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The

For more than four years, the United 
States has occupied Iraq, with disastrous 

results. The infrastructure has been shat-
tered, while hundreds of thousands of Iraqis, 
and more than 3000 U.S. soldiers, have been 
killed. Sectarian warfare is tearing the coun-
try apart, as ancient hostilities deepen in a 
climate of anger and despair.

Nevertheless, the United States has every 
intention of maintaining its control over 
Iraq. Elaborate military bases have been 
constructed at a cost of billions of dollars. 
Iraq possesses vast oil reserves, but it also 
occupies a strategic position within the 
Middle East.

As U.S. casualties increase, popular sup-
port for the occupation has plummeted. 
Understanding this, U.S. decision mak-
ers have formulated a shift in strategy that 
would quiet popular opposition, while 
allowing the United States to occupy Iraq 
for the foreseeable future.

Last December, the Iraq Study Group, 
a bipartisan commission appointed by 
President Bush, advanced a plan that has set 
the guidelines for an alternative policy. U.S. 
troops would cease to patrol Iraq’s cities, 
and instead would be withdrawn to fortified 
bases. They would then be limited to acting 
as a reserve force, training government units 
and acting as an elite counter-insurgency 
force. In line with this proposal, tens of 
thousands of troops would remain in Iraq 
for many years.

The vast majority of Democrats in Congress 
have adopted the core of this plan, although 

they have amended it to include a firm 
timetable that would have all combat troops 
removed by the spring of 2008. Contrary to 
the phony hype the Democrats propagate, 
this is not a plan to end the war, but rather 
one that would maintain the occupation of 
Iraq for the indefinite future. Unfortunately, 
mainstream peace organizations are unwill-
ing to challenge the Democratic Party on 
this critical issue.

In 2008, the Socialist Party will present its 
own slate of candidates on its own platform. 
We will demand the immediate withdrawal 
of all U.S. troops from Iraq and we will 
condemn the complicity of the Democratic 
Party in the continuation of the war.

U.S. imperialism is a crucial issue in the 
forthcoming election, but it is not the only 
one. Socialist Party candidates will also insist 
on a drastic reduction in the military budget, 
and the implementation of a steeply gradu-
ated income tax that will force the wealthy 
to pay for such essential services as social-
ized medicine, quality public schools, low 
cost housing and mass transit.

As we present our program of immedi-
ate demands, Socialist Party candidates will 
also present a vision of an entirely different 
society, one based on cooperation not com-
petition, and on equality for all not poverty 
for many. Global capitalism is hurtling the 
planet toward environmental destruction. 
We need to move to a democratic socialist 
society, and we need to do so as rapidly as 
possible. VOTE SOCIALIST IN 2008!

A Socialist Alternative in 2008
Editorial by Eric Chester
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THE SOCIALIST PARTY strives 

to establish a radical democracy 

that places people’s lives under 

their own control - a non-racist, 

classless, feminist socialist soci-

ety...where working people own 

and control the means of pro-

duction and distribution through 

democratically-controlled public 

agencies; where full employment 

is realized for everyone who 

wants to work; where workers 

have the right to form unions 

freely, and to strike and engage 

in other forms of job actions; and 

where the production of society 

is used for the benefit of all hu-

manity, not for the private profit 

of a few. We believe socialism and 

democracy are one and indivis-

ible. The working class is in a key 

and central position to fight back 

against the ruling capitalist class 

and its power. The working class 

is the major force worldwide that 

can lead the way to a socialist fu-

ture - to a real radical democracy 

from below. The Socialist Party 

fights for progressive changes 

compatible with a socialist future. 

We support militant working 

class struggles and electoral ac-

tion, independent of the capital-

ist controlled two-party system, 

to present socialist alternatives. 

We strive for democratic revo-

lutions - radical and fundamen-

tal changes in the structure and 

quality of economic, political, and 

personal relations - to abolish the 

power now exercised by the few 

who control great wealth and the 

government. The Socialist Party 

is a democratic, multi-tendency 

organization, with structure and 

practices visible and accessible to 

all members. Join us today.

Public Schools Under Attack 
By Jack Gerson

Public education is under fierce 
attack from corporate forces 

whose aim is to privatize the remain-
ing entitlements of the working class, 
public education and social security. 
Nearly everyone on the Left agrees 
that social security is under attack 
and must be defended. But, unfor-
tunately, there’s less 
unanimity and less 
clarity about what’s 
being done to pub-
lic education. Some 
folks are convinced 
that there’s a lot (or 
at least some) good 
coming out of the 
latest round of edu-
cational reform. After 
all, public education 
in the inner city is a 
shambles and a failure, 
too many filthy, dan-
gerous, overcrowded, 
under-funded schools 
delivering too little in 
the way of real educa-
tion to working class 
and poor kids, and it 
especially fails students 
of color.

Unfortunately, the 
new wave of reforms 
makes education in the inner city 
worse still. Indeed, they make life 
overall worse in the inner city by 
reconstituting and closing down 
massive numbers of schools in most 
of this country’s urban centers, they 
qualitatively increase instability in 
areas that can ill afford more. And, 
at the heart of the matter, beneath 
the language of educational reform 
is a gross transfer of wealth to the 
private sector: education is now a 
$1 trillion a year market. There’s a 
feeding frenzy at the trough. And 
it’s all been made possible by the 
state. Indeed, privatization is actu-
ally encouraged, even mandated, by 
the federal No Child Left Behind 
legislation (NCLB) enacted in 
2002 with bipartisan support (its 

Democratic sponsors were the 
very liberal California Democratic 
Congressman George Miller in 
the House, and his very liberal 
Massachusetts Democratic col-
league Ted Kennedy in the Senate).

NCLB makes federal funding 
for public education contingent on 

the states hold-
ing teachers and 
schools account-
able for “achieve-
ment” as measured 
by student perfor-
mance on stan-
dardized math 
and reading tests, 
with the supposed 
intention of nar-
rowing and even-
tually eliminating 
the “achievement 
gap” between stu-
dents in affluent 
suburban schools 
and students in 
inner-city schools. 
The law stipulates 
punitive measures 
for schools that 
don’t measure up. 
These schools, 
invariably already 

cash and resource starved, must use 
some of their federal Title I funding 
to pay for private after-school tutor-
ing programs (usually a waste of stu-
dents’ time, but a big profit source 
for giant tutoring mills like Sylvan 
and Kaplan’s), while teachers at the 
school must put in extra time to take 
mandated in-service classes (usually 
a waste of teachers’ time, but a big 
profit source for educational consult-
ing firms). Schools that fail to mea-
sure up for five years can be closed 
down, put under direct state control, 
converted to privately-run charter 
schools, or converted to traditional 
private schools or, as is happening 
ever more frequently, converted to 
the privately-run, lightly regulated 
and generally non-union charter 

Beneath the 

language of 

educational 

reform is a 

gross transfer 

of wealth to the 

private sector: 

Education is now 

a $1 trillion a year 

market.
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California, closed its library and “con-
solidated” our librarian, eliminated 
French, art, music,). (It’s a violation 
of California’s Education Code for 
a secondary school to not have a 
library and a credentialed librarian, 
but the state put Oakland’s schools 
under trusteeship four years ago, and 
Democratic State Superintendent of 
Public Instruction Jack O’Connell, a 
huge advocate of NCLB and high 
stakes testing, clearly thinks stan-
dardized tests are better educators 
than libraries and electives)

Forces teachers to narrow their •	
teaching to squeeze in the boatload 
of subject matter “standards” tested 
by their subject’s standardized test. 

Teachers universally complain that 
there’s no time provided for develop-
ing concepts and authentic learning, 
and instead just cram in mountains 
of disconnected facts and skills

Encourages “teaching to the •	
test” strategies for guessing the 
right multiple choice answer, rather 
than encouraging true thinking and 
learning

Destabilizes already battered •	
inner city areas by closing down 
schools and reopening new schools, 
only to have the new schools also be 
punished and then closed by NCLB. 
This merry-go-round leads nowhere 
but down.

Who’s behind all of this? It’s no 
secret. High stakes testing, scripted 
learning and narrow “standards-
based” education is a major priority 
of the Business Roundtable, the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce, and the 

American Enterprise Institute. It is 
heavily promoted by billionaires Bill 
Gates and Eli Broad, who advocate 
the “business model for education”: 
everything driven by the bottom 
line, outsource and privatize as much 
as possible, smash teacher unions, 
end teacher pensions and eliminate 
union seniority. This isn’t just a pet 
project of the Republican right: Eli 
Broad is a major Democratic Party 
campaign contributor and king-
maker, and he’s supported by most 
Congressional Democrats (includ-
ing two co-sponsors of Bush’s 2002 
NCLB legislation: House Labor 
and Education chairperson George 
Miller and Massachusetts Senator 

Ted Kennedy).
There’s no doubt 

that inner city 
public schools 
need to do a 
much better job. 
But that’s not 
the fault of the 
kids and it’s not 
the fault of their 
teachers, and it 
won’t be helped 
by punishing 
kids, teach-
ers and schools 
via the NCLB 
accountab i l i t y 
and privatization 

Frankenstein. This country needs to 
invest in minority and other work-
ing class kids. Schools should be the 
hubs of their communities, with on-
site health clinics, childcare, early 
childhood and adult education, and 
well-stocked libraries at every site. 
Class size should be cut in half, 
studies consistently show that stu-
dents learn best when there are no 
more than 15 students per teacher. 
Teachers need adequate time to pre-
pare their lessons. Decrepit school 
buildings need to be thoroughly 
renovated or replaced. Communities, 
especially parents and students, need 
to be involved, together with teach-
ers, in formulating socially and 
culturally relevant curricula and in 
establishing educational goals.

These measures can help. They 
can’t solve the problem as long as 
U.S. capitalism produces and repro-

schools that are being promoted by 
corporate privatizers like Bill Gates, 
Eli Broad and their respective foun-
dations.

So NCLB has encouraged profit-
making activities in education and 
greatly accelerated a transfer of 
wealth and control from the public 
to the private sector, to the text-
book companies that moonlight by 
manufacturing standardized tests 
while still selling (often worthless) 
textbooks; to the test preparation 
and tutoring mills; to the giant soft-
ware vendors and consulting firms 
for software to track and report 
teacher and student “performance” 
data; to the “management consult-
ing” companies; to the 
“educational con-
sulting” companies: 
to the “Educational 
M a n a g e m e n t 
O r g a n i z a t i o n s ” 
and “Charter 
M a n a g e m e n t 
Organizations” that 
model themselves on 
health care HMOs 
(!) and lobby for the 
shutdown of public 
schools… the list is 
endless.

But rather than 
helping kids in inner-
city schools, NCLB is 
doing them grave harm. NCLB’s fail-
ing schools and school districts are 
overwhelmingly located in the inner 
city and disproportionately serve 
poor African-American, Latino and 
other working class families. 

NCLB’s punitive measures are 
directed at these schools, and there-
fore are directed at those most in 
need. Instead, NCLB punishes 
them. NCLB:

Transfers funds from cash-•	
strapped schools and districts to 
for-profit companies (as already dis-
cussed)

Forces schools to focus narrowly •	
on two subjects, remedial math and 
remedial reading. Consequently, 
inner city schools around the coun-
try are eliminating electives, closing 
libraries, abandoning enrichment 
programs. For example: my school, 
an inner city high school in Oakland, 
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A Queer Radical’s Perspective on Same-Sex Civil Marriage
By Tina Philips

been offered all these years. That 
includes obtaining exactly what 
all heterosexuals have, and many 
believe that is the very definition of 
equality. Other LGBT people feel 
that buying into heteronormativity, 
where social institutions reinforce 
certain beliefs, is the wrong thing to 
do. Many believe that by selling out 
to the marriage cult, we give up our 
uniqueness as queers and lose our 
own community. There are several 
different perspectives on this issue.
Some feel that marriage is a civil 

right and cannot be voted on regard-
less of people’s beliefs. When leaving 
issues like this in people’s hands via 
referendum, often the result shows 
the socio-cultural bias that people 
have. That is why many people feel 
that the issue of same-sex mar-
riage should not be put to a popu-
lar vote. Many people feel that the 
issue should be decided in the courts 
where other important civil rights 
issues have been determined. Others 
work to make civil unions legal or 

The Human Rights section of 
the Socialist Party USA plat-

form demands the legalization of 
same-sex civil marriage. However, 
we must ask ourselves is that the 
stance we really want to take as rad-
icals to support an institution that 
is, for the most part, regressive?

In 1996, president Bill Clinton 
signed the Defense of Marriage 
Act (DOMA) into law. This act 
allowed one state the right to refuse 
to recognize a marriage initiated in 
another state. Under this law, the 
federal government refused 
to recognize same-sex civil 
marriages, thus refusing 
same-sex married couples 
the 1,138 rights that a mar-
ried heterosexual couple 
have under federal law.

Same-sex civil marriage 
is legal in The Netherlands, 
Belgium, Canada, South 
Africa, Spain, and the U.S. 
State of Massachusetts. 
Starting from 2000, eight 
other U.S. states offer civil 
unions, domestic partner-
ships, or similar status and 
rights.

The lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
and transgender (LGBT) 
rights movement has 
shifted focus in recent years 
from AIDS activism and 
direct action techniques that were 
seen in the Stonewall riots, to more 
mainstream hetero-friendly tactics. 
Many LGBT activists pour money 
and votes into the Democratic 
Party. The LGBT community has 
more recently become a marketable 
demographic. We are being sucked 
into a capitalist lifestyle as any other 
American is.

Many LGBT people feel that we 
deserve all that heterosexuals have 

gain domestic partnership rights 
for their state. Civil unions give one 
the rights, privileges, and responsi-
bilities of marriage, without the title 
of marriage. Domestic partnerships 
are very similar to civil unions, but 
in many cases give fewer rights. In 
California, our domestic partnership 
law is equivalent to same-sex mar-
riage in all ways, except in name.

But oh what a name marriage is! 
Marriage is seen as such an impor-
tant institution in our society. It 
comes with privilege and prestige. 

Sociologically speaking, 
marriage is a powerful 
concept. To many people, 
marriage is the ultimate 
form and act of love. It 
is believed that marriage 
demonstrates that people 
are serious about start-
ing a family and making a 
life-long commitment to 
one other person; to “settle 
down.” 

There is an argument 
that marriage helps protect 
each partner and also their 
children and families. The 
respect one receives with 
the title of marriage versus 
any other title is real and 
cannot be denied. This is 
why many LGBT activists 
are not satisfied with civil 

unions or domestic partnerships. 
With marriage comes social status 
and benefits. Many gays and lesbi-
ans want more than a slice of the 
American pie; they want the whole 
pie.

Still others are in the middle on 
the issue. They think that marriage 
has its fair share of problems, but 
attaining short term marriage rights 
for gays and lesbians is progress. 
For many of these people marriage 

duces the gross disparities inher-
ent in its profit-driven system. It is 
the height of hypocrisy for Bush, 
Gates, Broad, Kennedy, Miller et al. 
to chatter about the need to close 
the “achievement gap” when they 
actively drive a society which is rais-
ing inequality between corporate 

ing for eliminating NCLB at   
http://www.educatorroundtable.org

Jack Gerson teaches math at an 
inner city public high school in 
Oakland, California. He was recently 
re-elected to the Executive Board of 
the Oakland Education Association. •

executives and workers, between the 
wealthy and the downtrodden. This, 
of course, is the true source of the 
“achievement gap”. It will not be 
eliminated until capitalism is. You 
can help get rid of NCLB. Sign the 
Education Roundtable petition call-
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The Genius of Impeachment—The Founders’ Cure for Royalism, by John 
Nichols
Reviewed by Mary-Alice Herbert

is seen as a step in the right direc-
tion. They believe that the top prior-
ity is to get marriage parity and we 
can worry about reforming it later.
Others feel that civil unions are 
best because marriage is an institu-
tion they do not want to associate 
with for several reasons. One is that 
marriage is largely seen as religious. 
Another is that marriage is a het-
erosexual institution. Furthermore, 
some view marriage as a patriarchal 
institution that is more about prop-
erty than love. They believe that mar-
riage is a social contract that allows 
power, money, and privilege to be 
moved from one person to another. 
Marriage is seen as patriarchal and 
based on one person dominating the 
other (generally the man over the 
woman, or husband over wife), and 
trading the commodity of women. 
According to the radical organiza-
tion Gay Shame:

“Marriage does this through con-
centrating wealth and power through 
family lines and inheritance (both 
in terms of money and power). 
Because of marriage’s ability to  
discipline class structures it is now, and 
always has been a primary structure of 
a capitalist economy.”

Furthermore, monogamy is unob-
tainable for most people and staying 
with one person for one’s whole life is 
too. In addition, many feel marriage 
is unfair because those who choose 
to get married get benefits and those 
who choose not to marry do not. 

really want, instead of compromis-
ing so much of who we are. No mat-
ter where one stands on the issue of 
same-sex marriage, the bottom line 
is expanding our liberties not taking 
them away.

In the end, who are we to tell other 
people how to live? It is just like the 
issue of a woman’s right to choose. It 
is the woman’s choice and hers alone. 
Shouldn’t marriage be the couple’s 
choice and theirs alone? 

Why do we as a society get a say 
on whether two people get married 
or not? We should focus on how to 
stop imposing our morality on oth-
ers. When we set social policy we 
have a responsibility to leave choice 
and liberty in the hands of the peo-
ple to decide their own fate. That 
is why the Socialist Party believes 
that legalizing same-sex marriage is 
important, but being critical of the 
institution of marriage at the same 
time is also necessary.

The Socialist Party should support 
the autonomy of individuals and give 
them the agency and self-determi-
nation they deserve. We should sup-
port expanding people’s choices not 
limiting them. Let us stay critical of 
the institution of marriage and chal-
lenge it. However, let us also sup-
port the choice of same-sex couples 
to decide for themselves what they 
want. As socialists we will continue 
to actively seek justice for all, regard-
less of sexual orientation or the gen-
der	of	the	partner	someone	loves.•

Thusly, single people get cheated. 
Some even go as far as to argue that 
marriage, in its current form, should 
be abolished completely. However, 
those in power are content with 
marriage staying around for a long 
time to come. In fact, they believe 
that marriage should be “saved” for 
heterosexuals only.

The Bush Administration supports 
an amendment to the constitution 
that bans same-sex marriages because 
allowing it somehow diminishes the 
institution of marriage. If passed, 
this would take away the right of any 
state to decide on the issue. So far 
the proposal to amend the constitu-
tion to ban same-sex marriage has 
been seen as largely symbolic since 
it is extremely difficult to amend 
the constitution. It is also used as 
a wedge issue to split apart groups 
that might otherwise agree on issues.
In fact, the Democratic presidential 
front runners, Clinton, Obama, and 
Edwards, are all opposed to same-
sex marriage. This is likely due to 
recent polls on the issue, and because 
they are unwilling to place principle 
over popularity. The LGBT commu-
nity continues to overwhelmingly 
support Democrats, while legisla-
tion Democrats support (from the 
Defense of Marriage Act to the 
Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell Policy) hurts 
our community. Why does our com-
munity continue to vote for people 
who don’t represent our interests? 
We need to vote based on what we 

the constitution. He had high hopes 
that the recently elected Democrats 
would find impeachment inevitable 
once they began to investigate the 
lies leading to the Iraq War; the 
illegal wiretapping of US citizens; 
the torture of prisoners of war; and 
other impeachable offenses.

It’s discouraging that, as this is 
being written in late July when calls 
for impeachment are coming from 
all over the country, the Democrats 
are still refusing to do the one thing 
that could end the war and raise 
their low poll ratings. An electorate 

that now rarely shows up at election 
time would be galvanized and reen-
gaged by impeachment proceedings.

Impeachment was devised by the 
founding fathers not just as a means 
for removing treacherous executives, 
but for restoring and maintaining 
the checks and balances between the 
three branches of the government 
they had just established. It was 
meant to be “the tool of constitu-
tional renewal and the rejuvenation 
of the American experiment.”

John Nichols’ book, The Genius of 
Impeachment—The Founders’ Cure 

for Royalism is a fascinating history 
of impeachment and also a hand-
book for how to make it happen. 
The appendices include websites and 
information about impeachment 
movements around the country. In 
Brattleboro, VT last fall, Nichols 
said that George Bush and Richard

Cheney must be impeached to 
restore the balance of powers. 
Barring this, whoever replaces them 
will assume the same expanded exec-
utive powers and continue to ignore 
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Because they realized that execu-
tive power is immensely expanded in 
times of war, while the rights of citi-
zens are always curtailed, Madison 
and Jefferson wanted to make sure 
that presidents could not start wars. 
The power of declaring war and of 
paying for it should belong to con-
gress. “To chain the dogs of war,” 
Madison observed, “the 

Constitution has accordingly with 
studied care vested the question of 
war to the Legislature.”

Congress has consistently failed to 
reign in the many presidents who 
have sent troops abroad without 
permission because both parties are 
funded by the corporations who ben-
efit from the arms sales 
and military contracts that 
ensue. The Republicans’ 
silly impeachment cam-
paign against Bill Clinton 
ended in strengthening a 
popular presidents’ already 
extensive executive power. 
If they had impeached 
him for deploying U.S. 
bombers and an Army 
battalion in the Kosovo 
War without congres-
sional approval; for the 
“Chinagate” controversy 
in which foreign money 
flowed into his politi-
cal accounts in return for 
eased restrictions on mili-
tary sales to China; and 
for being granted most-
favored-nation trading status—the 
result might have restored congres-
sional powers.

Only Republican Bob Barr, fol-
lowing the example of Republican 
Robert Taft, from Ohio (who 
brought impeachment proceedings 
against Harry Truman in 1951 for 
sending troops to Korea without con-
sulting congress), tried to insist on 
tying this impeachment to interven-
tion in Kosovo. Taft, in the minority 
even in his own party, warned that 
allowing the president a free hand 
would make the commander in 
chief “a complete dictator over the 
lives and property of all our citizens” 
Republicans in congress joined the 
motion to impeach Richard Nixon in 
1974 for his unauthorized bombings 

the President. What matters is noth-
ing more than raw power. Congress 
has it. The Executive Branch wants 
it—and will use any excuse to get 
it.”

Nichols pays homage to Henry 
B Gonzales, of Texas, the son of 
Mexican immigrants, who served in 
the U.S. House for 37 years and pro-
posed and supported more impeach-
ments against more presidents than 
any other member of that body in its 
history. Gonzales did this because 
he took his oath to defend the con-
stitution as seriously as his duty to 
his constituents. I’ll close my review 
with the articles of impeachment 
Gonzales brought in 1991.

Impeached: George 
Herbert Walker Bush, 
President of the United 
States, for high crimes 
and misdemeanors, 
including: (1) vio-
lating the equal pro-
tection clause of the 
Constitution by put-
ting U. S. soldiers in 
the Middle East who 
are overwhelmingly 
poor white, black, and 
Mexican-American, 
as well as basing their 
military service on the 
coercion of a system 
that denies viable eco-
nomic opportunities to 
these classes of citizens; 
(2) bribing, intimidat-

ing, and threatening others, including 
the members of the United Nations 
Security Council, to support belliger-
ent acts against Iraq; (3) preparing, 
planning, and conspiring to engage in 
a massive war against Iraq employ-
ing methods of mass destruction that 
would result in the killing of tens of 
thousands of civilians, many of whom 
would be children; (4) committing the 
United States to acts of war without 
congressional consent and contrary to 
the United Nations Charter and inter-
national law; and (5) preparing, plan-
ning, and conspiring to commit crimes 
against the peace by leading the United 
States into aggressive war against Iraq 
in violation of the U. S. Constitution 
and certain international instruments 
and treaties. •

of Cambodia during the Vietnam 
War, but the break-in of Democratic 
Party Headquarters became the rea-
son for an impeachment proceeding 
which caused Nixon to resign from 
office. (Those Republicans who 
broke with their party and voted to 
impeach Nixon, even those in pre-
dominately Democratic districts, 
all won overwhelmingly in the next 
election. This should be a lesson for 
the timid Democrats who refuse to 
impeach Bush!) The post-Watergate 
era, Nichols tells us, has been one 
of partisan realpolitik. Most sena-
tors and representatives no longer 
see themselves as defenders of the 
powers and prerogatives of congress. 
They no longer act as guardians of 

the separation between the legisla-
tive and executive branches. They’ve 
become, as Cheney was during the 
Reagan and elder Bush presidencies, 
extensions of the executive branch. 
They slavishly do the bidding of the 
president when their party is in the 
White House and attack the presi-
dent when it isn’t.

Constitutional scholars like Senator 
Robert Byrd of West Virginia 
are increasingly rare. In 2003 he 
said, “For decades Presidential 
Administrations have sought to 
wrap their fingers around the purse 
strings, push away the congress, and 
ignore the constitution. It does not 
matter which Administration. It 
does not matter the political party of 
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Socialist Party USA National Directory

CALIFORNIA

Socialist Party of California
State Executive Committee
c/o 2617 S. Hauser Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90016
(323) 939-8281

Bay Area Socialist Party
c/o 477 Jean St. #C
Oakland, CA 94610

Socialist Party of Southern 
California
c/o 2617 S. Hauser Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90016

CONNECTICUT

Socialist Party of Central & 
Eastern Connecticut
PO Box 310681
Newington, CT 06131
SPCentralCT@gmail.com

FLORIDA

State Executive Committee
Socialist Party of Florida
P.O. Box 22953
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33335
www.socialistpartyflorida.org

Socialist Party of Tampa Bay
www.sptampabay.org
sptampabay@yahoo.com

INDIANA

Greater Indianapolis  
Socialist Party
c/o 2440 No. Park Ave.
Indianapolis, IN 46205
(317) 926-4318
ronjane@igc.org

MASSACHUSETTS

State Executive Committee
c/o 43 Taylor Hill Rd.
Montague, MA 01351

Greater Boston Socialist Party
PO Box 15342
Boston, MA 02215

www.spboston.org
spboston@spboston.org

Socialist Party of Western 
Massachusetts
Tom Mooney Local
c/o 43 Taylor Hill Rd.
Montague, MA 01351
susandor@crocker.com

MICHIGAN

State Executive Committee
PO Box 3285
Kalamazoo, MI 49003
www.spmichigan.org
spmi@spmichigan.org

Kalamazoo Socialist Party
c/o P.O. Box 3285
Kalamazoo, MI 49003

MINNESOTA

Central and Eastern Minnesota 
Socialist Party
P.O. Box 14775
Minneapolis, MN 55414
www.spminn.org

NEW JERSEY

Socialist Party of New Jersey
State Executive Committee
PO Box 8622
Saddle Brook, NJ 07663
www.njsocialistparty.org
info@njsocialistparty.org

Northern New Jersey 
Socialist Party
PO Box 86
Rochelle Park, NJ 07662
northnj@njsocialistparty.org

NEW YORK

New York State Socialist Party
State Executive Committee
c/o 206 Berkeley Dr.
Syracuse, NY 13210
www.newyorksocialists.org/state/

Socialist Party of New York City
c/o 339 Lafayette St. #303

New York, NY 10012
www.spnyc.org
spnyc@spnyc.org

Central New York Socialist 
Party
c/o 206 Berkeley Dr.
Syracuse, NY 13210
rgreenbe@earthlink.net

OREGON

Socialist Party of Oregon
State Executive Committee
PO Box 5633
Portland, OR 97228
(503) 241-8217

Multnomah County  
Socialist Party
PO Box 5633
Portland, OR 97228
(503) 636-4150

Mid- Mid-Willamette 
Valley Local
PO Box 2766
Salem, OR  97308
www.willamettereds.blogspot.
com/

PENNSYLVANIA

Socialist Party of Pennsylvania
State Executive Committee
c/o 2211 Bainbridge St. 
Philadelphia, PA 19146
www.sp-usa.org/sppa/

Greater Philadelphia Regional 
Socialist Party
c/o 2211 Bainbridge St. 
Philadelphia, PA 19146

James Connolly Local
c/o 331 Threatre Dr., Apt. #1-B4
Johnstown, PA 15904
redgabeross@ yahoo.com

TENNESSEE

Greater Hamilton County 
Socialist Party
c/o 203 Leggett Rd. Sale Creek, 
TN 37373
www.myspace.com/
hamiltoncountysocialists

TEXAS

Socialist Party of Texas
State Executive Committee
c/o 1012 West Warren St. 
Pharr, TX 78577
www.socialistpartyoftexas.org/
spoftexas@sbcglobal.net

Partido Socialists del Valle/ 
Socialist Party of the Rio 
Grande Valley/
PMB 117 E.Ruben Torres Sr. Ste 
A16 Brownsville, TX 78526
www.geocities.com/sprgv/
sprgv@sp-usa.org

VERMONT

Greater Brattleboro   
Socialist Party
c/o 71 Westminster Rd.
Putney, VT 05346

WISCONSIN
State Executive Committee
1001 East Keefe 
Milwaukee, WI 53212
(414) 332-0654
www.spwi.org

Socialist Party of Milwaukee
1001 East Keefe
Milwaukee, WI 53212
(414) 332-0654

South Central Wisconsin  
Socialist Party
c/o 3206 Gregory St.
Madison, WI 53711
ckailin@earthlink.net

National Office of the Socialist Party USA
339 Lafayette St., No. 303
New York, NY 10012
(212) 982-4586
www.sp-usa.org
SocialistParty@sp-usa.org


