibilities for radical action, particularly white radical action,
in the anti-poverty agencies. The situation remains contradictory,
and fraught with dangers as well as well as opportunities. 1

Nevertheless, the work of our comrades in this field serves

as a model for what can be accomplished by even one comrade alone

in a situation where one comes into daily contact with Black, In-
dian and poor people who feel the need to struggle. Moreover, it
should lay to rest the myth that it is impossible for whites to g
actively intervene in the Black community. What is needed to qualify
for this work is courage, integrity, modesty, the tactical sense to
gauge the opportunities and the caution and tact required in acting
to meet them, and, above all, a correct theory. '

It is not accidental that the effective party activity in the
ghetto is being carried out by revolutionary white women.

Because of their acute awareness of the nature of their own
social oppression, they characteristically display a far greater
sensitivity to the needs and problems of Blacks than do white men,
even revolutionists. In the eyes of Blacks of both sexes, white
women represent the oppressor far less than do white men, LeRoi
Jones notwithstanding.




C. The GI Movement is similar to the student movement in
the shifting and unstable character of its social base; the status
-of GI is no more permanent than that of student, and since GI's
are continually subject to transfer at the command of the brass,
their opportunities to establish permanent ties, and stable nuclei
around which to form a movement, are distinctly limited.

Still, army life is markedly different. from life on'a campus,
and imparts a qualitatively different character to the soldiers’
movement. ‘

GI's resemble workers in one important respect: ‘they are dis-
ciplined, concentrated, and collectively -oppressed by the ruling
class, often in a very brutal and crushing manner. Under such cir-
cumstances, playing at radicalism, acting in an irresponsible and
. adventurist way, is not only impractical but extremely dangerous. .

This affects the nature of the movment. The soldier-militagt
who wants to fight the system is typicallly more cautious than his
student counterpart, and, once he has become radicalized, tends to
take political ideas very seriously, since they represent a much .
more serious commitment. I '

For these:reasons, the GI movement hasn't suffered from the ]
most typical sicknesses of the New Left. But is has problems of its
_own.

Fort Lewis, the largest military base in the Western U.S.,
has for the past year been . the scene of considerable radical ac-
tivity arising out of the attempts of local movement activists to
build a viable GI movement. '

The most promising endeavor in this field was the GI-Civilian
Alliance for Peace (GI-CAP), in which the SWP-YSA has exercised pre-
dominant influence. This organization has suffered several vicis-
situdes. It reached its high point last February, when several
hundred GI's participated in a mass march against the war in Viet
Nam. Since that time, it has gradually petered out, under the able
guidance of the YSA, whose main policy orientation toward the sol-
diers' movement was to try tc build a soldier-contingent of the
mass single-issuie anti~-war movement. They still hope to accomplish
this in cooperation with the pacifists, liberals, and Stalinists,
but locally, the prospects are dim, because GI~CAP became impri-

- soned within the SWP formula, stagnated, and lost its attractive
power for GI's. ;

Nevertheless, the GI movement has been a fruitful arena of
work for the FSP. Persistent propoganda activity within GI-CAP
provided the party with a milieu for some months, out of which we
gained an excellent recruit who is the leader of the movement.

Despite the decline of GI-CAP, the ferment at the Fort con-
tinues, and our comrade has built a nucleus of GI's interested in
organizing a movement able to challenge the représsive apparatus
of the Army brass. The potential for building a movement, and the
party, in this area remains very good. T
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D. The Trade-Union movement has not occupied us a great deal
in recent years, for a very good reason: most of the action has
been elsewhere.

Nevertheless, an important sector of the local working class =
has come into motion recently, and, again, an FSPer has been in the
middle of it. For several months, the Service Employee's Union has
been carrying out an organizing drive among nursing-home employees
in Seattle, who are predominatly women and Blacks; one of our woman
comrades is organizing it.

This kind of work proceeds slowly, and an organizer is continu-
ally hampered by the bureaucratic procedures imposed by the law,
and by the conservatism of the labor bureaucracy. Nevertheless, our
comrade has been able to exercise considerable latitude in her or-
ganizing strategy, and has quite successfully appealed to the workers
as both super-exploited Blacks and women.

This nascent awakening of one of the most intensely exploited
categories of workers, while still tentative, is a portent of the
future, forecasting a general upsurge of a new layer of the working
class that is only now beginning to gather self-confidence.

A decisive success in this drive can catalyze activity among
broader sections of ‘the class, while redounding greatly to the
benefit of our party.

E. The Women's Movement is the one sector of the mass movement
in which no evaluation of the present conjuncture can be made with-
out referring the FSP, for here our party's influence has been de-
cisive in shaping the conjuncture. At the same time, it is difficult
to separate party activity in this field from mass work in the
Central Area and in the Union movement, for our work in these
areas, which has been done almost entirely by women comrades, has
contributed to building the general Women's movement, and has in
turn benefited from this movement.

Nevertheless, an independent women's movement has emerged in
the Seattle area, and its history in recent months has provided
swift and striking vindication of our insistence on the top-level
political importance of the Woman Question, and our perspective of
building an independent working-class women's organization with a
basically socialist character. )

Last winter, things didn't look so good. After the breakaway
of both the "Women's Liberation" and "Majority Union" contingents
from Radical Women, the parent organization was hardly more than
an FSP women's caucus. But the subsequent evolution of all three
groups soon showed who had the correct line, the staying power,
and, the organizing know-how.

The single-issue, anti-political stance of the Women's Ma-
jority Union and the infantile ultra-leftism of the Women's Libera-
tion Committee soon revealed themselves as simply two sides of the
coin of petty bourgecis frivolousness and ignorance of political
realities. Isolated in a campus milieu, these organizations had
in common a basic lack of gut-~level understanding of the needs of
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working women, Black women, and working class housewives, and their
theoretical grasp remained utterly inadequate to orient them con-
sistently toward these sectors - the indispensable base of any seri-
ous fighting mass movement of women.

Unable to link up with any of these vital sectors of exploited
women, both the Union and the Committee were unable to project out-
wards and turned inward to feed on themselves. The Majority Union
seems to have slowly starved to death on such a diet, while the
Liberation Committee has maintained a discussion-club and guerilla-
theatre role, unable to orient itself independently in any direction.

By contrast, Radical Women, beginning once again with only
principles and a small nucleus of comrades, soon revived and re-
built itself on the basis of these same principles. Serious working
women and minority race women were attrated to the organization by
precisely those featurzs that repelled the petty-bourgeois student
types - a clearly defined program and taking-care-of-business struc-
ture, appropriate to a fighting organization. '

Indeed, the first major gain for the party was made in the very
course of the factional struggles that had led to fragmentation into
three factions. The single non-FSP working-class radical member of
Radical Women elected not only to stay with the organization, but
to join the FSP, soon proving to be one of the party's most valuable
activists. :

. The decisive turn came when Radical Women projected itself
into the mass arsha ana spurted the eruption of a tremendous. agita-
tion for abortion reform.

Thousands of women were mobilized in a mass rally at the
Capitol early this spring, and by virtue of its immediate and dis-
tinctive propaganda approach and the energy and political solidity
of its mass workers, Radical Women found itself transformed from a
small isolated cadre organization into the main attractive pole
toward which the more radiecal wing of the women's movement was drawn.

This transformation of Radical Women was made possible by the
work of party activists in the anti-poverty agencies. Through
energetic day-to-day contact work, they were able to recruit some
of thg best militant woman workers into the abortion action and
then into the ranks of Radical Women. '

Radical Women was now strong and established enough to initiate
an action Solely on its own responsibility. When the Strike Com-
mlittee chairman of the local photo-finisher's union appealed to some
gf our comrades (who also were in Radical Women) for aid to their
strike of beleaguered women who were ridiculously underpaid, Radical
Women decided to throw its energies into a demonstration to build
support and win publicity for the strike. ‘

_ Radicgl Women called for a mass picket line, agitated others
in the radical movement into supporting it, and was able on very

short notice to build an effective sympathy demonstration at the
Perfect Photo plant.
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The demonstration was an outstanding success in focusing atten-
tion on the strike,helping the Photo Finishers to gain a victory
settlement, and enhancing the prestige of Radical Women.

It also resulted in a mass arrest of picketers, including se-
veral Radical Women members. At the subsequent trials (on charges
ranging from "obscenity" to "resisting arrest"), once again, it
was Radical Women who distinguished themselves in court by their
forthright defense of their actions and demand for constitutional
rights, while the "Liberated Women" and New Left males showed them-
selves incapable of pursuing a principled defense.
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As a result of its intransigeance in theory and practice, Radical
Women now exercises ideological and organizational hegemony in the
Seattle women's movement. Not loved by its opponents, granted a
grudging respect as the authentic bearer of principle, it points out
the road to real impact, and others, grudgingly or otherwise, follow
in the direction it has pointed. Also, because it is objectively
far in advance of the whole national Women's Movement, Radical Women
has a surprising number of contacts across the country, finding it-
self in a position to exercise national influence.

Needless to say, the success of Radical Women not only puts
the FSP in immediate contact with a healthy and growing working-class
movement, but also redounds directly to the credit of the party, as
a vindication of our principled position on the Woman Question.
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2. Perspectives

A. Our New Role

Our party has entered as a component, and often a major one, into
many phases of the movement since the beginning of 1969. Neverthe-
less, it is also an independent -entity; while it has developed in
interaction with the entire movement, it has a 'separate character
and distinctive objectives of its own. o .

A few months ago, we regarded survival as our major objective,
and we have nanaged this rather well. 1In fact, this is one of the
things we do best. In the past three years, we have witnessed a
whole raft of radical organizations come into being. We have out-
lived several and we will outlive several more. But, we have not )
just survived. We have managed to grow in contrast to the menshev%k
splitters, who, despite all their tail-wagging and deep-entry tactics
in frantic search of a home, are today more orphaned than ever. We
have demonstra%ted a capacity to intervene in the mass movement, to
build a movement, and to win respect for our policy. We have been
able to do this precisely because we stuck by our principles, even
and especially when the going was rough.

The FSP has become the party of the Woman Question in §eattl§,
and the only party of the Woman Question in the U.S.; this is as it
should be. We have followed the logic of our political development.
It was only natural that our party, as the only consistent and pers-
istent exponent of the Woman Question on the entire left, should
attract in its direction the best elements of the rising Women's
movement. = Now that every other radical organization is jumping onto
the bandwagon, we should be very conscious of the historic signi-
ficance of our pioneering and the urgent necessity to continue to
defend and expand our position.

This becomes doubly important when we realize that it is work
among women that has provided us with a key to the working class:and
the Black movement, just as our theory predicted. So far, we have
empirically followed the line that our principles indicated; it is
necessary for us to recognize this fact and to more consciously
shape our perspectives in accordance with the proven correctness
of our special ideology.

B. Perspectives

o (1) The Women's Movement, as indicated, should be the party's
main mass orientation in the coming period. Our responsibilities:
in thls'areg are both ideological and organizational, and demand
a'contr1§ut}on from the entire party, including the men comrades.
Since FhlS is the most fertile area of party mass work, particular
attention must be given to maintaining a high quality of perfor-
mance throughout. ‘ -

Party activity in this and all related areas, i.e., the ghetto
and_antl—pOVerty arena, trade-union organizing, etc., must be or-
ganized and coordinated much more systematically than has been done
to date. This could be handled through the establishment of a
women's fraction, under a responsible, experienced chairman, so




that the party's active workers in all areas of work with women
could consult on a regular basis and receive Qractiqal guidance
and advice on policy and technical questions in their respective
fields. . .

(ii) The Black Movement. Despite the excellent quality of our
comrades' work in the Central Area, we must recognize that whites
cannot solve the leadership-crisis of the Black movement. The prob-
lem remains as before: the formation of a Black revolutionary
socialist vanguard. Even with all their contradiction, the Panthers
remain the only force in the ghetto striving in this direction, and
if they go under, the movement will not improvise a new vanguard
formation on short notice.

At a moment like this, when the Panthers are beset not only
by the police and a nascent fascist movement inside the ghetto, but
by the virus of Stalinism, they need ideological stimulation and
practical support more than ever.

The Black Student Union is more complex in its character-- both
better and worse than the Panthers; better:; more ideologically de-
veloped and theoretically oriented; worse: less disciplined and homo-
geneous. '

As a broad, mass organization (actually, a lcose federation of
separate organizations on several local high schcol and college cam-
puses), the BSU is more flexible, lacking the rigidity and para-
military psychology of the Panthers. The leadership, comprising a
small group of Black radical intellectuals, mostly elder students,
is on the whole at a higher political level displaying possibilities
for much greater political maturity and the evolution of a vanguard
nucleus. - '

- On the other hand, the BSU's loose structure and lack of pro-
gram and internal discipline encourage opportunistic adaptations to
external pressures from "respectable" society by the leadership;
these same traits give free rein to the wild capriciousness of the
mass of young, raw, and politically inexperienced declassed Blacks
who have recently surged into the ranks.

It is our responsibility to our own program and to the brave,
young and inexperienced radicals of the BPP and BSU, to find ways
of assisting them with ideas and expertise. Our failure to do so
amounts to an abdication of basic responsibility and this must be
remed%ed. Knowledgeable and capable comrades should be selected to
work intensively with the Panthers and the BSU.

This work will be difficult, demanding not only a good grasp
of theory and tactics, but perseverance and an ability to roll with
the punches. Comrades involved in this work must have thoroughly
absorbed the significance of the strategic role of Blacks in the
vagguard gf the American revolution. Since Black radicals sense
this reality, disputes over theory and tactics are made easier when
purs@ed within this context.
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(iii) -The GI Movement. There is only one comrade presently
active in this field, and this should be sufficient, along with
occasional intervention and assistance by others. However, the
party should give this comrade all the political-ideological sup-:
port he needs in bringing soldier-contacts closer to the party.

A definite strategy in this area should be worked out through dis-
cussions in the party as a whole, and regular consultations ar~
ranged between our mass-worker and the organizer. Lo

(iv) The Student Movement. Our main responsibility in this .
arend is ideological. The party must make itself more available to
individual contacts within the student movement to discuss basic
politics, avoiding embroilment in organizational campaigns and
factional conflicts that serve no political purpose for us. We
should be much better prepared for this, and much more cognizant
of the necessity of orienting student work closely around the
Party, after our "New Left" experiences with Draft Resistance and
the SDS women.

-,

Our immediate aim in work with people in the student movement
should be recruitment, to build a fraction able to combat the charac-
teristic diseases of the New Left and the newly-acquired Stalinist
goon-squadism prevalent in SDS. Some of our comrades who have been
around for a while will find themselves on familiar ground here; only
the FSP can effectively counter the baleful influences of Third
Period CP ultra-leftism and SWP conservatism in the student movement.

C. Organizational Tasks

(1) If the FSP is to meet its political responsibilities, a
way must be found to maintain a full-time organizer, able to direct
and coordinate all departments of party activity, utilizing the
‘talents of every comrade to the best advantage of our organization.
This will require considerable political and administrative skill,
and the party should select the best possible comrade to £ill this
key post.

(ii) This need immediately places on the agenda the question
of financial solvency. Given the current cost of living, we can't
expect an organizé€X to maintain himself on less than $100 a week. If
we are to meet this expense, we will have to rack our brains to come
up with new sources of money, but the comrades will have to pay their

fair share by increasing their pledges and donations.

Also, we cannot expect to reach this degree of solvency with-
out a new dynamic and new efficiency in the financial department,
which has been administratively neglected for some time.

(1ii) To effectively discharge our ideological responsibilities,
we must utilize our headquarters much more extensively than hereto-
fore. Wh}le politicAl crisies break all around us, we have not had
a forum since last December! We must institute more regular and fre-
qgent gorums, classes and socials; this will aid us in solving our
financial problems, as well as bringing more people around the party.
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(iv) Bookstore remodelling and publicizing. The work of the
Literature Committee in this direction must be expedited and fol-
lowed through. Literature sales have picked up considerable, but
could be enlarged even more with attention and attractive displays.

(v) To facilitate expansion of our general educational work}
it is recommended that the agit-prop director post be revived, not
only to organize forums and classes, but also to supervise the writ-

ing, production and distribution of propaganda leaflets and docu-
ments.
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APPENDIX I

(Note: The following article was published in the April, 1968 issue of
The Forge, a local radical newsletter.) , o

CONCERNING THE SCHISM IN THE FSP

An organization of former members of the Freedom Socialist Party
who quixotically call themselves the FSP has been circulating a docu-
ment entitled Statement on the Split in the FSP. (See Forge, Vol. 1,
No. 1, Feb. 1968). We of the Freedom Soclalist Party believe it neces-
sary for the record, and in the interests of the truth, for us to pub-
licly state our attitude toward the Statement and its authors.

We do not question the right of this organization to exist and
Gisseminate its ideas. We do deny its right to our party's name, stand-
ing and assets. The Freedom Socialist Party has always proclaimed.lys
identity as a vanguard-type revolutionary organization in the tradition
'of the Bolshevik party of Lenin and Trotsky; this has always been the
standard to which we aspired and we have done our best to maintain the
high norms of objectivity, responsibility, self-discipline and accuracy
“necessary -to the integrity and effectiveness-of a party seriously in-
-volved in the class struggle. Unfortunately, the Statement §uthors have
fallen tragically short in their fidelity to political principle and.
organizational maturity. ’

Most of the Statement supporters were at one time associateq Vlth
the FSP, .some of them quite prominently. They constituted a definite
minority faction within the party. They are no longer associated with
the party; one of their number was expelled from the organization some
months ago and the remainder resigned immediately thereafter, voluntar-
1ly cutting themselves off from all rights of membership.

~ This occured while the FSP was in the process of planning a con-
vention where the differences in the party would.be fully discussed
and debated, and resolved by a vote -- the Bolshevik process by which
a party overcomes an intarnal crisis and charts a definitive course
for itself. o

But the minority chose a Menshevik course and stalked out of the
party. They began to undergo a series of bewildering identity changes
that culminated in an assertion of full rights to the FSP's name, head-
quarters, funds and other assets. Meanwhile, they had appropriated and

spent $300.00 of FSP money in their possession at the time of their
walkout, _ ‘ . .

) Such behaviour has little in common with simple rationality, let
~‘alone Leninist organizational norms. If these people seriously wished
to represent the FSP, they were obligated to stay inside the party and
put up a fight for their ideas, with the purpose of gaining a majority
support for their convention resolutions. They rejected this course anc

thergby n?gdted'any and all subsequent claims to represent the FSP in
any capacity whatsoever. . i .

It is hlgply unfortunate that these desertions occurred and that .
they occurred 'in sgch a2 sudden and hysterical way as to permit no ex-
tegded pre-convention debate and ‘the formal documents usually entailed.
This has permitted the splitters to play fast and loose with the facts,
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concealing the deep going differences over political and organizational
principles that were decisive in bringing on the split, and inventing
post hoc and spuriocus "explanations" of their peculiar behaviour.

The immediate precipitant of our former comrades' walkout was an
attempt by the party to restrain the excesses of a prominent party mem-
ber who provoked a divorce case involving another equally prominent
party member. Far from representing a purely personal contest between
two individuals, or a minor incident deserving only of sneers and snob-
bish contempt, this unprecedented violation of socialist practice and
principle on the part of a male party spokesman brought to a head dif-
ferences within our party that had been smoldering for months.

A Bolshevik party always assumes the right and responsibility of
preventing public legal contests between comrades, particulary in div-
orce cases where quesions of property, custody and the rights of women
are always at issue -- questions on which socialist equalitarianism
differs sharply from the oppressive laws and mores of capitalist socie-
ty. For a real revolutionist, party norms of human relations represent
a higher law than the decisions of the bourgeois court, and the party's
decision is binding on the public actions of its members.

In this case, the long-established norms were grossly violated
by a leading male comrade who was directed to accept party interventicn
and arbitration of the disputed issues. He refused to recognize this
directive and proceded with a court case that embodies every reaction-
ary tenet and prejudice of bourgeois male chauvinism. This was a con-
temptuous challenge to the party's obligation to enforce its own pro-
grammatic standards as binding on the public behavior of its members.
And it was an especially obnoxious flaunting of discipline for an FSP
member precisely because of the great importance our party has always
attached to the political issue of women's rights.

The party could have retrecated before the challenge, therby re-
nouncing its integrity, or it could back up its program by insisting
on organizational consistency. The party made the right decision;
after months of entreating, cajoling and warning the comrade, he was
finally expelled, thereby serving notice that the FSP will tolerate open
scabbery on the Woman Question no more than it will accommodate a prac-
ticing racist or a strikebreaker. ’ -

It was this decision that our former comrades could not stand, for
it appeared to them as an intolerable and non-political restriction on
their freedom! They could not live in an organization that demanded
accordance with the rules, respect for decisions, adherence to program
in life as well in sophisticated literary commentary, and , finally,
rgal quality between the sexes in the party, with no special suprema-
cist privileges for "acknowledged leaders."” Especially not for leaders!
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The internal factional situation in the FSP erupted over the
Woman Question and the question of the Nature of the Party. But the
differences were hardly posed before the minority, which was predomin-
atly male, exploded in rage and stormed out. Such tremendous heat is
seen in. politics only in relation to "gut" issues like Black liberation
and woman's emancipation, and those radicals who fin® the FSP split-off
incomprehensible are invited to analyze the division in the context of
this highly-charged social question of women's rights.

Ad-



--Submitted by Gus Carlson and

John Severn, for the Freedom
Socialist Party, Freeway Hall,
3815 Fifth Ave. N.E., Seattle
98105. Me2-7449.

(Two detailed documentary accounts of the split are available to inter-

ested radicals.

April 8, 1968

Please write or phone FSP headquarters.)



APPENDIX II

Statement by the Freedom Socialist Party
August 1969 -

LESSONS OF THE NOVEMBER, 1968 ELECTIONS

I.-The Risé and Fall of the Peace and Freedom Party

A New Version of the PFP Emerges in Washington

The Freedom Socialist Party was very interested in the Peace and
Freedom Party in the course of its reorganization last summer. The old
guard Stalinist pacifist leadership was out, and in its place was a
section of the student New Left, seeking to utilize the party machinery
to overstep the limits of single-issue movements and campus politiecs,
and find a fuller expression of their radicalism and a link with the
outside world through the medium of a political party.

This in itself was a step forward, or at least an attempt at a
step forward. We saw it as such, but were not prepared to give this
new formation our political endorsement until the basic questions con-
cerning its program, class nature and composition, direction, and or-
ganizational solidity became clarified.

. We knew the basic weaknesses of the student movement: its politi-
cal and organizational formlessness, its tendency to leap wildly from
one course to another, its basic resistance to the concept of class
politics. It seemed unlikely that these fundamental weaknesses had been
overcome through the organizational conquest of PFP. It seemed much
more likely that the new organization would retain the weaknesses of
the movement that gave it birth. A principled, consistent, workins-
class oriented party was not a likely product of the New Left.

Revolutionary socialist principle demands that support may be
given to a mass party composed of middle-class elements only if the
party's program is anti-capitalist and its candidates responsible to
the program. The PFP, from the outset, was led by New Leftists who
decisively repudiated both programmatic clarity and organizational
disc;pllnef and sought in PFP a political party extension of SDS: an
all-inclusive coalition of liberals, independents, radicals and refor-
mers Coagulgted around a vague minimum program entitling each spokes-
man to go his own route and do his own political thing. The PFP was a
clear example of new-breed reformism, despite the efforts of a small
leftwing to inject working class radicalism into this SDS-hippy-old
left opportunist political stew.

As revolutionary socialists, we clearly had no role in such a
party. At the outset, we gave critical support to Flo Ware's campaign,
because spe was a Black working class candidate whose political history
as an active supporter of previous FSP projects and political campaigns
and as a community organizer and militant liberation fighter, indicated
to us that her campaign would be distinctive among the general PFP
menagerie of political tendencies. Ironically, her campaign turned out
to be the most reformist and least militant of them all, She, as an
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independent within the PFP, with no grounding in any political or-
ganization, fell prey to the worst tendencies of the PFP. Her in-
‘creéasingly conservative political trend since the election campaign
has reflected the degenerative effect of being swallowed up in the
swamp of reformist multi-class, experimental politics.

Politics, New Left Style

Our original prognosis for the PFP quickly proved to be very
accurate indeed. This was evident in the platform adopted at the
Primary Day convention. It became even more clear during the elec-
tion campaign, and it remained clear in the PFP press and in PFP's -
general political orientation. :

The State platform contained much that was good, even a few
planks that could be classed as socialist (workers' control of auto-
mation, democratic control of productive forces, etc.). But the
main line was not that of a- basically socialist party advocating a
proletarian struggle for power. Instead, the PFP presented itself
as a radical "peoples'" party, aiming to unite a broad, classless )
movement of those willing to "resist the current direction of Ameri-
can life®, who would announce their "opposition to oppression and .
- « « determination to revitalize democracy".

During the campaign, even this ambiguous platform was shoved
into the background, indicating that it was not to be taken sgri-
ously. Rather than a party, there appeared a number of individual
campaigns whose character was determined by the politics and person-
ality -of the individual candidate rather than the party platform.

The various candidates stressed a vague, all-inclusive kind of
radicalism, claiming no definite class character. In fact, it was
taken as a virtue that the PFP was as yet politically unformed and
that its character would be determined by those willing to join it
in its unfinished state. "Come join us.and we will find a program
together" was the real "program” of the PFP as the campaign unfolded.
In the place of answers and analysis, the discontented and disen-
chanted were offered an experimental search for a perspective. Se-
rious radical politics were eschewed In favor of OEO-style "creati-
vity and ‘innovations"; political education was ignored and "let's
take the building" mass actions became the modus operandi of the
- campaigns. :

After the Elections

Following election day, the PFP still made no progress in its
se§rch. Indeed, the process was endless, for the party gave every
ev1dence'of having petrified into an unprincipled combination of
opportunists; a melange of inveterate impressionists and super-rebels:’
The prolonged search became an end in itself, and any fixed program
was looked upon with aversion, and ‘labeled sectarian and/or dogmatic.

. Multi-class, multi-tendency politics raised -to the. level of a :
principle -- that was the "new politics" of PFP, exposed in its call °
for "real reform". The results were confusion, demoralization, frus-
tration, and drift toward various brands of escapism and reformism.
All-inclusiveness presumed at least a tacit agreement between all .
the various political tendencies and groupings that none would carry
through a determined struggle for ideological hegemony over the party,
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In the face of this gentleman's agreement, no one dared fight to
gain programmatic hegemony and make his line predominate. The result
was that nothing could be firmly decided, no project involving the
party as a whole could be carried through consistently and the program
remained an eclectic hodgepodge of fundamentally different political
lines. 1In practice, and finally in theory as well, the party was re-
duced to its lowest common demoninator, which turned ocut to be the
very liberal reformism it set out to escape.

‘The internal life of the party centered less and less around the
fundamental political questions that threatened to divide it. Instead,
the organization became an ingrown social milieu, held together by
personal contacts and friendships. Bitter factional conflicts erupted,
but these took the form of behind-the-scenes battles between personal
cliques rather than open political confrontations. PFP had the choice
of either breaking with its multi-class, all-inclusiveness and setting
itself on the road to a clear, principled, working class opposition to
capitalist politics, or of belng inevitably drawn back into the swamp
of petty political maneuvering, class collaboration, reformist politics
and eventual demoralization and degeneration. The latter course pre-
vailed, socn mercifully ending in death and dissolution of the PFP.

Could Our Intervention Have Made a Difference?

Our intervention in PFP would not and could not have "saved"
PFP from becoming what it was. The entrenched purpose and direction
of PFP were contrary -- nct just divergent but contrary -- to the
basic thrust of principled radical pOllthS.

PFP could only be another failure for the radical movement, be-
cause it ignored the most fundamental precepts and all the historical
experience of a world revclutionary movement which has seen the rise
and fall of prec15ely this type of ineffectual formation over and over
and over again, and found it not only useless to the building of a real
revolutionary struggle oriented to taking state power, but the eventual
cause of counter-revoluticn and diastrous defeat. The Peoples' Front
is as treacherous in pclitics as in the anti-war movement; it direct-
ly brings on the victory of the far right and the fascists.

Events have shown our analysis of the PFP to be correct, and that
is not because we were lucky or because we have ESP. Our predictions
were true to life because they were based on political theories that
were tested in life, through the accumulated experience of Trotskyism.

The disappearance cf PFP would be a tragedy only if its errors
are not exposed and if nothing is learned from them. The task before
those who participated in the PFP “experlment" is to have the courage
to draw the political lessons of the experience and to educate the
rest of the movement so that this kind of expen51ve sport with multi-
class politics will not be repeated.

II. Black Panthers and White Radicals

Race, Class and Revolution

The Freedom Socialist Party has always upheld the principle of
independent working-class political action. To us, the only kind of
mass party worth encouraging, supporting and building is one that
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clearly represents the independent interests of the exploited, the
oppressed, and the minorities, for only this kind of party can connec
with the class struggle and move the working class 1n the direction
of an open contest for state power.

Such a party need not be composed prlmarily of workers, but it
must, in its thrust and its program, reflect the primary need of the
worklng class for an independent political organ to serve as a rally-
ing point for the unification of all the oppressed in the struggle
against capitalism.

This principle is not grounded in thin air. It derives from the
experience of the revolutxonary movement, it is implicit in the dia-
lectic of class struggle, and in its essential features it is just as
applicable to the capztallst United States as it is to the rest of
the capitalist world.

Furthermore, some unique features of American society, arising
from the special character of racial oppression in this country, dic-
tate a special form for the emergence of an independent working class
movement.

Blacks constitute the largest and most dynamic specially-oppress-
ed minority in the U.S. Their oppression is integral to the whole
system of economic and political power relations that comprise Ameri-
can capitallsm. For the mass of Blacks, no accomodation with capita- -
lism is possible. Their relegation to the bottom of the social scale,
with the whole weight of white ‘society pressing down upon them, keeps
them in the lower levels of the working class and a disproportionate
force in the ranks of the unemployed. Doubly oppressed -- as Blacks
and as workers -- they have no way to break free from their bondage
except through revolution.

But the working class remains divided along racial lines. The
white worksrs are permeated with the general racism, which grants
them certain privileges, and Black people react accordingly with hos-
tility to the white labor movement. This polarization within theé
working class creates a terrible obstacle to the development of full
class consciousness AMONG BLACK AND WHITE WORKERS ALIKE.

This division must be overcome, but it is extremely unlikely that
the initiative will come from within the relatively privileged white
sector of the working class, and even less likely that it will come
from the student movement, which antagonizes workers by its adventur-
ism and irresponsible compulsion to confrontatlon. ‘We must look in-
stead to the increasingly radicalized Black movement to provide the
political leadership capable of linking the struggle for racial free~-
dom with tle struggle of the entire working class for the overthrow
of capitalism.

The current mood of suspicion of whites in the ghetto decrees the
tactical reality that only a Black revolutionary party can develop the
Black cadres needed to form the core of a revitalized American revolu-
tionary movenent, serving as a vital transition toward the formation
of a mass party of revolution that will unite Black ‘and white on the
basis of true equality and mutual power, and move the general struggle.
to a higher lavel of revolutionary consciousness and determination.

The emergance of the Black Panther Party was a confirmatlon of
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analysis. Here was a political party arising out of the struggle for
Black freedom, anti-capitalist in its ideology, committed to a concep-
‘tion of politics as the guide to revolutionary combat. The Panthers
have moved away from simplistic, dead-end nationalism, were beginning
to come to grips with the Woman Question, and had articulated as their
goal the formation of a Black socialist vanguard party to lead the
Black masses who would comprise the advance detachments of the Ameri-
can revolution.

. At the time of the election campaign, the Seattle Panthers were
relatively inexperienced, unsophisticated, and ideoclogically untrain-
ed. Nevertheless, and despite strong political counter-pressure, they
were seriously attempting to develop in the direction marked out by
their national leadership, establish themselves politically and organ-
izationally, as the independent, Black, revolutionary vanguard politi-
cal party. They saw in the local elections an opportunity to appear
publicly, in their own name, as a political party with its own line
and its own claims to leadership.

Thus they were determined to field their own electoral ticket,
with Eldridge Cleaver as their own presidential candidate. They neecd-
ed this, they were prepared to fight for it, and they had the right to
expect the support of their own national organization and the rest of =
the radical movement.

At the same time, the Panthers were literally fighting for their
lives against vicious and unrelenting police repression, which they
faced largely by themselves, with only token solidarity from the
majority of the radical movement.

PFP Prefers to Compete with the Panthers

But the New Left, and particularly the PFP, ignored the urgent
necessity of unequivocal support and defense of the Panthers. Rather,
they insisted on running their own show and attempting to incorporate
the Panthers into their scenario. The PFP treated the Panthers' de-
mand for their own ticket with scorn, labeling it as Black arrogance
and separatism, and, united with the Panther national office, repre-
sented by none other than Eldridge Cleaver, they maneuvered the Seattle
Panthers into a coalition with the Washington State PFP. Cleaver and
the Panther national office played into the PFP maneuver by agreeing
o "loan® PFP their gresicential candidate, thus diluting their own
electoral identity and impact, and creating an internal %ispute in the
Party over this question. The leading spokesmen cf the Black Panther
Party appeared as. the candidate of another party -- the PFP -- but the
local Panthers ran candidates for local offices in their own name.

The result, on Primary Day, was a three-way contest among the PFP,

EhilP:nthers, and the SWP for the necessary signatures to get on the
allot. ,

Anq with all the PFP's rhetoric of support to the Black struggle,
when Primary Day came they couldn't so much as put their names on the

line for the Panthers, because they were busy across town having their
own convention.
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Meanwhile, Back at the SWP . . .

The SWP, with its super-naticnalist, separatist approach to the
"black nation", was willing to endorse and defend the Panthers but
they could not see the Panthers as the potential core of a new revolu-
tionary vanguard that could be instrumental in raising the conscious-
ness of the entire working class, both black and white. So the SWP's
support, too, was equivocal. Seeing the Panthers as an exclusively
ghetto organization, the SWP felt justified in running its own white-
man for vice president! This was designed to appeal to the white move
ment. And on primary day, they, too, were out mustering bodies to
sign their own petition, at their own separate convention. The SWP

thus exposed itself and its “support" to the Panthers as separatist,
hypocritical, and regressive in nature. o

The concept of revolutionary politics as a three ring circus -
with varlous political formations cavorting as ringmasters for vari-
ous sectcrs - has never been a part of Leninist tradition. Nor is the
notion that the way to support the black vanguard is to build a sepa-
rate and tompetitive political party for white folks a bolshevik con-
cept. Support to the vanguard must be direct support to the vanguard,
ideologically and organizationally. It is ironic that the SWP, which
opposes all-inclusive coalition politics, advocates federated revolu-
tion minus the direction of a unified@ and centralized general staff.

SWP policy deepened the separatist tendencies within the Panther
movement, and reinforced the existing obstacles in the path of unity
between Black and white revolutionists. '

The FSP Offers All-Out Support

As against the opportunism and cynicism of the SWP, the FSP stood
alone in the local radical movement in unequivocal support of the Pan-
thers' campaign. We reccgnized in practice as well as in theory the
first-priority importance of supporting the developing vanguarde- not
just the leadership of the "Black revoluticn", but the key sector of
the leadership of the entire revolution.

At the timeé of the election campaign, the Panthers needed all-out
support., They needed technical assistance from honest and expegienced
revolutionaries in sharpening their campaign program .and operation.

For the FSP to have done anything other than support them would
have been to betray our own committment to class politics, our theory
of revolutionary integration, i.e., human solidarity within the revo-
lution, and our conception of the decisive nature of the Black liber-
ation struggle and its impact on the overall American revolution.
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III. The View From Today

Weighed in the balance, the campaigns of PFP and SWP did not
result in greater solidarity between Black and white radicals, but
in the exact opposite == mutual hostility and suspicion. The majority
of white radicals learned little or nothing from the experience. 8SDS
was split between Stalinism, three versions of Maoism, and a welter of
other tendencies and independents. Political isolation in the wake
of police terror and the desperate new alliance with discredited Stal-
inism have taken their toll on the Panthers and their periphery. The
search-and-destroy security and absolute bureaucratic control imposed
on the United Front Against Fascism "conference" in Oakland disorient-
ed Black and white revoluticnaries alike, and severly damaged Panther
prestige and influence, especially among the most dynamic sector of
the movement today-~- the women. Demoralization, adventurist moods,
and an absence of political perspective are in evidence in the move-
ment as a whole. "

The entire radical movement is the loser in the wake of the '68
elections, for an excepticnal opportunity to catapult the entire move-
ment to a higher level of programmatic grasp and solidarity was utter-
ly botched. The foundations of a meaningful revolutionary regroupment
might have been created through solidarity on the electoral arena that
focused on the black power issue, but PFP's empty rhetoric and SWP's
self-determination to separate itself out from the paramount issue of
Cleaver and the Panthers, reduced the campaign on the left to the same
old competitive jockeying for position among different parties.

In retrospect, the 1968 elections proved that experimentalism
and going where the action is, no matter what, is a shabby and dan-
gerous substitute for principled politics. Similarly, SWP tradition-
alism and refusal to come to grips with the central role of the Black
struggle in U.S. politics only served to further alienate Black and
white radicals. 8SDS-style blind support to the black vanguard and PL
style blind dismissal of the independent aspect of the black struggle
are two more avenues of descent into oblivion for everybody.

The current status of the movement only reinforces the long over-
due necessity to implement what we in the FSP have long advocated and
proclaimed as the only viable road to revolution in the U.S. -- the
consolidation of the movement arcund a Black Marxist cadre which will
emerge out of the intersection of "The Negro Question" and "The Woman

Question", i.e., the coming together of the two most oppressed sectors
in this country.

- Events have already clearly demonstrated that black women, the
occupants of the lowest rung on the socio-economic ladder, project a
special dynamic into the struggle that forces the movement to examine
its own dangerous internal contradictions caused by the pressure of
the alien capitalist culture bearing down upon the liberation movement.
The solidarity of black and white women, recognizing their commeon
misery and common enemy =-- capitalist racism and capitalist male su-
premacy -- is engendering the stresses and strains and debates within
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the overall movement which will result in the building of a Black
vanguard that is acutely aware of the needs of all the oppressed and
briiliantly prepared to be their spokesmen, organizers and leaders.

Women and Blacks together can.impart to the movement the urgency

of the need for revolutionary change and the stringent self-discipline

and "cool" basic to the assembling of a revolutionary army capable of
taking the power.

#E 24444
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APPENDIX TII

FSP LETTER ON ABORTION LEGALIZATION

Freedcom Socialist Party
Freeway Hall

3815 Fifth Avenue N.E.
Seattle, Washington 98105

February 4, 1969

Dear Legislator: B
We urge you to support the passage of the proposed legislation .
to legalize abortion.

The right to abortion is of special importance to poor women,
both black and white. Tc these women, an unwanted child is a virtual
guarantee of continuing poverty and despair, whereas the availability
of safe abortion frees them from the demoralizing existence of ADC
motherhood, and allows them to enter the mainstream of American life
as sicially productive, economically independent and self-respecting
people.

The bill would likewise be a boon to working mcthers, who would
be enabled to better plan their families and thereby increase their
stability and value on the job, a condition that would result in
higher pay and more meaningful job opportunities for women in general.

This bill is of no less importance to all children and to all
educational institutions. The economic, cultural and emotional depri-
vation so often the lot cf underprivileged children produces a crying
and unsolved need for remedial cducation and special counseling in the
schools, and the right cf all children to good, integrated education
is compromised by the inability to meet these special needs. The
legalization of aborticn will bg a decisive step in equalizing oppor-
tunity among children.

Legal and safe abortion is an elementary prercquisite for the
liheration of an entire sex; only when woman can regulate and contrecl
her production of children will she be freed to help solve the urqgent
social, pclitical and human problems of this age. But so long as she
is fettered and trapped by a purely domestic and breeding functicn,
she remains an infantilized second-class citizen, doomed to depen-
dency, discrimination, and oppression.

This bill reflects the tradition of advanced sncial thinking in
the Pacific Northwest which caused the state of Washington to pioneer
in granting women the vote. This hill offers Washington a new historic
opportunity to serve again as a model for other states; the passage
of this bill will bring rrestige and gratitude to its supporters.

Very truly yours,

Robert Patrick, Organizer
Freedom Socialist Party



APPENDIX IV

THE REVOLUTIONARY APPROACH TO THE UNITED FRONT

(Statement issued by the Freedom Socialist Party to Naticnal Conference
for a UnitedﬁFront Against Fascism, July 18, 1969, in Oakland, Calif.)

"Victory cannot be won with the vanguard alone. To throw the
vanguard alone into the decisive battle, before the whole class, be-
fore the broad masses have taken up a position, either of direct sup-
port of the vanguard, or at least of benevolent neutrality towards it
and one in which they cannot possibly support the enemy, would be not
merely folly but a crime." ) o

: -- V. I.:Lenin, Left-Wing Communism, An Infantile Disorder

"It is necessary to help the masses in the process of daily strug-
gle to find the bridge between present demands and the socialist pro-
gram of the revolution. This bridge should include a system of tran-
sitional demands, stemming from today's conditions and today's con-
sciousness of wide layers of the working class and unalterably lead-
ing to one final conclusion: the conguest of power by the proletariat.”

e ~ == Leon Trotsky, The Death Agony of Capitalism ' '

Y

The Black Panther Party deserves the commendation of the entire
left for calling this conference. Solidarity in the face of repress-
ion is the most urgent need of the movement today, and only the BPP,
which is generally recognized as the socialist vanguard of the black

.liberation struggle, can command the moral authority needed to in--
‘itiate dit.- :

It would be a grave error to underestimate the dangers inherent
in thé present attack on the democratic rights of the movement, despit
the relative scarcity of openly fascist street gangs. The police have
acted in an increasingly fascist-like manner, mounting a wave of bru-
tal assaults on"key sectors of the movement, aided and abetted by othe:-
governmental bodies with repressive legislation and court injunctions.

Nevertheless, this is not yet fascism. The decisive contest be-
tween fascists and revolutionists has not yet occurred. 1If it had, and
fascism were here, this conference could not take place openly and -
publicly. ' ' '

The degree of political freedom available at any given time is a
resultant of the relationship of political forces, and will grow or
d}minish in proportion to the intensity of the struggle for democratic
rights. There have been no great victories in this area recently, not
because of overwhelming pressure from reactionary forces, but because
the movement has not yet closed@ ranks to fight for its rights, while
it has mobilized only a fraction of its potential allies.

The Unlteq Front should be geared toward forming a broad, mass
movement to maintain and extend democracy. There is a base for such
a movement in broad layers of the population, especially the super-
oppressed - Blacks, women, young people, GI's - who feel an instinctive
solidarity w1th.rebels against the system. To make this potential
movement a reality, radicals must initiate it, putting themselves for-
ward as the foremost proponents of constitutional rights for the
- oppressed.
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The contempt which many radicals, especially student types, have
for such legal methods of struggle is undeserved. Substantial concess-
‘ions can be won by mass pressure for limited objectives., . There'is no-
thing opportunist in this. The needs of the movement correspond to the
needs of all the oppressed tc secure the fullest possible exercise of
democratic rights in order toc openly organize themselves to fight the
system. ,

The fight to expand democracy, while monopely capitalism continual-
ly strives toc restrict it, is part and parcel of the revolutionary
struggle. Any victory raises the fighting spirit of the people who
have won it, and provides a lever for moving more to the side of the
revolution.

There can, however, be no litical concessions to the enemy or to
liberal and reformist allies tgat are drawn into the United Front.
Revolutionaries must fight clear of entangling alliances that blur
lines of political demarcation. They must continually press for un-
compromising opposition to governmental repressions, and must be pre-
pared to carry out the struggle independently beyond the point where
the liberals are willing to go. ’ '

Full internal democracy should be the rule of any United Front.
This is necessary to make rcom for full ideological confrontation be-
tween all tendencies, aiming at the elaboration of a minimal program
for the American Revolution and the eventual formation of a party that
will unify the scattered detachments of the vanguard in one disciplin-
ed organization.

Unity must begin somewhere. The primary objective announced in the
ca%l_for this conference was community control of the police. In our
opinion, too, this is the right place to start.

- . If there is any place in the U.S. where real fascist terror is a
clear and present danger, it is in the Black community. The danger is
two-siQed. Coming from the outside are the police,while within the

_ Community there are various cultural-nationalist, proto-fascist for-
‘Mations which use demagogic appeals for black unity to mask their ef-
forts to smash the socialist vanguard and substitute themselves as
‘Yulers of the ghetto in profitable accomodation with the white-capi-
talist power structure.

,+To win free of this dual threat, the black community must win the
right to police itself; to select its own police and to control them
xgrough its own democratically-elected bodies. The struggle for this
#}ght can mobilize a key sector of the forces of the American Revolu-
fion, building the whole revclutionary movement in the process. Vic-
tory would be a decisive step in rolling back fascism and establishing
an outpost of power for the oppressed. Such a fundamental change in
political power relations in this country could provide a vital link

in @h: transition from capitalism to a workers® power and socialist
society. :

FREEDOM SOCIALIST PARTY = ° 3815 Fifth Avenue N.E.
Robert Patrick, Organizer Seattle, Washington 98105
e (206) ME 2-7449 PA 5-1224



