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PEACE AND FREEDOM

And a Socialist Program

For the first time in twenty years, the
country is ripe for a serious challenge
to the ruling class and its two-party
system. The Vietnam war and the Black
revolt have so heightened contradictions
within the system that whole sections
are beginning to split away from the
Democratic Party. Many people who vo-
ted for Johnson are now in such groups
as the Peace and Freedom Party.

The question for radicals and social-
ists is: what should be their attitude to-
ward this development? The answer to
this question hinges on the internal con-
tradiction of the PFP group. For many,
the PFP is merely a tactic, a means of
exerting pressure on the system with-
out fundamentally changing it. Some,
like Robert Scheer, see it as a means to
build a constituency for specific use
within the Democratic Party. However,
there are other elements also, as yet
ill-defined. These are people who see
the necessity to break with the system,
symbolised by the Democratic Party,
and destroy it. What is missing from
their thinking is a conception of the
method, the road, the social forces for
this end.

OBSTACLES FOR LEFT WING

Several factors work against the suc-
cess of this incipient left wing. One is
the embryonic state of the new upsurge
in the labor movement. Another is the
increasing influence of Black National-
ism which creates further barriers to
the linking of struggles. Finally, there
is the inevitable petty-bourgeois Scheer-
CNP character and composition of the

PFP.

However, the fact that the Scheer-CNP
types will probably dominate the PF P
until its resulting death does not in it-
self dispose of the question of the prop-
er attitude of revolutionary socialists
toward the PFP. The question of actual
participation is clearly posed, and this
in turn breaks down into two sub-ques-
tions.

PARTICIPATION IN P.F.P?

First, would such a participation be
principled? Would it mean sacrificing
the long range interests of the working
class by corrupting the ideology of a
revolutionary group which seeks even-
tual hegemony precisely for that ideolo-
gy within the working class movement,
for temporary organizational advantage?
The answer to this political question
lies in the concrete situation. If the al-
ternatives posed were such a petty-bour-
geois group as the PFP and a genuine
Labor Party, however undeveloped, such
an entry would be tlearly opportunistic.

However, although now more than ever
the necessity for and the objective poss-
ibility for a Labor Party is apparent,
this is not posed as an actual functioning
organizational alternative. Further-
more, the program of the PFP is notyet
fixed, but consists, formally at least,
merely in the two points: immediate
withdrawal and support for the Black
movement, From these facts we con-
clude that it is permissible for revolu-
tionaries to participate in the PFP.

Second, is participation really worth-
while? In the past, we have been bitter-



PEACE & FREEDOM & A SOCIALIST PROGRAM

ly critical of the PFP's parent forma-
tion, the Community for New Politics,
especially for its opportunistic classless
political attitudes which led to its rotten
role in the Berkeley elections and the
disaster in Chicago. We underline the
validity of these criticisms, and we ex-
pect to have to say further harsh things
about the character and actions of this
section of the radical left. However, at
a time when increasing numbers of pet-
ty-bourgeois intelligentsia are being
spun~-off from establishment politics,
and the PFP is the means by which they
seek to solve their problems, and when
we can honestly support its avowed
aims, we feel that the place for social-
ists is inside the PFP engaging in pro-
grammatic struggle,

Some people in the PFP can and
must be won to a revolutionary class
position. These elements are trying to
cope with current problems through the
PFP, and the presence of serious revo-
lutionaries in that organization would be
an importan{ factor in deepening their
understanding of the proce ss they are
involvedin, If it is possible to effect
this to even a small degree, the noxious
presence of all the Sctheers und other
permanent swamp-dwellers will be quite
irrelevant.

A PROGRAM FOR P.F. P

The question is not so much the estab-
lishment of a new organization, although
that is important, but of program, i.e.,
what section of society will that organi-
zation seek to represent. If the objec-
tive conditions for a Labor Party are
ripe, then it is our duty to help prepare
the lagging subjective factors. The PFP
cannot substitute for a Labor Party, or
even be the nucleus of it. However, ca-
dre from the petty-bourgeois intelli-
gentsia will play a vital role in the for-
mation of the Labor Party, and the PFP
can become the instrument through
which they are won to it, programatic-
ally and ideologically. Within the PFP
this means first of all struggle against

those elements which are opposed, not
to the war, but to the conduct of it; who
fear war and domestic racism because
they embarrass the system, or person-
ally embarrass them as supporters and
beneficiaries of the system. Especially,
it means a struggle for a working-class
orientation, not merely in words, but in
real activities. We propose to tryto win
support within the PFP for a program
along the following lines:

(1) Complete break with the Demo-
cratic and Republican Parties and the
building of an independent party based
primarily on the working class, having
either a substantial working-class base
or a radical socialist program. Radi-
cals must disabuse themselves once and
for all that the system can be f're-
formed'"' and "improved'" piecemeal.
Capitalism grants more or less conces-
sions, but it will never on its own give
up its control over the lives of people.

{2) Immediate and unconditional with-
drawal of U,S, troops from Vietnam.
The people of Vietnam are fighting for
their just and legitimate interests a-
gainst a corrupt ruling class supported
by the U.S. government. '"Negotiations"
in any form would imply that the U.S,
has some right in Vietnam.

(3) Defense of the right of the ghetto
to bear arms and to organize to defend

itself from police and the military. This
means full recognition of the fact that
the conditions of life endured by ghetto
residents are imposed by the very for-
ces that control the police and military;
that these conditions are the underlying
cause of the uprisings; and that one of
the more intolerable conditions is the
routine disrespect and brutality on the
part of the police which usually touch off
a situation which is then used to justify
sending in rioting police and soldiers.
(4) Preparation of a one-day general
strike through contact with union mili-

tants across the country. A turn toward

the working class must be made if oppo-
sition to the war is to mean anything.
The ruling class is perfectly willing for
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THE DILEMMA OF THE STUDENT MOVEMENT

come into direct conflict with the war,
such as when they interfere with war
production, the labor '"leaders' call a
halt, in the '"'mational interest.' The
economic struggles of the workers are
constantly bringing them to this point of
conflict with the political interests of
the bourgeoisie.

Only demoralization and the lack of a
militant, revolutionary leadership in the
unions prevents the expansion of the
struggle to include political strikes a-
gainst the war. Such actions would en-
able the anti-war movement to re ally
bring the system to a grinding halt. Un-

N

us to continue demoralizing demonstra-
tions and ''resistance.' But it could not
so easily slough off a series of local
one-day strikes in key areas, leading up
to a general strike of several million
working people-—the people who make
and transport war material and provide
the cannon fodder. Only when the ruling
class fears the organized strength of the
working class more than defeat abroad
will its war program end.

{5) 30-hour work week with 40 hours
pay. This would cut sharply into bloat-
ed profits, offset the effects of automa-
tion and create new jobs, making it pos-
sible for alarge sector of the population
to re-enter the working class, rather
than being siphoned off into a terrorized
and easily manipulated lumpen-prole-
tariat.

The fight in the PFP must be for pro-
gramatic as opposed to '"practical' pol-
itics, for program as against platform.
The history of the CNP indicates a con-
cept of politics which tries to assemble
the greatest possible number of voters
on the basis o1 a series of platitudinous
promises, catering to current prejuci-
ces and the current level of conscious-
ness. Program, by contrast, is respon-
sive not to current levels of conscious-
ness within the constituency, but to the
objective needs of the constituency, and
the need to win the constituency to an

fortunately, militant-sounding tactics
such as Stop the Draft Week only work
against this end by expending the ener-
gies of the movement in premature con-
frontations which cannot really damage
the system, but merely enrage it in-
stead.

ANTI-WAR FRIDAY

Besides working for an anti-war Fri-
day—a one-day work stoppage in facto-
ries, schools and offices—activists
must fight for a militant, working class
program within such formations as the
Peace and Freedom Party. The PFP as
it stands now is in flux, neither wholly
the property of its reformist, ex-Demo-
cratic leaders such as Scheer, nor be-
longing to those seriously interested in
building a revolutionary opposition on a
sound programmatic basis. While we
hold no illusions about the outcome of
this struggle, we feel it imperative to
win as many as possible to the fighting
¢lass program outlined in the other ar-
ticle in this issue. Only by making our
start here and now will we ever build
the political movement needed to cast
off both wars and oppression forever.

understanding of these needs and strug-
gle for them. In a middle-class (class-
less) organization such as the PFP, pro-
gram is especially decisive. Personal-
ities and candidates are not, and we
would support any candidates who would
stand on the basis of the program out-
lined above.

When and if the PFP reaches a point
where this prograrmmatic option is fore-
closed, then the whole question of revo-
lutionary participatibn would have to be
raised again in the light of new concrete
circumstances. Meanwhile, the PFP
faces a formidable task in gaining ballot
status. We intend to participate to the
extent of our resources in this drive and
subsequent activities, while struggling
for the point of view we have outlined.
We urge all revolutionaries to do the
same.
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The Dilemma of the
Student Movement

For the time being at least, it looks as
though the '"third battle of Berkeley' has
been a draw, if not a victory for the ad-
ministration. The radical leadership
was unable, despite a week of rallying
and preparation, to build sufficient sup-
port on campus to confront the adminis-
tration over the latter's blatant attempt
at political repression of the anti-war
movement. This came less than a month
after Stop the Draft Week, which was
widely hailed as a great victory, i.e., if
it didn't stop the draft, at least it radi-
calized thousands.

Superficially at least, the problem
seems to have revolved around the ques-
tion of the deadline which the Movement
Against Political Suspensions (MAPS)
presented to Chancelor Heyns, after
which point, if the threatened suspen-
sions of the eleven ahti-war leaders
hadn't been lifted, there would be mass-
ive disruption of the campus, Everyone
with any stake in the academic commu~
nity at all, from faculty to the DailyCal,
condemned this tactic on the grounds that
the students were seeking a premature
confrontation before having ''exhausted
all channels'' of possible reconciliation.
This hue and cry against any boat-rock-
ing on campus had its effect both among
the liberal student body and within the
more radical movement itself. A large
MAPS meeting subsequently decided to
postpone the deadline indefinitely and to
disrupt the campus when suspensions
were actually handed down.

LIBERAL GROUNDS

The radicals, in other words, were
unable to rally support for the anti-war
movement under political attack, and
are now forced to defend the movement
on the grounds that its attackers are vi-
olating their own standards of bourgeois
democratic rights and procedures. This
is not to say that the radicals are una-

ware of the real political nature of the

fight or that they have given up trying to
convince the campus at large of this.
The decision to lift the deadline, how-
ever, was a decision to wage this strug-
gle until the administration has suffi-
ciently exposed itself on liberal-demo-
cratic grounds to arouse the ire of a
majority of the essentially liberal cam-
pus community.

Every mass mobilization of a campus,
from the FSM through the recent strike
at BrooklynCollege, has been on the ba-
sis of bourgeois-democratic demands a-
gainst an arbitrary administration. The
struggle is thus limited to a middle-
class conception of what is just, and
cannot go beyond a restoration of the
"normal'' state of oppression on the de-
clared principles of the oppressor.

STUDENT ROLE

Students have a vital role to play in
changing society, but it goes way beyond
the restoration of bourgeois norms, or
exposing society to the people from the
vantage point of the campus, or even
leading great sallies forth to induction
centers or to ''mill-in'' at the pentagon.
The anti-war movement in this country
must develop a cadre capable of long-
range work to expose the war and soci-
ety to the masses from the point of view
of the interests of the working people,

Black and white. Yet student struggle,
as such, is totally insufficient to ac-
complish the task. In order to tap the
fundamental contradictions in society,
such as thos e manifested by the Black
ghetto rebellions and the new rash of
militant strikes, radical students must
work for the development of conscious
class struggle.

As the war progresses, the casualties
mount, and the bite from takes and in-
flation gets worse, workers are becom-
ing increasingly militant in defending
and improving their standard of living
and job conditions. Yet when the strikes



