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A trap has been baited.

Very much a part of the Democrats’
show this week are the events to take
place out on the San Francisco streets. It
promises to be one of the most massive
and diverse — yet most controlled —
series of demonstrations, counter-
demonstrations, conferences, ‘‘alter-
nate’’ conventions, and other *“‘outside’’
political activities in recent memory. At
last count there were thirty-five different
actions planned, including: the entire
spectrum of the U.S. “left’’ from the
pro-U.S. social democrats to the pro-
Soviet revisionists; the Freeze; the anti-
nuke movement; the women’s move-
ment; the opposition to U.S. aggression
in Central America; draft resisters; gays;
environmentalists, and others.

A real symbol of the freedom and
democracy of the American political

system is the so-called ‘‘protest ghetto,”’
a fenced-in area a block or so from Mos-
cone Center, site of the Convention,
where legal protests are ‘‘allowed.”” In
order to get a permit to demonstrate in-
side this fence, groups have first of all had
to go through investigations and grillings
by the San Francisco Police Department
and other authorities. And they have
been pressured to follow the law as laid
down for Convention protest, which in-
cludes such democratic niceties as having
a high enough ratio of monitors to
demonstrators, having the monitors
agree to work with the police, and having
groups of demonstrators agree to search
their own ranks for “‘potential disrupters
and violence-prone elements’’ and turn
them over to the police.

Police presence outside the ‘‘protest
ghetto”’ will also be high-profile. Author-

San Francisco Convention

ities have publicized their plan to use, *‘if
needed,’”’ a concrete barrier in front of
the already fortress-like underground
Moscone Center, like the barrier placed
in front of the White House; there will be,
they say, a cop on every downtown block
“‘to scare off the crazies.”” Does all this
mean that the Democrats and the bour-
geoisie as a whole are opposed to all these
demonstraions? This is not the case. The
scene as a whole is rather welcomed by
the authorities.

Indeed, this question was an important
part of the terms of debate in the leading
circles of the Democrats in April 1983
when the decision was made to come to
San Francisco. Oneside of the debate was
characterized sharply by Coleman Young
of Detroit: ‘‘San Francisco is one of the
most volatile cities in the nation. You
have all kinds of isms and schisms in the
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streets. I think it’s an invitation to dis-
aster. There will be blood in the streets.’’
Young and some other Black mayors
argued that the Convention should go to
a city with a large Black population and
especially one with a Black mayor, in
order to give a boost to the effort to draw

Black people into the electoral arena.
But clearly, in the end, the isms and
schisms became an argument for, and not
against, San Francisco. The atmosphere
created has been most appropriate to the
pitch for “‘democracy in action’’: “‘plu-
ralism’ at its most lively, where every
cause has a soapbox, and everybody has
their say. Well, not everybody. But we’ll
talk about rhat in a minute. The point
here is to get a whiff of the bourgeoisie’s
positive exuberance at the scene outside
the Convention, as in this from San Fran-
Continued on page 6
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The author of this article, a well-
known ’60s activist, was an accredited
Jjournalist to the 1968 Democratic Con-
vention and was present at all the major
street demonstrations. He was the
organizer of the April 27, 1968 antiwar
march in Chicago, attended planning
meelings for the Convention demonstra-
tions, and testified as a defense witness in
the Chicago Eight conspiracy trial.

li. .

It was a high point of the antiwar
movement during the '60s upsurge of
mass struggle. We were marching down
Michigan Avenue toward the Conrad
Hilton Hotel which was the headquarters
for the candidates, their staffs and the
press. For most of the afternoon we had
been trapped in Chicago’s lakefront
Grant Park. Even here the police had
viciously attacked the crowd gathered to
hear Jean Genet, Allen Ginsberg, Dick
Gregory, William Burroughs, Norman
Mailer, and others speak. Clubs flailing,
the cops had waded into the crowd

busting the heads of dozens before being

driven off by the enraged throng of
10,000 chanting “‘Pigs, pigs, pigs!”

But when we tried to leave the park
area to march on the Amphitheatre, site
of the Democratic Party’s National Con-
vention on Chicago’s southside, we
found all the routes of exit blocked. The
sunken tracks of the Illinois Central
Railroad could only be crossed where
roads bridged them. In the middle of each
of these cross bridges now sat a .30 caliber
machine gun on a tripod, flanked by
helmeted soldiers with rifles.

_ “On orders of the Chicago Police
Department, there will be no march to-
day,”’ announced the police commander.
Allen Ginsberg sat down and began to
chant the sacred syllable
“ommmmmm.”’ But many of us dispers-
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ed in small groups to attempt an end run
around the blockade, so that by 6:30
several thousand had infiltrated the line
of troops and had massed on Michigan
Avenue. Just then a mule-drawn wagon
train of the Poor Peoples Campaign,
which had been driven all the way from
the South, appeared and also began mov-
ing down Michigan. The crowd surged
around it. Several youths ran to the front
carrying the flag of the National Libera-
tion Front of South Vietnam and a black
anarchist flag. Cheering and shouting, we
surged forward. Chants of “‘Dump the
Hump’'’ and ‘‘Peace Now’' went up.
On lower Michigan Ave., the scene was
one of exuberant chaos. The National
Guard troops on the bridges had been
liberally dispersing tear gas from their
CA-3 backpack sprayers, but the prevail-
ing wind was blowing it back:through
their own ranks and into the downtown
area around the Conrad Hilton Conven-
tion Headquarters. As the impromptu
march came down Michigan, the bulk of
the crowd in the park was able to break
through one of the cross streets and join
the rest of us at the corner of Michigan
and Balbo. There were already several
thousand demonstrators gathered direct-
ly across from the Hotel. They now pick-
ed up the chants, while upstairs in the
Hilton, campaign workers for Eugene
McCarthy who had become sympathetic
after three days of police attacks began
throwing toilet-paper streamers out of

twelfth story windows and blinking hotel

room lights in rhythm with the chants.
“Hell no, we won't go,”” ““Fuck you,
L.B.J.,”" and ‘““The streets belong to the
people’” merged in a cacophony of noise.

The police seem to have been caught
completely by surprise as a huge crowd —
which was supposed to have dispersed —
suddenly reassembled right at the Con-
vention Headquarters, A few cops had
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rushed into the street swinging wildly, but
the crowd swarmed past them. Emergen-
cy calls for reenforcements crackled over
the radio waves. City buses loaded with
cops began to arrive, but the throng now
filled the intersection. The scene was
brilliantly illuminated by the flood lights
of TV mobile camera vans which were
also in the intersection.

At 8 p.m. a phalanx of cops charged
down Balbo into the intersection. Some
demonstrators were sitting down in the
intersection, and they got it the worst.
The cops began clubbing everyone,
beating demonstrators, newsmen, and
random pedestrians alike. The air was
filled with debris as the larger portion of
the crowd looked for anything and
everything to throw. At one edge of the
intersection the cops cornered a large

.group of people against the plate-glass

window of the Hilton’s Haymarket
Restaurant (‘‘A place where good guys
take good girls to dine in the lusty,
rollicking atmosphere of fabulous
Chicago,’’ or so their advertising went).
People were banging on the windows
seeking help from the startled diners.
Suddenly the glass pane shattered as
dozens of demonstrators fell through on-
to the dinner tables, cutting themselves
on the shards of broken glass.
Pandemonium broke loose as crazed
cops climbed through the broken win-
dow, still clubbing, and pursued people
through the hotel lobby.

Hundreds of people above, leaning out
of hotel windows, were shocked and
outraged. Young campaign workers who
had come to Chicago ‘‘Clean for Gene"’
and determined to ‘‘open up the
democratic process,’”’ couldn’t believe
their eyes. Below them was an orgiastic

| scene where knots of blue-shirted cops

gathered around individual fallen
demonstrators to beat them with riot
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sticks. Suddenly the festive display of
toilet paper streamers was replaced with a
shower of anything heavy and portable.
Pop bottles, glasses, a telephone, and
heavy hotel glass ashtrays came raining -
down from the hotel windows, smashing
among the advancing cops.

. Unknown to those of us on the scene,
the TV networks had switched from live
coverage of the Convention in the Am-
phitheatre on the southside to live
coverage of the: melee at Michigan and
Balbo. At the height of the action the
great mass of demonstrators oufside the
intersection suddenly burst into the now
world-famous chant, ‘‘The whole
world’s watching! The whole world’s
watching!”’

And it was. Just a week after Soviet
tanks had rolled into Prague, what was to
have been the counter-showcase of
bourgeois democracy had its velvet glove
ripped off to reveal the mailed fist of
bourgeois dictatorship. Things were go-
ing dreadfully wrong for the bourgeoisie.
The political exposure and confrontation
which they had attempted to prevent had
materialized. By 8:30 the hotel Conven-
tion Headquarters of the Democrats was
surrounded by soldiers with fixed
bayonets. Scenes of naked police
violence, which make up the everyday life
of the oppressed, were being flashed
around the world. In the convention hall
itself, Senator Abe Ribicoff had called
for the removal of the ‘‘storm troopers™
from the streets, while the cameras
caught Mayor Daley screaming from the
front row: “‘Shut up, you lousy Jew
bastard!’’ Live on network TV, a Con-
vention security guard punched Dan
Rather on the Convention floor, and
Walter Cronkite, the CBS Convention
anchor man, almost had an apoplectic
fit.

On the street, despite the wanton police
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brutality, the mood of most
-demonstrators was one of unrestrained
exhilaration. No one wanted to leave. No
one would have missed it for a million
bucks. For the first time in our lives, they
were no longer in control of events. The
political initiative had passed into our
hands. We were making history.

I1

The events at the 1968 Democratic
Convention are impossible to understand
outside the context of the global revolu-
tionary upsurge, which shaped both the
objective conditions and the con-
sciousness of the political activists of the
sixties. In the world at large, the heroic
struggle of the Vietnamese people and the
Cultural Revolution in China were the
salient events which reverberated back in-
to the imperialist countries giving rise to
radical youth revolts in West Germany,
France and the U.S. It was a year of ex-
traordinary international events which
frequently dominated the headlines: The
seizure of the U.S. spy ship Pueblo by
North Korea, the Tet Offensive in Viet-
nam, the worker-student rebellion in
France, and the Soviet invasion of
Czechoslovakia. Mao Tsetung’s Red
Book was selling better than the Bible.

In the U.S., 1968 was a high tide of the
Black Liberation Movement which re-
sounded internationally. It was a peak
year of activity for the Black Panther
Party, that put the question of armed
revolution in the U.S. on the political
agenda. And after April 4, when Martin
Luther King was assassinated, the Black
communities in more than 100 cities rose
in rebellion. In Chicago, as elsewhere,
troops were mobilized to restore control
in the Black community. Armed soldiers
stood at intersections as columns of
smoke drifted skyward. The U.S. Army,
already strained by the Vietnam War, was

forced to keep two full-strength divisions
in the U.S. to maintain control.

Among intellectuals, students, and
youth, the ruling class also saw its grip
slipping. Thousands of students and
youth were in revolt. The disaffection of
this strata was symbolized by the April-
May uprising at Columbia University
over the issue of university complicity in
military research. SDS and a significant
section of the antiwar activists were
breaking with reformism and were open-
ly calling for victory for the NLF in Viet-
nam.

The initial response of a frightened rul-
ing class was to offer up their most tired
nostrum: an electoral alternative. This
took the form of the campaign of Senator
Eugene McCarthy for the Democratic
presidential nomination as the ‘‘peace
candidate.”” McCarthy was the model
bourgeois peace candidate: he had voted
for the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution, for
the continuation of the draft, and. for
every military appropriation for the Viet-
nam War. Understandably, he did not
spark much interest at first. But as later
events propelled his campaign into some
notoriety, he played his part to a T. The
thrust of his campaign was captured in
the ‘‘Clean for Gene’’ slogan: in opposi-
tion to the strident anti-imperialist calls
of the ‘““dirty hippies’’ in the antiwar
movement, youth should engage in
“practical politics’’ by dressing up, mak-
ing their appearance and their program
acceptable to Middle America, and rely-
ing on the electoral process. One famous
fundraising ad in the New York Times,
blatantly pitched to worried parents, pic-
tured Eugene McCarthy surrounded by
well-dressed, adoring college students.
The headline read: ‘“He brought our
children home.”’

But the Tet Offensive, which began on
January 20 and lasted through most of
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February, changed everything. With a
coordinated nationwide insurrection in
the cities, the NLF demonstrated military
and political strength thought impossible
by the imperialists and the antiwar move-
ment alike. The possibility of a U.S.
defeat in Vietnam suddenly became
thinkable. One unexpected result was
that Eugene McCarthy, who was only
supposed to siphon off malcontents into
the dead-end arena of electoral politics,
came within a few votesof defeating Lyn-
don Johnson, the incumbent president,
in the New Hampshire primary of March
12.

A political crisis now set in rather
quickly. Inthe aftermath of Tet, the Joint
Chiefs of Staff asked for 206,000 addi-
tional troops. The New York Times
broke this story on March 10, and it ob-
viously meant that the “‘gallant defense
of a little nation’’ begun by John F. Ken-
nedy was not about to be swiftly and suc-
cessfully concluded by Lyndon Johnson.

One result was an immediate financial
panic. As the champion of the “Great
Society’’ social pacification programs,
Lyndon Johnson was locked into preser-
ving domestic social spending and not
raising taxes for’ the sharply increased
military expenditures. The result was that
the government had been monetizing the
deficit — covering the war expenditures
by inflating the currency. This could be
done for a short time, but not indefinite-
ly. The prospect of unlimited currency in-
flation sent capitalists of every stripe
scrambling to unload dollars and buy
gold. On March 16, the London Gold
Market had to be closed to curb wild
speculation. On the same day, sensing the
imminent downfall of Johnson, Robert
F. Kennedy announced his candidacy for
the Democratic nomination.

Into the breach now stepped Clark
Clifford, Lyndon Johnson’s new
Secretary of Defense, corporate attorney
for the Du Ponts, and long-time political
representative of U.S. imperialism. On
March 25, Clifford convened a secret
meeting of major imperialist political
figures to consider the crisis and what to
do. Present were military leaders like
Omar Bradley, Matthew Ridgeway, and
Maxwell Taylor. Also present were the
foreign policy experts of the capitalist
class: Dean Acheson, George Ball,
McGeorge Bundy, C. Douglas Dillon,
Cyrus Vance, John McCloy, and Henry
Cabot Lodge. And there were
“‘domestic’’ politicos like Abe Fortas and

Arthur Goldberg.

Speaking in later years, Cyrus Vance
summed up the meeting as follows: ““We
were weighing not only what was happen-
ing in Vietnam, but the social and
political effects in the United States, the
impact on the U.S. economy, the attitude
of other nations. The divisiveness in the
country was growing with such acuteness
that it was threatening to tear the United
States apart.”” The conclusions of this
meeting, which addressed the interests of
U.S. imperialism as a whole, were
presented to President Johnson. Three
days later, Lyndon Johnson went on na-
tionwide television to announce four
decisions: First, that there would be only
a token increase of U.S. troops in Viet-
nam, Second, the war would be ““Viet-
namized’’ with the massive expansion of
the South Vietnamese puppet army.
Third, that the U.S. would cease bomb-
ing North Vietham north of the 20th
parallel and a vague offer of negotiations
was made. And fourth, that he would not
seek reelection to the presidency.

Two points should be noted here. First,
these major decisions on how to deal with
the crisis engendered by the war and by
rebellion at home were made in the way
such decisions are normally made under
bourgeois democracy — behind closed
doors by a handful of representatives of
the bourgeoisie. The basic decisions made
on March 25 were carried out by the next
president (Nixon), namely the attempt to
win the war with minimal costs at home
by Vietnamization and by drawn out
pretences at peace negotiations. Given
the overall position and the reserves of
U.S. imperialism at that time, the U.S.
had the ability to cut their losses from the
major debacle in Vietnam and avoid the
immediate onset of an evendeeperinterna-
tional political crisis of seismic propor-
tion which might well have precipitated a
revolutionary crisis in the U.S. itself. The
elections of 1968 were a sham and a farce
as all bourgeois einions are, and played
absolutely no role in the actual decision-
making process.

Second, the divisions within the
bourgeoisie were not between factions
supporting and opposing the war itself.
There was unanimity on the necessity of
crushing this prominent war of national
liberation as a warning to the oppressed
peoples of the world. The only divisions
were over how to deal with the other con-
tradictions engendered by this necessary

process. %
Continued on page 10
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police for not using enough violence. This
was Daley’s famous call to *‘shoot to kill
arsonists, and shoot to maim looters.™ At
the same time, a march to a National
Guard armory was held to protest the
continuing military occupation of the
Black community. This march was met
by advancing troops with fixed bayonets.
Tear gas was fired and Chicago cops
chased participants for blocks, beating
any they could catch. Then on April 27, a
major antiwar march was held in
downtown Chicago. Permits for a rally
were refused and the police attacked the
peaceful march, chasing participants
through dowhtown streets. Newspaper
reporters, demonstrators, and uninvolv-
ed pedestrians were beaten and sprayed
with mace. Some of those arrested were
told, ““This is only a sample of what
you’ll get if you come back in August.”

The increasing tempo of state-
sponsored violence was not without its ef-
fect. One group of local counterculture
activists, called the Free City Survival
Committee, which had been working
with the Yippies on the preparations for
the Festival of Life, now pulled out of the
project and issued a statement which
read: ““Don’t come to Chicago if you ex-
pect a five-day festival of life, music and
love. The word is out. Chicago may host
a festival of blood.’” And as was revealed
in his own testimony at-the infamous
Chicago 8 trial, prior to the Convention,
Jesse Jackson, citing Daley’s “‘shoot to
kill” order, worked the Chicago Black
community to discourage Black par-
ticipation in the protests.

Inside the Mobe, increasing pressure
was being brought to bear on the
organizers. According to Sidney Lens,
“There were some words in the draft pro-
posal put forth by Rennie Davis and Tom
Hayden, ‘An Election Year Offensive,’
which were ambiguous on the question of
nonviolence. Stewart Meacham and I
made it clear to Rennie that the ambiguity
was not only wrong in principle but aber-
rant nonsense.’’ But the political bottom
line for such pressure was: ‘“What if Gene
McCarthy, who had all but sunk Lyndon
Johnson in the New Hampshire primary,
had a chance for the nomination? Most
peaceniks would support his candidacy
and would resent it if National Mobe
hindered his chances with a ‘confront the
warmakers’-type of demonstration.”

And as for Sen. McCarthy, there was
no doubt in his mind at all. At his August
12 press conference he said that he hac
been in contact with Mayor Daley and

had learned of potential violent disrup--,
tions. Thus he was urging his supporters |

to stay home lest they get involved in
“unscheduled rallies’” which might lead
to ‘“‘unintended violence.” Telegrams
were sent to all McCarthy campaign
headquarters around the country, and
local organizers were instructed to cancel
chartered buses. The battle had now been
joined, however, and hundreds of Mc-
Carthy supporters defied orders and
came to Chicago anyhow.

VI.

In 1968 the political debate over how to
approach the Democrat’s Convention
did not come down in the same form that
it does today, because the political condi-
tions were different then, it being a high
point of revolutionary struggle both
domestically and internationally,

By way of example, consider the two
following statements:

First: ‘“What we want to create is a
greater consciousness that organizations
of protest, resistance, and independent
politics, under the control of the actual
people with grievances, are more impor-
tant than casting a vote or working for
the ‘better’ of two conventional can-
didates. We must be arguing that the
Democratic Party and the limits of the
electoral system itself are what we op-
pose....”

Second: ‘“The rallies, marches, and
conferences planned for that weekend
can place pressure on the Democratic
Party to listen to the true needs of the
American people. Instead of listening to
special interests of the corporations, the
People’s Convenfion will pressure the
Democratic Party to listen to the voices of
the people demanding an end to war
preparations and the funding of human
needs,”’

The first statement was written by Tom
Hayden in 1968 — the same year he turn-
ed out as pallbearer at Bobby Kennedy's
funefal! The second by Dr. Michio Kaku
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in 1984. Both siatements reflect the views
of opportunists who rely ultimately on
the ruling class (or some faction thereof),

but the difference is that in 1968 you just -

couldn’t get over with openly reformist
crap. You had to at least claim .to be
knocking the props out from under the
system. . The Democrats were in office,
and anybody with eyes could see who was
prosecuting the war. It was a period of
revolutionary upsurge and many scoun-
drels with a program for ‘‘saving the
American political system from itself.”
and who were attempting to parlay their
influence in the mass movements into
political capital by opposing revolution,
could not do so openly. The very open and
naked reformism now being spouted by
these opportunists is actually a sign of the
rapid escalation of the world situation
and the approach of world war. And it is
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quite necessary for the imperialists to

promote this sort of politics now.
But while the objective situation was a
major determinant of the level of con-

sciousness (or, in some cases, the level of-

the rhetoric), the conscious activism of
the determined opponents of the im-
perialist war also pushed the ruling class
further onto the horns of its own dilem-
ma. The effect on the middle forces, par-
ticularly the politically inexperienced
who had taken up the McCarthy cam-
paign in sweet ignorance of reality, was
profound. Kids who had come to
Chicago ‘“clean for Gene’’ learned more
in five days about the nature of the state
than in all their preceding lives. They
went from house to house canvassing, to
candlelight marches, to chanting angry
slogans while wiping the tear gas from
their eyes, in short order.

And it is important to emphasize that
demonstrators who hit the streets in
Chicago did not receive their sole educa-

tion at the end of a billy club. In a situa-
tion where the politics and programs of
various class forces were displayed in
practice, thousands of copies of the
underground press like the Rat, the Ram-
parts Daily, New Left Notes and the
Black Panther circulated broadly.
Political discussion and arguments were
going on everywhere, and lines were be-
ing drawn.

That conditions had been changed
through struggle was dramatically evi-
dent on Thursday, when Senator McCar-
thy was forced to walk across Michigan
Avenue and speak to a crowd of 2,000
still outside the hotel. First, a great cheer
went up. It appeared as though the same
McCarthy who had denounced the
demonstrations was now coming over to
join them.. In fact, it was a testament to
the fact that the reformist fakers had lost
one hell of a lot of ground and were now
forced to scramble to get it back. McCar-
thy announced that he would not support
Hubert Humphrey for the presidency,
but to his shock, cries of ““Not enough!
Not énough!'" rang out. ‘“Work within
the political system and you can help seize

Continued on page 12
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“The proletarians have |
nothing to lose but their chains.

They have a world to win.”
Communist Manifesto
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The Revolutionary Worker calls for |

a special effort to bulld support for |
the Revolutionary Internationalist =

Declaration of the
Revolutionary
Internationalist £
Movement |

Released In

22 Languages
Worldwide On
May 1st, 1984

Adopted by the delegates and
observers at the Second International
Conference of Marxist-Leninist Parties
and Organisations which formed the
Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement.

Currently Available in Arabic, Chinese, Creole,
English, Farsi, French, and Spanish

Distributed by RCP Publications
Order from RCP Publications

P P.O. Box 3486, Merchandise Mart

Chicago, lllinois 60654
$2.00 (include $.50 for postage inside the U'S.;
$.80 out_side the U.S.)

Movement so that this |
new movement may launch its £
historic work in the most |
powerful way possible. ==
We call for: =250
Broad circulation of the Declaration of the
Revolutionary Internationalist Movement.
Readers are especially encouraged to.put the
Declaration in the hands of proletarians and
others from countries around the world and to
send it to their friends, relatives and contacts

internationally.

Correspondence, staterments and messages of
support for the Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement. (These can be sent via the RW, Box
3486, Merchandise Mart, Chicago, IL 60654

. Full support for the launching of a

worldwide fund drive called for by
the Revolutionary Internationalist
Movement by pledging and =

gathering funds.




