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AN OPEN LETTER TO THE POLITICAL COMMITTEE 

By L.D. Chambers 

I read Comrade Marcy's reviews on the "Clark Article" with 
great interest, not because they expressed my opinions completely, 
for we are miles apart on many questions; but for what seems to me 
to be almost a lifetime, I have waited for someone to open up this 
subject to eebate. Comrade Marcy's efforts in this cirection are, 
in my opinion, a great contribution to the party. His candor, his 
piercing wit, has bit deep and leaves the practical politician with 
a bleeding wound that no verbal bandage can conceal. No matter how 
highly I may regarc the letter as a political document, inasmuch as 
it agrees with my own opinions, as a Marxist, I must a~mit that pos
terity will mark it mere fer what has been "omittec1." than what has 
been "admitted." In this we must net reprimand Comrade Marcy, for 
in writing the article he displayed political ceurage, anc if he 
cidn't exhaust the topic, we can lay the b12me to brevity, if we wish 
to make an excuse to the Marcy grcup. 

or course, my position as a worker-Bolshevik 1s a rellghtful 
one for I am not hampered by any such inhibitions, ana because of 
this, feel no compulsicn fer making excuses for the Mnrcy group. 
From this point of view, cf course, I see their letter 1n an en
tirely c1fferenent light. Comrane Marcy complained bitterly about 
our conciliatory attitu~e towards the Stalinists, but his position 
on the Chinese question has inhibited him to such an extent that 
he 1s impotent as a real fighter against the Stalinist conciliators 
that he hates. 

As may be supposed, I have been waiting for some time for this 
subject to be opened to debate. In this direotion I have been wait
ing in the hope that our party-intellectuals woul~ eventually lay 
down their pipes and take a good look at "Regroupment" and what it 
has cost us. I hoped they might nC't see it through the terose color
ed. glasses" of the electicn returns, or the popularity that vie now 
enjoy in the liberal circles and with the former Stalinists. I have 
been reading each copy of the Militant, each bulletin, each ISR in 
hopes that I would see some evidence of this trend, anc yet today, 
after several.years of waiting, I am convinced that the intellectual 
life of our party, has become hopelessly seduced to this new route 
to revolution, that painless path that Pablo chose. As a worker
Bolshevik, I have become convinced that if any effort is to be made 
towards aligning ourselves with Marxism and Trotskyism, it must come 
from the workers themselves. That 1s if we still have such an ele
ment within·our midst after that shameless love-affair we have been 
carrying on with the workers "class ~nemles.n 

I do not mean to say that we have suffered some kind of mass 
desertion. What I mean is this, I wonder how many can remember the 
time when a Sooialist was a person who believed that the ttrevolution
ary reconstructiC'nf1 of society could only be achieved through the 
efforts of the "wc~k1ng class." This theory has been completely ig
nored by the "Guardian group," and completely forgotten by the 
"practical politicians" in our midst. Those that have been seduced 
to this new route to revolution feel that the road to heaven is pav
ed not with workers but with "choral groupstl err cocktail parties, 
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with "CHIC tt conver sa t ions with those more under stanc1 ing a nd "INTEL
LIGENT CREATURES" 1n the Guardian group. In making life comfortable 
for these new recruits to revolution, we have spare0 no cost. We 
started out by calling China a 'fworker-state" and thus apologized 
to a certain section of the Stalinists. We pulled in our "horns" in 
the trade-union movement so that they might not be embarrassec by 
the noise of angry workers voices. This action, demonstrative as it 
might be, is not sufficient for the "practical politicianstt who 
wishe0 to prove, their loyalty in a more "REVEALING" way. We pushec 
the ~111tant into the background and crowded the Guardian into our 
lives. Instead of standing on street corners selling Militants to 
workers, we took the Guardian from one door to the next, usually in 
some nice residential area. Finally, we wound up this campaign for 
allegiance with the psuedo-socialists and the Guardian crowd with 
our petitions for nSobell. u 

OUr "practical lt friends felt safe in this type of work for they 
realize that in all Marxist literature, the worker is portrayed as 
a "pillar of patience. It He 1s reluctant to assume his historic role, 
if any Qther solution can be found for his problems. We have seen 
that he will listeri to the lies Gn~ prop(}!zan~.a of his class enemies, 
provided they can cffer a "PEACEFUL SOLUTION" to his prcblems. There 
is a ttpOINT OF NO RETURN," however. When "he (the "Worker) can see no 
hope, when he sees his living stancard deteriorating, and when the 
bastions of reaction begin attacking his organization, he becomes 
violent. The worker-Bolshevik reacts in precisely the same way. To 
this I can testify. 

I was ngisturbed tt when the slogan ttBuild a Labor Party" was re
moved from my paper. I was "shocked n when we invented the idea of 
"PULLING IN OUR HORNS" in the labor movement, thus removing ourselves 
from the trace union. I was ANGRY when the dreamy-eyed theologians 
decided that maybe the Stalinists could lead a successful anti-cap
italist struggle, and foolishly mistook a bourgeois revolution for 
a workers-state, and in doing this made our apologies to the Stal
inists for those harsh ane uncompromising wores of former days. But 
when they ask m~ to crawl in with LIBERALS AND THE STALINISTS, I am 
do"1ng as the song suggests, "Itm Rolling Up My Sleeves and Fighting 
Back." Fighting in the political sense is very difficult for the 
worker-Bolshevik. All his cherished methods of attack are frowned 
upon by the intellectuals. Since the parliamentarians and more "prac
tical politicians" would use it against him, he must, therefore, if 
he is to fight in the ir "arena, n use the ir methods. The ir methods, 
however, are foreign and clumsy, and the worker picks up the pen 
and invades the sanctuary of the "intellectual" only under great du. 
ress. He must be moved by a terrific compulsion to engage in a fight 
that will force him to use methods that can be mastered by him only 
with great difficulty. The thought of life in the other world is so 
intolerable, however, he feels that no sacrifice is too great. For 
those of you with more sensitive ears, I assure you that the scratch
es you hear are not that of my pen. It is that of a militant claw
ing at the walls that have imprisoned him with the cocktail crowd. 

The first volley that we shall "fire" at these political sin
ners that would have me out selling the GUardian is, of course, 
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this letter to the Political Committee. It is an outline of my o
pinions on the subject. In addition to this, I have two other bul
letins in outline form. The first of these is entitled "REGROUP
~ENT, IHm ~ ~ AND SOCIALISM." Its purpose is to show the par
ty the effect that this hRegroupment Polley" has had on a branch 
that has earned the title of "THE PROLETARIAN HEART OF OUR PARTY." 
The second bulletin which has not been christened will deal with 
the military problems facing America in the event of a third world 
war. It occurred to me that the betrayal of the Stalinists could 
best be pointed out in military terms. The purpose for the second 
bulletin, therefore, 1s to show the fact that the military initia
tive has always lain in the direction of the masses. Of course, 
there is a very interesting sidelight to this. If.this can be proven 
true, we are then 1n a poor position to be parroting the phrases of 
the bourgeois press with such terms as "stalemate." There will be 
another reason for this bulletin. We will not only be able to demon
strate the treachery of the Stalinists with such an examination, 
but it will also allow us to examine our own conciliators treachery. 
We must remember that if we suggest that the military situation 
between Russia and America is a stalemate, we are in no position to 
accuse the Stalinists of a sell-out of the Indo-China and Korea. 
After all, we cannot blame the Stalinists for something we have al
ready agreed is a physical impossibility. 

It is not merely my dislike for the new policy or the utter 
contempt I feel for the "Soldiers of SobeD}' that has driven me to 
this fight, it is the realization that the ash-can of history has 
been filled with political parties that have fOUnd it was necessary 
to follow the practicDl way of life. If these "practical politicians" 
have twisted the platform of the workers-party to such an extent 
that this letter is falling on I1deaf" ears, then a very historically 
significant event may have occurred. Frankly, it is well within the 
realm of possibility if this trend is not revised, that the first 
thing on the agenda of the American working class is not the rev
olution but the building of a party to "leadn it, a party freed of 
petty bourgeois ideology and of Stalinist influence that can lead 
the workders in a successful anti-capitalist revolution. Such a 
statement may seem to some to be a hopeless exaggeration. My friends 
would say that Larry thinks because he has strong breath, he must 
use strong words. Lets see if this is true. 

We have entered into a policy wherein we are offering our plat
form to any former Stalinist as a means of airing his views. We beg 
him to mend the error of his ways, and that if he does so, we pro
mise him that we will cheerfully forgive him. These former Stalinists 
will then be invited to dine at our tables and to sleep in our bees. 
At this very time when world opinion has destroyed Stalinists and 
pushed them into a shallow grave, we now reach down and with the 
tenderness only a mother could feel, we are dusting the sand and dirt 
from their troubled brow and breathing life into their bodies. We 
then present them with a new home, with a clean and decent addres~, 
and last, but not least, we give this policy the cynical naue "ANTI
STALINIST CAMPAIGH." 

Jesus is supposed to have produced some remarkable feats of re
sur~ection. If ours are not equal to His, it is certainly not our 



-4-

fault. Only the stupidity of the Stalinists could have failed to see 
the political advantages of such an opportunity to work in the only 
political party left to whom the workers could look for support. ~he 
Stalinists have failed their bourgeois masters miserably. Although 
this failure is not total or complete, it is realitive. They . 
have failed to see the political possibilities of entering into our 
organization. At the same time, a sufficient amount of their program 
is indoctrinated into our organization to render us virtually harm
less. For our party to have engaged in such activities ten years ago 
would have been unthinkable; to do so today indicates a misunder
standing of what a Stalinist really is. In addition, to do this 
proves that the theoretical bankruptcy of those people who have ad
vocated such form of action. They have not yet learned that one basic 
fact of life, that is they have not yet learned tr~t the Stalinists 
are hopelessly bourgeois in character. They are completely tied to 
capitalism. The pseudo-radical trimmings, their near Marxist phras
eology, are merely traps for fools and a convenient mask to hide be
hind in misguiding the labor movement. It is their job both in and 
out of labor movements, to perpetuate capitalism in America for the 
reason that Stalinist RUssia cannot live without a capitalist Amer
ica any more than a capitalist America can live . without a Stalinist 
Russia. One supports the other in this rotted system in which we live. 

In analyzing our domestic problems we are forced to review our 
attitude toward the Chinese Stalinists. This policy was naturally in
stituted and conceived for the purpose of making these overtures 
toward domestic varietyo Our first concern shall be directed toward 
them. Just as the class character of the Russian Revolution became 
the stumbling stone that tripped the practical politicians of another 
period, so will the class character of China be the undoing of the 
intellectuals of this generation. When we plow through this maze of 
history, we will not only clear up this question, but, in addition, 
we will demonstrate the line of thinking that has led into this bour
geois swamp of class collaboration known as l1Regroupmen.t." The error 
that we made in China, that is calling the Stalinists a group of re
luctant revolutionists, demonstrates the point perfectly. For the 
past five or six years our party intellectuals have wasted time, 
paper and ink trying to determine just when the Stalinists were able 
to make a worker-state of China. Some say this remarkable event took 
place on a cold September morning in 1949. The contending group says 
this is impossible. This couldn't have happened because they say China 
didntt become a worker-state and the Stalinists couldntt have become 
revolutionists until after the Korean War, at which time they felt 
the pinch of imperialism. 

So we have the cliche of the old theologians of the Catholic 
Church quibbling over how many angels can danoe on the point of a 
needle. Many I suppose would think such a statement as this is rather 
crude, an obvious journalistic trick. Nothing could be further from 
the truth. We must remember that the life of Trotsky was dedicated 
to the proposition that the Stalinists are incapable of showing a 
revolutionary tendency in their whole body. Yet today we are prepared 
to deny this, in words as well as deeds. We are saying that the Stal
inists ~~ capable of revolution, for only a revolutionary party can 
build a worker-state. 
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These are the same intellectuals that shouted with pious indig

nation at Pablo, called him a revisionist, a dreamer, a traitor to 
Marxism. The truth of the matter is they were 100 per cent right. 
This poor devil, suffering the torments of the dammed, sought a di
vine spark of knowledge. Tossing on his bed at night, he begged God 
for that flash of intellect that would permit him to pierce the fu
ture and be told what is to be done in this period, and with the 
granting of such a gift, he became the first practical politician in 
our midst. From this gift he came up with the conclusion that the 
Stalinists were capable of revolution, or at least his analysis of 
China and the buffer states convinced him that the Stalinists were 
working in the right direction. Just how far have we strayed towards 
Pablo's path? I can hear my comrades say with heated ~rotest, "we 
have never claimed the Stalinists were revolutionary.t Haven t we 
now? Lets be sure, and examine the question just a bit closer. When 
we, as Lenin's successors and followers, refer to China as a "work
er-state." We are saying in effect that the Stalinists are capable of 
leading an anti-capitalist revolution. We are saying that for the 
first time in historY, the Stalinists standing at the head of an arm
ed people have conducted an anti-capitalist revolt to the successfUl 
conclusions of a worker-state. If such a thing is possible, several 
things are brought sharplY into focus simultaneously. First, we have 
to ask ourselves a very important question. If the Stalinists are now 
able to lead a revolutionary war for the purpose of establishing a 
worker-state, deformed, degenerated, or in any other condition, good, 
bad, or indifferent, then what excuse have we for fighting them? 
Isn t that our Rurpose? If we do so, isn't it an act of a counter
revolutionist. JNot so," scream the practical politicians; "they were 
forced to do this." Then, as an explanation in the hopes that we will 
buy it, they add this bit of sugar to the buttering up they gave us. 
If the Stalinists do successfully lead an anti-capitalist revolt, the 
workers will still have to seize power from THEM. 

Now let us analyze what we are saying. What we have actually 
said is that within the Stalinists group, there is a Trotskyist 
movement operating obviously as a very shadowy faction within this 
organization. This movement is set up to teach the bureaucratic or
ganization of the Stalinists to be more in harmony with the working 
class. It can't be any other way, for the reason that once you say 
that Stalinists are capable of leading a revolution that is anti-cap
italistic in nature, you have immediately doomed the Trotskyist to 
being merely a liberalizing action with the Stalinist group. This 
opinion is already in print and has to the best of my knowledge never 
been criticized by our party. I am referring to the internal discus
sion bulletin of May 1957 under the title, "Question of China" by 
John Peterson, and I quote: "Japan is the only really industrial de
veloped country in Asia. The working class is more or less qUiescent. 
However, sympathy and interest in socialism in the Chinese revolution 
is universal. Under these conditions the possibility of building a 
revolutionary-socialist party in Japan 1s greater than in any other 
important Asiatic country. The Victory of the working class in Japan 
would push Asia on a path to a socialist revolution. The first task 
of the Chinese Socialist democracy if it is victorious in China before 
there is a reVolution in Japan, is to aid a revolution in Japan. The 
victory of the workers in Japan can only be accomplished by a revo
lutionary-socialist party. The Japanese Communist Party must be tUrned 
left and the bureaucrats in turn turned out. To do this is the task 
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of the Japanese Trotskyist." And so, as we see, it is spelled out in 
detail for us. Nothing could be clearer than this. 

Our apologists suggest that the Stalinists were forced to lead 
a revolution, that is according to the brilliant "theorist" of our 
party. They point with pride to the fact that the full socialization 
of industry didn't come about until after the Korean War, and thus 
demonstrates their confusion with anti-imperialism and anti-capital
ism. The Chinese CP has demonstrated about as much revolutionary fer
vor as the corner grocer does when he demands more freedom from the 
National Tea down the block. But our theorists are blind to these 
considerations. They confuse nationalization with socialism. So long 
as an industry is nationalized they automatically assume that it is 
also socialized, without realizing that there is tremendous distinc
tion between these two. The socialization of industries suggests the 
workers control of government, the seizure of the factories and the 
means of production. The nationalization of industry on the other 
hand connotates something much different. We must remember that Eng
land nationalized much of its industry but they were a long ways 
from socialization of industry. In the same direction, Nazi Germany 
also nationalized many of its industries, but we would be in a poor 
position to suggest that this was a workers state. I suppose, however, 
it is almost useless to discuss questions of theory with people that 
have deviated as far as this. If they are prepared to say that pea
santry led by a petty bourgeois party can build a workers state, if 
they have deviated that far from Marxism, I think debate on theory 
seems almost useless. But if theory 1s useless, what about history, 
can we look towards that. 

Has history ever provided us with an example where a petty bour
geois party has turned revolutionary due to the pressure of the mass
es, or turned revolutionary period for that matter. No,. it most 
assuredly has not. History has shown us to the contrary, that on 
every occasion the petty bourgeois party has prepared to turn its 
guns on the working class, the moment their demands embarrass the cap
italist masters. It has never happened before, but we insisted it hap
pened 1n China. In Burma, a sister state of China, there is also gov
ernment ownership, or the nationalization of certain industries. But 
we haven't as yet thought of calling Burma a worker-state. Why this 
distinction do you suppose. Could it be that because our buddies 
didn't lead the revolution in Burma, or would a more polite explana
tion be in order. Shall we say rather that the gunpowder that was used 
in the Chinese revolution clouded our eyes and all we could hear was 
the noise, and because of this, assumed that it had to be a proletar
ian revolution. I cantt find any other explanation in common sense. 
One thing is a certainty and that is that all the explanations given 
so far for calling China a worker-state are not valid. We know for a 
fact that the workers did not participate in revolution. We know that 
it was led by a petty-bourgeois party, a Stalinist party. As for their 
having been forced on a revolutionary path, theoretically this is an 
impossibility, but actually we have the words of Comrade Peng on this 
subject, and I quote: "Regarding the relation between the CCP and 
the masses (including its relation to a 'mass ~ressuret) I am not go
ing to trace the facts prior to and during the war against Japan. How
ever, fully it demonstrates how often the CCP violated the aspirations 
of the masses and ignored "mass pressure." I shall start with the per
iod at the end of the war. The first period immediately after the war, 
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from September 1945 to the end of 1946, marked a considerable reviv
al and growth of the mass movement in China. In this period, the 
working masses in all the great cities, Shanghai being the center, 
first brought forward their demands for a slid1ng scale increase 1n 
wages, etc. They universally and cont inously " engaged 1n strikes and 
demonstrations. Although this struggle in its main features did not 
pass beyond the economic framework nor reach a national level, it did 
at least prove that after the war, the workers had lifted up their 
heads. They were waging a resolute fight against the bourgeoisie and 
its reactionary government for the improvement of their living con
ditions and general position. It actually won considerable s"J.ccess. 
No doubt this was the expression of a new awakening 1n the "Chinese 
worker s t movement. n 

Meantime, among the peasant masses, under the unbearable weight 
of compulsory contributions, taxes in kind, conscription, threat of 
starvation, the ferment of resentment was boiling. Some disturbances 
had already occurred in the regions controlled by Chiang's govern
ment. Notably the students, representing in general the petty-bour
geoisie, engaged in large-scale protests, strikes, and manifestations 
in the big cities, such as Chungking, Kunming, Nanking, Shanghai, 
Canton, Peiping, etc. with banners and slogans demanding democracy 
and peace, against mobilization for the civil war, against the Kuom
intang dictatorship, against the persecutions conducted by the Kuom
ingtang agents. 

On the other hand, returning to the "recovered areas," Chiang's 
government not only revealed extreme corruption and inefficiency in 
its administration, but it stirred up very strong resentment among 
the people. It already gave the appearance of tottering. Its power 
did not extend into North China for a certain period of time, espec
ially in Manchuria o (It was not until the beginning of March, 19~6, 
that the Soviet Union began gradually to transfer such great cities 
as Mukden, and Chanchuan, the mine areas to Chiang's government.) 
During this same period, the military strength of the CCP, its polit
ical influence as well, began to grow among the masses rapidly. These 
struggles of the workers, the ferment of resentment and rebellion 
among the peasants, the wide spread demonstrations of the stUdents. 
accompanied the corruption and insecurity of Chiangts regime, with 
the strengthening of the CCP, resulted in the pre-revolutionary situ
ation. If the OOP would then have been able to stay in step with the 
conditions, that is, accept fttij.e pressure of the masses," raise slo
gans for the overthrow of Chiang Kai-shek government (i.e., the slo
gan for seizure of power) and j01n this slogan with other demands 
for democratic reforms, especially with the demands for agrarian rev
olution, it would have been able to transfor~ this "pre-revolutionary" 
situation to a directly revolutionary situation. It could have car
ried through the insurrection and thereby arrive at the conquest of 
power in the most propitious way, 

Unfortunately, the fundamental political line adopted by the 
CCP in this period was quite different. Contrary to what it should 
have done -- mobilize the masses in the struggle for power, under the 
slogans of overthrowing the Chiang government, and its agrarian re
form, it kowtowed to Chiang Kai-shek and pleaded for the establishment 
of a "coalition government." (For this purpose Mao flew to ChungkIng 
to negotiate directly with Chiang, and even openly expressed his sup-
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port of the latter in mass meetings.) It tried its best ts pull to
gether the politicians in the upper layers of the bourgeoisie and 
petty-bourgeoisie in order to proceed with peace parleys under the 
initiative of American imperialism. 

As for the economic struggles of the working class, not only did the 
CCP fail to give any p:si ti ve lead 1n transformation of these struggles into 
JX>litical. str1:lggles, which was quite possible at the time, but on the 
contrary, in order to effect a ttunited fronttt with the "national 
bourgeoisie," it persuaded the working masses not to go te ttextremes ft 

1n their conflicts. Moreover, it dealt obsequiously with the leaders 
of the t1yellow trade unions,tt in order to check the "excessive" de
mands of the workers. Its activities in the countryside were limit
ed solely to movements of organizing guerrillas, while it avoided all 
activity with broad mass action which would have encouraged and uni
fied the peasant masses. The great student movement, 1n the cities 
was handled as a simple instrument for exerting pressure on the Kuo
mingtang government, to accept peace parley and were never linked 
with the strikes of the workers in a common struggle against the rule 
of Chiang Kai-shek. 

However, in May 1946, as a result of the incessant military of
fensive of the KUomintang, the CCP announced that 1n certain areas 
under its domination it had begun agrarian reform, which served only 
te reinforce its military influence. Yet, this kind of land reform 
was by no means thorough-going since it consisted largely in compro
mise with the landlords and rich peasants by preserving all their 
"industrial and commercial properties." It was also quite limited as 
to its scope. (For instance, no land reform was'allowedvin the areas 
of the provinces of Shantung, Kiangsu, Hopei, Honan.) Moreover, in its 
anxious desire to accomplish its reconciliation with Chiang Kai-shek, 
the CCP dissolved the peasant army, in Kwangtung and Chekiang. They 
removed only part of it to North China, causing great dissatisfaction 
among the rank and file members within the party itself. These facts 
sufficiently prove that the policy of the CCP not only did not accede 
to "the pressure of the masses, ft but proceed arbitrarily in precise 
oppos1tion to the will and demands of the masses. 

Chiang Kai-shek, on his part, made full use of the time during 
the peaoe conference to transport his army with the aid of American 
planes and warships from the interior to the great cities and the 
strategic bases in the "recovered areas," to solidify his position 
and to prepare for armed attack with the CCP. Meantime, he suppressed 
all the newly arising mass movements, especially the student movements. 
At the end of 1946, all the preparations were completed. Chiang's 
government openly barred all the doors to compromise and peace par
leys by holding its own ttna t10nal assembly" and organizing its own 
ttConstituent Government," which shows its determination to eradicate 
the establishment of any tfcoa11tion government" with the CCP. Follow
ing these steps it mobilized a great military offensive (such as the 
seizure of Chang-Chai-kow and some small cities and towns in North 
Kiangsu.) Yet, up to this moment, the CCP had not given up its efforts 
at conciliation. Its delegates to the peace conference still lingered 
in Shanghai and Nanking, trying to reopen peace parleys with the Kuo
mintang through the medium of the so called "Third Force" -- "Demo
cratic League." Not until later when Chiang Kai-shek drove away the 



-9-

peace delegation of the CCP did it realize the hopelessness of this 
attempt. (March 1947, when he succeeded in occupying its capitol and 
stronghold, Yen-an April 1947.) Only then did it muster its forces 
to engage in a military defense. But even then, at that time it still 
did not dare to raise the slogan of the overthrow of the KUomintang 
government. It did not offer a program of agrarian reform to mobi
lize the masses. 

Finally, at the moment ~hat Chiang's government made public 
the "warrant" for arresting Mao Tse-tung (June 25, 194?) and pro
claimed the "decree of mobilization for sUppressing revolts" (July 
4). After several months of hesitation, during which time he seemed 
to be awaiting instructions from Moscow, the CCP published its mani
festo on October 10 in the name of the "People f s Liberation Armytt 
which openly urged the.overthrow of Ch1angKai-shek and the building 
of the nNew China." Meantime, it once again brought forward its 
"agrarian law" declaring the expropriation of the land of the land
lords and rich peasants while maintaining the "industrial and com
mercial enterprises." The redistribution of this land was to go to 
peasants without any or with too little land. 

However, this was a remarkable change in the policies of the 
CCP since the time that it vowed support to Chiang's regime and 
abandoned land reform in 1937. In view of its relations with Chiang's 
government, this change in policy can be considered fundamental. 

Was this ttchange tt then the result of "mass pressure?" No, ob
viously not. At this moment the mass movement had already been bru
tally trampled down by Chiang's regime and was actually at a very 
low ebb. While the Kuomintang agents raged everywhere, thousands of 
young students were arrested, tortured and even assassinated, and 
hunted. The indisputable facts indicate that the CCP was compelled 
to make this change solely because Chiang had pulled down all bridges 
toward compromise. It was confronted by a mortal threat of a violent 
attack designated to annihilate its influence once and for all. So 
we might gather that this change was the result of Chiang's pressure 
than the "pressure of the masses. tt (From S. T. Feng: Report on the 
Chinese SitUation, pages 12-15.) So we see that the "Stalinist con
ciliators are not only an error in ,theory but in fact as well. Al
though many may disagree with Comrade Peng's theoretical conclusions, 
it would take a brave soul indeed to dispute his questions of fact. 
So we see to call China a worker-state 1s to fly into the face of 
history, to ignore all theory of Marxism and dispute reality as it 
exists. 

Comrades, I have never felt the call from God to preach the 
word, to saVe souls or to be a Sunday sin buster. But we have taken 
a long journey from Marxism, a journey that has taken us across the 
bridge to adultery, political adultery, and I would like to leave 
with my comrades this one message: adultery is a sin, and the wage 
of sin is death. I know that this is a harsh and uncompromising mes
sage. It isnft designed to win friends and influence people as much 
as I would like to do so. At the same time, it is the blunt and plain 
truth. We cannot carryon a shameless love affair with the Stalin
ists and the liberals and the workerts class enemies, while at the 
same time suggesting that we are preparing ourselves for the time 
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when the workers will revolt and look to us for leadership. For it 
we were really preparing ourselves for thiS! we would be hating their 
class enemies instead of softening our mora fibers. Comrades, when 
the time comes, it is going to be very difficult I assure you to hate 
someone with whom you have enjoyed such a tender relationship. Every 
day we are moving a little further to the right. Every step in this 
direction 1s justified by the one before, and every step we take 
means that we are further from the voice of the militant worker who 
is pleading for us to return. It is repeated in Marxist literature 
that a revolutionary party is the harshest master of them all, and 
that is true in periods like this in which we are living in isolation, 
periods when the workers will not listen to our voices. The pressure 
against us has become terrific, and so we have sought new roads to 
revolution to avoid this pressure. A gentle, more comfortable road, 
not that steep climb to the hearts of the working class. We have seen 
that as we beat the brush seeking this new route, we found our way 
to Pablots path. We are prepared to make amends to the Stalinists, 
to forgive them, or at least work in that direction, and for politi
cal expediency, today we are prepared to make love with the worker's 
class enemies and to call a Socialist anyone in the Guardian group 
or anybody that is prepared to make a psuedo-radical speech in which 
a few phrases that might be loosely connected with Marxism is used. 
Comrades, I am going to hate the Guardian crowd, I am going to de
nounce the Stalinists as workers class enemies, I am going to stand 
up in an uncompromising fight for Trotskyism as I knew it to be ten 
years ago. Under no circumstances will I compromise one plank in our 
party platform for the entire vote of the left Socialist movement. 
It simply is not expedient and it doesn't make good sense. This mes
sage is dedicated to the group of people who feel as I do, to those 
people who are tired of working in this mire of Stalinism, to those 
who feel contempt for the bourgeois dev1at1onists who will lead us 
down the road to political extinction. I am convinced that history 
will one day mark this struggle, for it 1s of utmost importance to 
us and to the future of our international movement that this policy 
be changed. If we are turned into harmless eunuchs of the sUltans 
palace, political dependence on the petty bourgeois masters, some 
very serious consequences are going to take place. It is up to us 
to stop the fascists by organizing the working class. If we have 
been drained of our political strength and robbed of our political 
potency and separated from the only people with whom we can do bus
iness, the working class, this is precisely what can occur. Without 
a Bolshevik party leading the masses, we can see fascism in America 
as a foredrawn conclusion. Fascism in America will mean a period of 
barbarism and brutality that will make Hitler's regime seem like a 
peevish boy·s. These are the stakes for which we are fighting. I am 
asking the workers to protest and to protest vigorously now to this 
new policy. . 

Minneapolis Minnesota 
December 1958 
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CONTRIBUTION TO THE DISCUSSION ON YOUTH PERSP}oc;TlYES 

By Ann Zuckofr 

The $ccusations of disloyalty and factional lining up of non
party youth that have been leveled at some of the youth comrades 
must be cleared up. They have been raised only to becloud the real 
issues facing the youth today. The real issue 1s how best to 
organize and fight for a socialist America. This discussion can be 
a very fruitful one if it deals with the real problems; the tasks, 
perspectives and organization of the youth, and not with accusations 
and counter-accusations. 

The problem of how to handle party differences within the youth 
clubs as they are now constituted 1s very confused and misunderstood 
by many comrades. 'rhe following excerpts from a letter to a former 
leader of the Left-Wing Caucus of the Young Socialist League by 
Murry Weiss indicate very clearly what Comrade Weiss' conception and 
attitude is on how party differences are to be handled inside a 
youth movementa 

'·In the united youth formation that will surely arise in the 
next period, the Political Committee has unambiguously reaffirmed 
its view that it is opposed to forming a party caucus in the new 
youth organization, ~atever its exa~orm may be. And we do not 
ask SWP m~mbers to refr~in from expr§ssin$ d+fferences_they may have 
with majority Partv pOSitions in th~ course cf the di~ussions with
in the youth organiza~iQD. (My emphasis -- AZ.) 

"The concept of the responsibility of a minority to confine its 
struggle basically to the party has never implied limiting the free
dom of expression of supporters of a minority within a revolutionary 
youth organization, whatever the exact relation of such an or,ganiz§,
tion. (My emphasis -- AZ.) or, as you mentioned, under certain 
Circumstances, found their major arena in the youth movement. d 

This was, and to my knowledge remains Comrade Weiss' approach. 
I was in direct opposition to this concept then and am still of the 
same opinion; that the place to debate questions of differences with 
the SWP line is in the party and not in the presence of non-SWP 
youth! 

When discussions were first beginning to take place in the YSA 
around the Independent Socialist Ticket (1ST), I went to Bert Deck, 
the youth organizer and presented him with this problem, namely, that 
it was apparent that differences with the 1ST had developed in the 
party and although Comrade Weiss was of the opinion that comrades 
could express these differences in the youth group, I was of the 
opinion that the YSA was not the place to bring them out. I asked 
for a fraction meeting of the SWP youth comrades to discuss our dif
ferences and see i~ we could come to a compromise, or if not, to at 
least determine what the policy should be with regard to youth com
rades who had differences with the 1ST. This meeting should have 
been called to avoid having to bring up party differences in the YSA, 
and to discuss whether or not Comrade Weisst policy was valid. I was 
of the opinion that it was not. 
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This meeting was called -- and was supposed to have been an SWP 
fraction meeting. Among those who had been invited to attend this 
meeting at 116 were two non-SWP members of the YSA. 

Comrade Deck assured me that one of them, the author of the cur
rent anti-SWP article, t'The Necrophill1acs," was coming closer t9 U;t
(the SWP) and that 1 could raise any differences I had with the 
party in his presence. 

In spite of this sage advice I did not raise any dIfferences I 
had with the party then, and have never done so since. 

Not too long ago when this same individual was still Chairman 
of the !SA he proposed that the YSA give the 1ST critical support 
and 1n effect told the SWP youth comrades to vote against their own 
party line which was for uncritical support. Our youth comrades 
voted unanimously for this proposal. Perhaps this was done to pla
cate him. But for whatever reasons they voted for the proposal they 
were incorrect. If any youth comrade favored a policy of critical 
support of the 1ST the place to fight for it is in the party and not 
accept full support in the SWP and then vote the opposite in the 
youth. 

At a recent YSA meeting, during a discussion on youth orienta
tion, several majority comrades spoke on regroupment and made the 
charge that anyone who was not in favor of a campus orientation was 
against regroupment and should say so. This was of course in the 
presence of non-party youth. 

I questioned Comrade Bert Deck about this in a note and reminded 
him that "1 for one didn't intend to break party discipline by discus
sing regroupment and that I would limit my remarks to the topic under 
discussion. Comrade Bert then made a public statement in which he 
stated that he would take full responsibility for what he would say, 
and that SWP members are under no discipl1n~ from the party and 
should discuss anything they wanted to regardless ot how they dif
fered with the majority line of the SWP. He further stated that any 
SWP member who keeps silent on regroupment, even if they are in 
fundamental disagreement with the party line, are doing so by their 
own choice. 

I can only speak for myself when I say that 1 will remain in 
opposition to this false conception of how party differences are to 
be handled in the youth clubs". I have never, and will refuse to dis
cuss any minority differences with the majority 11ne of the party in 
the youth; and maintain now, as I have in the past that the proper 
place for these discussions is 1n the party -- whether they be on 
the question of State Capitalism, Hungary, the 1ST, Regroupment, or 
any other major differences that the youth may have with the party 
line. 'Dais policy can only serve to confuse non-party youth, who 
are looking for socialist answers and are not interested in listening 
to SWPers argue over these questions among themselves. 

In defense of those minority comrades Who have brought out their 
differences in the youth, I want to stress that it is unfair~ 
unwarranted for the majority to charge them with disloyalty. The 
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majority youth comrades have inslsteq and urged them to speak their 
differences. How can they now, in all fairness, make such a charge. 

What must be clarified here, is that the SWP youth aside from 
talking to each other as individuals, never got together formally to 
discuss this, and many other questions pertaining to our youth work. 
We have never discussed exactly what our policy and attitude toward 
the youth group should be. We have never had the chance to exchange 
information or ideas or to express what our feelings were with regard 
to youth policy so as to enable us to coordinate our youth work and 
determine what our policy and attitude toward the youth group should 
be. We had nothing more to go on than our own instincts and ability 
to judge each particular situation as it arose. This is not acci
dental. It is to be explained by Comrades Weiss and Deck, who have 
violently opposed any kind of get-to-gether on the part of SWP youth 
comrades on the grounds that we would appear to dominate the youth 
clubs. But it has worked out just the oppos:ite in reality. By not 
discussing youth policy, we appeared more often than not to dominate 
the organization. we had no vehicle to coordinate our youth work 
properly. This policy alone was responsible for a good deal of the 
confusion and haggling over secondary organizational questions among 
the SWP comrades within the YSA. 

It is imperative that a fraction be set up immediately! The 
youth must be able to properly discuss political questions pertaining 
to youth work and come to decisions on important issues and determine 
What our attitude shall be in relation to the party. This was a 
confusing issue when the YSA was formed, and it is even more con
fusing today. 

Unfortunately, there has been a limited amount of reports to the 
branch on youth work, and consequently the New York Local has not had 
a chance for adequate discussions on the developments in the youth. 
This may pose a serious problem for comrades, all of whom are inter
ested in youth work, but who have a limited knowledge of the sequence 
of events pertaining to the youth. 

This document therefore will attempt to help clarify and outline 
the youth developments as they have taken place, in the hopes that 
some of the confusion can be eliminated and an objective discussion 
on the youth perspectives can take place. 

It is now two years since the YSA has been in existence. It is 
certainly time for the SWP youth and the party to evaluate our work 
in these two years and link it up with the objective situation facing 
us today in the youth arena. We must analyze what our role as 
revolutionary socialist youth has been 1n the past to help us deter
mine what our role shall be in the future. 

We must evaluate our errors as well as our positive contribu
tions if we are to find the correct road for the building of a 
Leninist youth movement, which is the only valid form that a revolu
tionary youth movement can be 1n this peVlod. We,must begin by asking 
ourselves how best to achieve this goal, what 1s the objective situa
tion facing us today, and what our perspectives are toward achieving 
this goal. we cannot just mouth the words, It we are for the building 



-14-

of a genuine revolutionary socialist youth movement~ -- most of us 
are agreed that this is what we are all working towards. we have to 
determine now what our line will be, how best to approach the youth, 
whether they be the campus youth, minority or working class youth -
and on what basis and with what program we go to them. 

This document will attempt to analyze the youth developments as 
they have taken place, beginning three years ago, with the party's 
decision to enter into the youth arena, and the formation of the 
AYS -- the American Youth for Socialism in liew York. 

+'be Formation and Nature of the AYS 

The decision to enter into the youth field was based on the 
understanding that a number of opportunities were presenting them
selves in the Negro and Puerto Rican communities and that the youth 
on the campus were once again beginning to respond to political ideas 
after the long period of the witch hunt began to subside. 

An important development was also taking place inside the I8L
YSL among the Shachtmanite youth. It was becoming apparent that 
the ISL was plunging headlong in the direction of the SP-SDF. A 
faction was developing inside the YSL that later crystallized as the 
Left-Wing Caucus, fighting against the capitulation to Social Demo
cracy. The party recognized an opportunity to reach these youth by 
posing a revolutionary alternative and the opportunity to build a 
genuine revolutionary youth group. The Stalinist youth were also in 
ferment because of the dissolution of the LYL (Labor Youth League). 

The party's decision to organize a youth group was correct and 
valid. There were many opportunities opening up for us in a number 
of areas enabling us to attract political and non-political youth 
and to combat the petty-bourgeois ideas of Stalinism and Social 
Democracy. 

Comrade Weiss in a letter to Comrade Cannon on the youth question 
wrote the followings 

rtThe most important point you raise 1s the prospect of a revo
lutionary youth' tendency emerging among the youth and what importance 
this has for the future of our movement. It 1s entirely correct to 
envision that a contest will take place for the allegiance of these 
youth. Our task 1n this process 1s to connect these youth with the 
rich traditions and ideology of international and American Marxism 
and to defeat the counterfeiters. This task is a current one. It 
must take place today in the form of ideological preparation of our 
own ranks and in struggle with other tendencies in the radical move
ment. 

UIn this respect, I think we should combat all inclinations to 
regard our struggles with the revisionists of all forms as a finished 
chapter belon~ing to a dead past. We will be badly mistaken if we 
think we canby-pass' even the Shachtmanites as well as the Cochran
ites in ideological battles. The awakening youth will not take our 
word for anything. We will have to review and bring up to date all 
the great faction fights. These fights, after all, were not just 
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factional brawls. Nor were they concerned over obscure doctrinal 
fine points of interest only to a sect. They were ever the great 
programmatic issues of our epoch, and they have burning meaning in the 
world today. 

"This does not mean that we are interested 1n any fusion or 
entry maneuvers with these people. Our only interest is how to smash 
them. But this must be done at every stage anew. And it must be done 
with ideological weapons. d (Internal Bulletin, June, 1955.) 

The party understood the problem of confronting our opponents, 
as Comrade Weiss put it, to "smash them \'Jith ideological weapons." 
Indeed it was time to put a revolutionary socialist youth group 1n 
the field to "defeat the counterfeiters" and imbue the consciousness 
of the youth with revolutionary Marxism. 

The formation of the AYS enabled us to collaborate with the youth 
of the LWC, and at the same time to begin to gain recognition in the 
youth field as a revolutionary Marxist youth organization. The AYS 
therefore had a good beginning and a sound basis for doing effective 
work in combatting Social Democracy and Stalinism on the youth level. 

This organization was short-lived, however, and never had a 
chance to develop organizational independence from the party. This 
was its biggest limitation. Its strength consisted in its ideologi
cal unity with the party's program. 

Our perspectives for working among the minority, campus and 
working-class youth never did see the light of day. The work that we 
began on the Frank Santana Case, the young Puerto Rican boy who 1s 
still in prison, was dropped. (If comrades don't remember this case, 
I suggest they read the Santana pamphlet by Comrade Joyce Cowley). 
It was announced to the AYS comrades that this organization was dis
solved. It is a fact that to the majority of the youth comrades this 
came as quite a shock. We never had a chance to discuss why the AYS 
was being dissolved; whether or not it should have been. v~ were 
not consulted on this matter and not consulted on whether it would be 
re-constituted. Comrade Weiss, who was in charge of youth work, and 
the PC, decided on the imperatIveness of working together with the 
LWC members in a broader arena. 

What was not apparent then, became more and more apparent later 
namely, that the dissolution of the AYS into a "broader grouping" 
was not just to be able to work more effectively with the youth of 
the LWC, but reflected the party's policy on regroupment. To $ large 
extent the formation of a broad youth movement (which became known 
later on as IBM clubs -- Independent-Broad and Militant) was only a 
mirror of the .tbroad grouping ft and milieu in whi ch the SWP sought to 
function. This was a parallel development between the SWP youth and 
the party. 

Qgnst1tution of the YOung Socialist Forum 

The re-constitution of another youth formation took the form of 
the YSF, in which the SWP youth and the LWC youth could participate 
openly, as joint sponsors. We conducted forum series on controver
sial political topics and were highly successful. Through this 
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vehicle, we attracted many political as well as non-political youth, 
and had as many as 90 to 100 youth at times in our audience. 

If this interim development, the YSF, was really a step toward 
the building of a revolutionary socialist youth movement, then one 
could say that this writer is just a carping critic. As we go on, I 
will attempt to prove that this was not so and that far from having 
any perspective of the building of such a movement, the party was 
viewing this new formation as one more stage 1n the regroupment pro
cess. 

Many youth indicated a strong interest for an organized youth 
club to develop out of the YSP~ They expressed the desire to combine 
the word with the deed. That ls, they wanted an organization that not 
only held forums for educational purposes, but could also take part 
in socialist actions as well. Many of the youth who expressed this 
interest were regular attenders of our forums. 

The AYS members and the youth of the L1~ began to hold joint 
meetings over precisely thls question, Whether this was the correct 
time to form such an organization; and what our perspectives should 
be. 

What was the thinking of the LWC youth while they were in the 
process of breaking with 30cial Democracy? v~at did they mean by a 
youth organization? 

The following excerpts are taken from the LWC Bulletin, April 
1957& 

"We frankly and openly orient to those youth who are in the pro
cess of breaking with Stalinism 1n the name of real socialism, who 
are opposed to the pro-capitalist politics of social-democracy as 
they are to the anti-democratic politics of Stalinism. We believe 
that it is possible to build a socialis! (note well, sqcial~, not 
socia1-democrati~) youth movement in America today, and we intend to 
build such a movement. That is what we mean by 'Unity to the Left.'tt 

And further in the YSL Left Wing Declaration: 

"We are members of the YSL because we want to assist in the 
formation of a revolutionary democratic socialist youth movement in 
the U.S. we are not sectarians. We are.willing to unite with all 
socialist minded youth on the basis of the mlAim~m ErogrJWi of 
genuine socialis~: (My emphasis -- ~Z.) independent political action 
of the working crass and the oppressed peoples everywhere throughout 
the world, against both Stalinist and Capitalist oppressors. tI 

Ttis reflected a healthy tendency on the part of the LWC in 
their movement away from the social-democratic politics of the ISL. 

While some of their formulations on Stalinism are questionable, 
their concept of the kind of the youth movement they proposed to 
build was far more 1n keeping with the objective conditions and needs 
of building a youth movement than the present concept of IBM. 
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As our joint meetings continued, a sharp division of opinion 

began to develop. The L\~ members were in favor of a minimum program 
on which to unite the youth, in order to have a cohesive youth organ
ization and give it some meaning. Their approach was to offer an 
alternative to the youth who up till now had only the perspective of 
Stalinism or Social Democracy. 

Bert Deck and the SWP youth were in opposition to this approach. 
Their concept 'Was to have some kind of ttLoose Federation of Youth, (\ 
without offering any policy or program. The party line at the time 
was changing to "the time is not yet ripe for a revolutionary social
ist youth movement;" that He can attract youth to some all-inclusive, 
amorphous club that is loose and broad and doesn't stand for anything. 

This was a far cry from the party's original conception of youth 
'Work. It certainly had nothing to do with the remarks of Comrade 
Weiss, who said thena 

"I am worried that our student work will not get to first base 
until we've taken off our coats and done a job on the Shachtmanites. 
The brutal fact is that they have more on the campus than we do, and 
much more important, they stand in a position to disorlen~ a~ 
demor&l~~ (My emphasis -- AZ) awakening elements that are looking 
for a r~dic§1 solution (my emphasis -- AZ). 

"I'm in favor of opening a sustained polemical attack against 
all our opponents. I think the Cochranite-Sweezyite combination 
should be high on our list. The Shachtmanites a close second, parti
cularly in the student field. it (Internal Bulletin, June, 1955.> 

It should be obvious that if we don't want the awakening ele
ments to be disoriented and demoralized we must offer them a rtradical 
solutiond as Comrade Weiss so aptly put it. 

What happened then to change the thinking So fundamentally of 
the party on the youth question. If there were such rapidly leftward 
moving forces as the party had evaluated after the 20th Congress of 
the CP, we should have continued our policy of a ·'sustained polemical 
attacktl against our opponents. But as the regroupment line of the 
party developed, so too the concept of an ideological battle began to 
change. It became apparent that the attitude towards youth work began 
to change also. Instead of working towards the building of a revolu
tionary socialist youth movement, the youth club was to become only a 
tool of regroupment. rhis limited the youth from penetrating into 
the areas that had previously opened to us and which motivated the 
organization of the AYS. Opportunities were still there but the 
regroupment tactic shifted our attention away from mass youth work to 
one of adaptation to petty-bOUrgeois radicals. 

Youth struggles were taking place allover New York City. Close 
to 1,000 youth were expelled from high schools on the grounds that 
they were juvenile delinquents. Meetings of youth were held city-wide 
in protest over these expulsions, yet the YSA was never present or 
ever partiCipated in the action of the student protest. 

At the last City Conference of the New York Local, loud declama
tions were made by Bert Deck on how the YSA would organize and parti-
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cipate in the Brooklyn Labor Committee to Combat Racial Discrimina
tion. But not one concrete step was taken to carry through this pro
posal. 

The proposal for the youth to participate in the N~CP youth 
was at best either sporadic and disorganized, and at worst, never 
materialized. Whatever activities were accomplished was done under 
the pressure of a few minority youth comrades who were confronted 
with many obstacles and organizational restrictions. 

It is absolutely incorrect to put a youth movement 1n the field 
that has no perspectives of becoming anything more than just a 
regroupment tactic. If the party is really serious about building a 
youth movement in this country, it must give the youth something more 
to work with. It must imbue the youth of today with revolutionary 
socialism and begin by training youth cadres and uniting them on the 
basis of what we stand for and that is revolutionary Marxism. 

How Youth Atrlve it R@volutionary Id~a§ 

The following 1s Comrade Deck's approach on how youth come to 
socialism. 

"we did not present the party to the youth in an ultimatistlc 
fashion, 1.e. -- we have the program, this is the party, it's the only 
revolutionary party, if you want to be revolutionists joim this party, 
accept this program; it is already worked out for you. We avoided 
that pitfall, which could only isolate us from the best of the youth 
who want to think through on their own all political questions and 
develop socialism as part and parcel of their beings -~ not something 
handed down t t m but something which griws oyt of their QWQ 

c n t r a iv tho h. (My emphasis -- AZ.) 
Comments on the Current Stage of the Youth Movement.) 

Comrade Deck has ofte!l said that he is quoting Lenin when he says 
that "we do not tell the youth what to do, and they must independent
ly arrive at their own conclusions toward socialism.·t Ihis is false! 
In the uYoung Generatlond Lenin said, ~ ••• necessarily, the youth 
must come to socialism in a different way, by other paths~ in other 
forms, under other circumstances than thelr fathers. • • t But Lenin 
never so much as indicated that the youth should independently arrive 
at their Qwn cgnclusiona toward socialism. Independent of What? Of 
history? But history has already been made. And how can we possibly 
expect the youth to think through on their own all political ques
tions? 

Comrade Deck 1s bowing to the idea of "spontaneity" which Lenin 
fought against at the turn of the century. tt ••• subservience to , 
the spontaneity of the labor movement, the belIttling of the role of 
'the conscious element,t of the role of Social-Democracy, MEANS, 
WHETHER ONE, LIKES IT OR NOT, GROw:rH OF DiFLUENCE OF BOURGEOIS '. 
IDEOLOGY AMONG THE WORKERS." (Lenin 1n \that Is To Be Done) (Emphasis 
in original -- AZ.) In developing this concept Lenin quotes Kautsky 
approvingly who had written at an earlier time that ~Soc1allsm and 
the class struggle arise side by side and not out of the other; each 
arises out of different premises. MOdern socialist consciousness can 
arise only on the basis of profound scientific knowledge. It 
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If this 1s true for the adult movement then it is even more true 
for the young generation. The young generation, only now growing up, 
does not possess the experience of the class struggle or the revolu
tionary temperament. It does not explore for itself as did the older 
generation but falls into an environment of the most powerful govern
ment institutions and into an arena of the ideas of the ruling class. 
The question of the correct orientation of the young generation 
acquires utmost importance. 

The youth of today or of any generation cannot be lett to explore 
for themselves and we cannot wait until "socialism grows out of their 
own experience, and their own creati ve thought, tt as Comrade Bert Deck 
would have us do. The youth are being told every day what to do and 
bnw to do il by the capitalist class. Surely, we as revolutionary 
Marxists have even more of a right to tell the youth what we would 
have them dol we have to realize that history has already been made. 
There are many existing political tendencies in the radical movement 
who also want to tell the youth what to do and are telling the youth 
~at to do. Shall we therefore leave it up to the young generation 
to follow in the footsteps of the betrayers of the working class, the 
Stalinists? Or let them go to the side of the state Department 
polItics of Social Democracy simply because we do not want to antag
onize the youth by telling them what to do -- and sitting patiently 
by while they think things through on their own? It is impossible 
for the youth of today to think things through on their own. The 
capitalists and other petty-bourgeois forces are not sitting patiently 
by and letting the youth determine on the basis of their own experl
ences;which road they should travel. It is our duty as Marxists to 
tell them that we have the correct program. And this does not mean 
that we are being ttultimat1stlc" to do so. 

Socialism is not a spontaneous process growing out of the class 
struggle. Youth as well as adults must be imbued with the ideas, 
methods and goals of socialism. S~cialismt having become a science, 
must be studied. 'This advice of Engels retains all its validity 
today. 

We want to educate and elevate the level of consciousness of the 
young generation -- we want to put them on the road to revolutionary 
socialism. 

What Is IBM? 

IBM supposedly stands for Independent-Bread-Militant. It has 
been subjected to much criticism, confusion and debate over its pre
cise meaning and interpreted many different ways nationally. This 
alone should serve to indicate that there is something seriously 
wrong with it. Its meaning, however, will in itself serve this pur
pose adequately enough. 

Since the IBM club in New York, the YSA 1s considered by the SWP 
youth nationally to be the best example of how IBM clubs should func
tion, the information in this document will be limited for the most 
part to how IBM has been applied and has functioned in the YSA. 

In a resolution by Comrades Tim Wohlforth and Jim Robertson we 
can see the real meaning of IBM. 
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f~owever, in exactly those aspects which are the main strength 
and appeal of the IBM clubs, lies their basic weakness. Fundamentally 
these clubs are a political and organizational meeting ground for 
revolutionary socialist elements and youth who in one fashion or an
other hold to Stalinist politics. For this reason these clubs are 

ab e to take sitions on a host of import~t class stryggle issues. 
My emphasis -- AZ. To attempt to force these clubs to take stands 

on such issues would in effect force out exactly those elements ~ 
wish to cQhabit with (my emphasis -- AZ) at the present time and thus 
destroy the basic appeal of the IBM clubs. However, it 1s also true 
that exactly those aspects of the IBM clubs which make them attractive 
to Stalinist youth make them repugnant to non-Stalinist youth. 'Ih1s 
factor limits the ability of these clubs to reach out to new

l 
previ

ously.uninvolved elements, in any large scale way. Inevltab y this 
basic contradiction in the nature of the IBM clubs will lead to their 
dfSrntegratlon." (My emphasis -- AZ.) ----

And further: 

f'Our first and primary task is to build the IBM's as they are. 
we should definitely not attempt to force these clubs to adopt any 
position which even a small minori ty could not fully accept. f1 (Reso
lution on Tasks and Perspectives for the Building of a Revolutionary 
youth Movement -- 1my 12, 1958.) 

These statements are at best self-contradictory. No political 
grouping, adult, youth or otherwise can be "all things to all people tl 

while at the same time trying to get its ideas across. It simply 
cannot be doneJ It is like being on a political mGrry-go-round and 
no one is quite clear on which road they are traveling, but continue 
to travel within the limited circle of IBM and of course get absolute~ 
ly nowhere. 

And secondly, the attempt to attract the left'!lard-movlng youth 
was not supposed to be one of "cohab1tion," (to use the words of 
Comrades Tim ~V. and Jim R.) but one of ideological confro.ntation. 
There is no similarity between the two. 

If Comrades Tim and Jim insist that the "basic contradiction in 
the nature of the IBM club will inevitably lead to their dislntesra
tlon~ how then can they logically come to the conclusion that "Our 
fir st and primary task is to build the IBM r s as they are·t 2 

The same is true with Comrade Martha. She expresses it this 
way; "The youth movement which we have initiated is an unstable cen
trist formation which cannot last long in its present state." But 
the conclusions she draws from this are, 'tdon t t misunderstand me. 
The IBM slogan is ~rect, as far as it goes." (On Building A Revo
lutionary Youth Movement -- YSF, June, 1958.) 

So the lessons we are supposed to draw from this is that despite 
the fact that IBM will inevitably lead to its own doom, we must con
tinue to build the IBM clubs as they are because obviously this 
slogan is correct. 
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IBM or Cohabitation y§. Ideolos!c§l Confrgntation 

Let us now compare the party's original concept of youth work, 
which was to put a revolutionary socialist youth group in the field 
to "defeat the counterfelters~ and imbue the consciousness of the 
youth with revolutionary Marxism with the later concept of IBM, as it 
was applied to the Stalinist youth. 

How were we able to recruit the Left-Wing Shachtmanite youth to 
the party and to the banner of Trotskyism. 

The party's approach to the LWC was one of approaching them on 
an ideological level. we counterposed our ideas and program to those 
of the Social Democrat Shachtman. The biggest factor in winning them 
over was because we W$re there to help guide them and present them 
with an §It@rnatlve to Social Democracy, in §p1te of their fears and 
suspicions about the SWP. The party played a vital role in winning 
these youth over to the banner of revolutionary socialism. 

When Comrade Weiss spoke at the YSL Convention, he didn't first 
say, let's see where we can agree and then present his program. He 
correctly counter posed the real program of Trotsky to that of Shacht
man, and then said 1n effect, this is what we stand for -- now let us 
see where we can agree on the basis of What I have presented ~o you. 

That the LWC youth wanted to break with Social Democracy was one 
thing; that their pol1tical instincts were correct we knew; but th~ 
also had to see an alternative t9 Social Demogracy to push them even 
!urther tg the left, and closer tg the party. 

And this the party did very effectively. We helped answer their. 
question of where do we go from here, by giving them that alternative. 
By showing them the correct road to revolutionary socialism, we were 
instrumental in inspiring them to continue their struggle against 
Social Democracy. 

laM ill Practice 

IBM was a complete reversal of confrontation on an ideological 
level. In its attempt to be "all things to all people" it has proven 
to be disastrous not only in alienating the leftward-moving youth of 
a political background, but in alienating the non~polltical youth as 
well, as we shall soon see. It was and remains a slogan for regroup
ment and nothing more. It does not allow the youth to take positions 
on important class-struggle issues. How has it worked out in reality? 

At the same time the Gates wing broke with the CP, the YSA began 
recruiting the Stalinist youth of the defunct LYL. They were the 
young followers of Gates and the regroupment elements that the SWP 
youth were trying So hard to reach. we recruited them on the basis 
of IBM. 

They spent close to a year in the YSA; what was their education 
in that year? What was our approach to them? 

Unlike our policy of ideological confrontation, our only basis 
for unity was IBM. We consciously and consistently maintained a 
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policy of catering to their ideas; of giving in to them. We with
held our own ideas and agreed with almost every idea that they put 
forth. The one aim was to keep them in the organization at all costs. 
It didn't matter whether the ideas of revolutionary socialism came 
through to them; or that IBM prevented us from participation in 
socialist actions -- our only policy was one of not antagonizing 
them. We practically told the Stalinist youth that '·we built this 
organization; worked hard towards the building of it, but just to 
show you how really broad we are -- we're going to give the YSA to 
you.~ Of course they took full advantage of it and for this they 
cannot be blamed. 

Their tremendous confusion and mistrust of the SWP was to a 
large degree the fault of our own comrades. The CP youth had a poli
tical line and expressed it at every opportunity. Good! But the 
SWP youth also had a political line, but unlike the CP youth ~e did 
not express it 1 

The Stalinist youth knew we adhered to the ideas of Trotsky -
but their conception of Trotskyism was confused and distorted. we 
didn l t help to clarify their conception of Trotskyism by adapting 
ourselves to them. we never gave them an alternative to Stalinism, 
and consequently, didn't give them any incentive to break with their 
past. 

One of these youth was heard to complain while he was still in 
the YSA that uyou people are trying to win me over by dinners instead 
of political arguments. 1f Unfortunately the food we were feeding him 
was not necessarily food for thought. 

When Comrade Deck and other leading youth comrades were ques
tioned as to why we persisted in following this policy of adapting 
our ideas to theirS, the answer was that rtwe have to convince the 
Stalinist youth that we (the Trotskyists) don t t have horns. n But 
surely after close to a year of working with us they could see that 
we didn't have horns. It .was not a question of showing our"horns" 
but of revealing a revolutionary face 1 And this was never done. The 
Stalinist youth could all agree, I'm sure, that we as individuals are 
nice people. But do they know that we are revolutionary socialists? 
Did we teach them the meaning of revolutionary socialism? I hardly 
think so. 

Comrade Martha appears to agree with this point in her document 
"On Building a Revolutionary Youth Movement.'t She saysl 

"How are our political ideas getting across in this process? 
Except for our conception of an IBM youth movement, the importance of 
which I do not wish to underestimate, our ideas are not receiving full 
expression. Whether consciously or otherwise, we are not pushing our 
political d1fferences with the Stalinists. we believe that to 
initiate an all-out, serious political struggle at this time would 
prematurely reconstruct the very barriers between us and the Stalin
ists that it has taken two years and a Whole series of world events 
to break down. Publicly, our politics are limited to IBM and a ser
ies of resolutions and statements in the fields of civil liberties 
and ci vi1 rights. The, reason Is simple: these are the sole areas 
of agreement in our heterogeneous groupings. " 
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Comrade Martha understands full well that our political ideas 

did not get across to the Stalinist youth. She would like to see a 
stronger political content injected into IBM. But she, like others, 
fails to see that civil liberties and civil rights are the only poli
tical content that you can give to IBM. And it is a fact that IBM 
will continue tg exist as long as the ~arty continues its present 
~egroupm~Qt line. The two are inseparable -- IBM equals regroupment 
precisely as it is being carried out in the SWP; if the party con
tinues its present adaptationist line, so too the youth clubs in 
which the SWP constitute the majority of members will continue to 
pursue their present course of cohabitation instead of ideological 
confrontation. 

In the same document, Comrade Martha points out that a person 
breaking from Stalinism can go in many directions. And that there 1s 
absolutely no basis for assuming that a person who is attracted to 
our regroupment line will automatically move in the direction of 
revolutionary politics. She correctly states that ~IBM clubs can 
offer a temporary haven for confused youth; but they cannot offer a 
political solution until their whole content is changed." 

And she is absolutely right: The IB~ club in New York, the YSA 
did precisely that. It offered a temporary haven for the confused 
Stalinist youth. But when they left the organization after close 
to a year of their IBM haven, they were just as confused politically 
as they were when they entered the YSA. 

On May 29, 1958, the Stalinist youth resigned officially from 
the YSA. weeks before their resignation it was an open secret that 
they were holding faction meetings against us. Many non-Stalinist 
youth in the YSA were invited to their meetings and told our comrades 
about them. The Stalinist youth were extremely hostile to us ~- per
sonally that is. If their hostility could have taken the form of a 
political debate, they might at least have learned something. 

It was a known fact that the Stalinist youth were holding fac
tion meetings and that they were spreading slanders about the SWP 
youth and the party among non-political youth members as well. This 
writer asked, then pleaded, then demanded that the SWP youth hold a 
meeting to discuss this situation and what could be done about it. 
I was told by leading youth comrades that this was impossible; that 
we donlt want to appear to dominate the IBM club. But the idea of a 
caucus meeting was not meant for the purpose of dominating or aliena
ting the Stalinist youth. It should have been held (not only one, 
but many) to discuss our policy in the youth! To discuss What we 
could do about ~voidlng a split! After all, there were some elements 
who may have been impressed with our ideas. (It 1s interesting to 
note that these youth lert with the belief that the SWP youth had 
been holding caucus meetings from the very beginning -- and we never 
could convince them otherwise.) 

lbe YSA -- Is It Organization~lx .~ndependent from the Party? 

The real answer is Simple, and implicit in it is the proof of how 
much the YSA 1s organizationally ~ependent on the party. 
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Comrades Weiss and Deck seem to think that not having fraction 
meetings makes you organizationally independent from the party. But 
do they think that handing down the l1ne from the party to only a 
select few of the leading youth comrades, without giving all of the 
party youth the benefit of political discussion, constitutes inde
pendence? This has been the practice from the very inception of the 
YSA. One of the recent examples 1s in the switch 1n line from the 
Gates orientation to the National Guardian milieu. 

When the 1ST began to take shape, the party decided to forget 
all about its previous orientation to Gates and his followers. This 
was done with no explanation or evaluation of where they were going 
or of why the switch from Gates to the National Guardian milieu was 
made. 

The party turned its attention to the National Guardian milieu, 
but the party youth still had contact with the 11 or so Gates ele
ments. If the party had really been serious about organizational 
independence for the youth, then the S1~ youth should have been 
allowed to continue to work with these Gates elements, even if the 
party was locking in other pastures. Since the CP youth were opposed 
to supporting the 1ST, we had to get rid of them. And I maintain 
that that's exactly what we did. 

It is true that they resigned from the YSA. Yet the charge is 
made here that we were instrumental 1n getting rid of them. The 
following is an explanation of this chargeo 

Although there was no public political motivation given by the 
Stalinist youth when they resigned from the YSA, our youth comrades 
will agree that they left ov~r the question of support to the 1ST. 
We all knew they were opposed to the YSA gi vj.ng support ~ and we also 
knew that if we pu~hed for it they would not remain in the organiza
tion. Yet this question of supporting the Ticket, was pushed -- and 
it was obvious that the YSA was going to come out jn support of the 
ticket even if it would mean losing these youth. These very youth 
with whom we:d compromised with on so m·;;"ny o·ther crucial political 
issues were suddenly confronted with a hard and unyielding policy. 

Up until this time, there had been very few discussions on the 
question of Stalinism and its betrayals of the working class. The 
discussions around the 1ST were very few -- and were hastily 
organized at that. They were not serious poJ.i tical dis cussions. 
What became of ~ary im~9rtan~e was to get the C~ YQuth Qyt of the 
XSA fa§t. 

The impo,;rtan£.e of r_el!llv.. teSlSPJ:.ng,..thes~ Y2uth the lessons g1 
clC\ss-9.<21labf:11'a.ti~rllsm a;jd the imR£mllte ot_1ndep~3n..q~nt Pol:ttical 
~tion gecam~_seco~gary! The party was no longer interested in the 
Gates elements. 

No wonder bitter feelings occurred. Many comrades who were 
serious about following through with IBM and serious about working 
with these youth were resentful at the way they were pushed out of 
the organization. 
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It is important to recognize that the SWP youth never discussed 
this action as it pertained to the YSA orientation, or were told why 
we were pursuing this new course, either in the YSA or in the branch. 

The line was handed down to a few of the leading youth comrades 
and since we had no fraction meetings at which to discuss policy, we 
took our cue from those youth comrades who had been given the offi
cial line of the partyl 

Why was it so crucial for the YSA to publicly come out 1n sup
port of the 1ST? Why did We suddenly, after a whole year of con
sciously forgetting to mention Trotsky or Trotskyism decide to con
front the CP youth with their 11ne of class-collaborationism? 

If it was because of a change in the basic attitude of the party 
and the youth with regard to our policy of being "soft and flexible; f. 
if this policy had been thoroughly analyzed and discussed -- and the 
political conclusions drawn had been that this policy 1s no longer 
valid, then perhaps one could see and understand this action in a 
different light. But there were no such political evaluations or 
discussions of that nature. And IBM is continuing and has just 
recently been reaffirmed 1 

While the CP youth were in the YSA there was neither an attempt 
to confront them or to characterize them politically. Yet as soon 
as the SWP turned its eyes to the National Guardian milieu and the 
rST, these youth were di§regsrded and discarded. Even after they 
left the YSA no political evaluation of them took place. The only 
comments made were that "they were jus-p rotten elements to begin 
with" and "it was so deadening while they were in the organization; 
now we can breathe again." 

This is hardly a political characterization of a political ten
dency and hardly an excuse for rationalizing a switch in linel 

But the party had "bigger things in mind" -- namely the 1ST; and 
it was not going to let anything stand in the way of this new unity. 
The Stalinist youth were ~acrificed for ~he rST. Not because of a 
re-evaluation of our line -- but because the party desperately needed 
the youth to work for the 1ST. 

Ironically enough, sometime after the Stalinist youth left the 
YSA, the Chairman of the YSA, a non-SWPer, presented a motion for 
critical support to the 1ST. A motion which the party itself rejected 
as the course for the SWP, but w.hich got a unanimous vote from SWP 
youth comrades in the YSA. This move did not indicate that the YSA 
was taking an independent pOSition, but revealed that a maneuver 
had been worked out between some of the SWP leaders and some of the 
youth leaders in an attempt to forestall any further reSignations 
from the YSA. Panic, rather than a thought-out political policy 
motivated this maneuver. This unfortunately reflected an inconsis
tency on the part of SWP youth who supported this motion for critical 
support. Many of them had fought for and supported uncritical sup
port to the 1ST inside the party, and did not indicate that they 
favored critical support. If they were really serious about the 
merits of critical support, then they were duty-bound to present this 
idea 1n the party too. 
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After the CP youth resigned, almost all of our youth work was 
taken up with the 1ST. The YSA headquarters became a junior head
quarters and an adjunct of the 1ST. Week after week instead of dis
cussing youth work the key issue for the youth became the 1ST. All 
other youth projects were dropped or forgotten. A number of active 
YSA members, who were for supporting the Ticket became very disturbed, 
nevertheless, over the fact that it was becoming the primary and only 
function of the YSA. One youth in particular, a long-time active mem
ber, was very resentful towards the SWP youth because he felt that 
the SWP was more interested in its youth members pushing for the 1ST 
than in the building of a youth movement, and working in the youth 
arena around issues agitating youth. He felt that the perspective 
for building the youth movement had become a secondary task. He con
sequently resigned for this reason although I believe his official 
statement of resignation said in part that he was too busy to con
centrate on this activity. Actually, this was a formula for not 
appearing to seem hostile publicly to the party. 

Our own youth should and did make every effort to work for the 
1ST. But this should have been done as members of the SWP, as this 
campaign was considered the primary task of the party. Comrades who 
are active in youth work have always combined party tasks with their 
youth work. This action did not constitute "organizational indepen
dence" from the party. It only served to show very clearly how much 
the IBM club 1s organizationally tied to the SWP. 

The YSA should have had organized political discussions on the 
need for Independent Political Action, of course -- but it should 
have been organized on a similar basis as it was around the '57 
Mayoralty Campaign of the SWP. We did not make it a life anS-dea~ 
issue th~ -- if the CP youth would not have been willing to support 
the Cowley slate (or the Flynn campaign) the party would not have 
issued an ultimatum to the YSA, to the effect that if the youth 
organization does not come out in full support of the SWP slate, it 
is faili~g in its revolutionary duties. Why should it have done so 
with,the I§I 2~pa1gn? 

The point 1s that the party cannot, and especially to non-party 
membe~s in the YSA, shout from the rooftops that the SWP does not . 
want to dominate the youth clubs, and that it wants them to be 
organizationally independent of all adult tendencies if it means 
~nly some of the time -- if it means only when important SWP maneuvers 
are not involved 1 

Independence does not mean lack of guidance from the party. ~ 
it does mean.no bureaucratic imposition! 

Here again is the proof of the limitations of the regroupment 
stigma of IBM. The party does not want the youth clubs to have a 
"worked-out" program. IBM limits the youth clubs to civil liberties 
and civil rights. Yet the party insisted as in the case of the 1ST 
that the YSA take a definite stand on Independent Political Action, 
but again IBM will not permit this. This is quite a contradiction, 
to say the least. 

If the YSA had its own program -- a program of revolutionary 
socialism, these problems would not exist. The youth clubs could 
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remain organizationally independent from the party, yet permit the 
ideas of class-struggle action to take place on a youth level. These 
actions would not have to be artifically induced, as with the IST, 
and the party would not have to be in a position of imposing itself 
upon the youth and thereby override the youth policy. Independent 
Political Action would be part and parcel of a revolutionary youth 
program and would participate in class-struggle actions as a matter 
of course. 

The fiqle of the Young Socialist 

The conception ot the majority that the next step towards the 
building of a revolutionary socialist youth movement is a substitu
tion of the YS for the program and activities of the youth clubs is 
false. This idea is contained in part in a "Memorandum on the Build
ing of a Revolutionary Youth Movement,n submitted by Comrade Tim Wohl
forth and the Editorial Board of the YS. The essence of this resolu
tion was SUbmitted to and accepted by the Detroit Youth Conferences 

"The crystallIzation of the supporters of the YS into more de
finite organizational form does not signify a change of attitude 
toward the independent, broad, militant (IBM) groups which have 
already been formed, are in the process of formation, or which might 
be formed in the coming period. In fact, stabilization of the YS 
through such means makes it easie~ to follow an extremelx fle~lble 
~ollcy in this respec~. (MY emphasis -- AZ.) 

"At this stage of the development of the revolutionary socialist 
youth movement in America, the various areas have no choice but to 
bend with local requirements. The norm on a nation-wide scale should 
not be to try to impose some general form that 1n different times 
and circumstances and with different forces would no doubt be prefer
able. The norm is to take what exists, including locally preferred 
forms, and try to link them to the YS, ~ven though the link may be so 
~enuous as to involve n~thing more than a discussi.oa.of articles 
appearing in the paper.' (My emphasis -- AZ.) 

Comrade Tim and others talk constantly of the "stage of develop
ment'l that we are in. They would have us move cautiously; qUietly; 
we should not impose upon the so-called slumber of the youth. We 
must take what exists and not try to change the status quo of the 
youth clubs. We are asked now, after almost two years of being soft 
and flexible, to follow an even more extreme flexible policy. 

And yet while they speak of IBM, youth struggles are taking 
place every day before our eyes, in every part of the country. Wit
ness the unemployment situation; the struggle for integration in the 
schools; the question of militarism, to name but a few. 

Thes~_are the signs of th§ times! The youth who are involved 
in these actions are looking for solutions. This is the stage of the 
development where a revolutionary socialist youth movement is impera
tive. 

It is not nearly enough to ask these youth to join with us and 
"discuss articles appearing in the paper.'t A newspaper cannot be 
considered a substitute for a revolutionary socialist youth organiza-
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tion. Youth want to do more than just subscribe to a paper, no mat
ter how valuable the paper may be. 

No one can deny that even from the very beginning of the YSA 
the youth that we have attracted have wanted to participate in 
action. Many of them were non-political youth, who had come to 
socialism for the first time, and unfortunately, we have lost many 
of these youth. It is our task to participate with them in the 
class struggle. 

Our first and primary task is to really begin to build revolu
tionary socialist youth clubs. We must give them some meaning with 
a program of revolutionary socialism. The YS should serve to take 
these ideas forth; it should be a reflection of the program and views 
of the clubs. ~ut it should not be a substitute for theml 

£ampus Qrientation 

The YSA and the youth clubs nationally have been discussing what 
our future orientation should be and we have been discussing a 
campus orientation. 

Let me state here that I am not opposed to doing work on campus. 
It is entirely correct and essential to combat the petty-bourgeois 
ideology that permeats the campus and from which the stUdent has no 
escape. It is essential to confront the ideas of Stalinism and Social 
Democracy with the ideas of revolutionary socialism wherever we can 
and of course the students on campus have these ideas to contend with 
also. 

I have opposed a campus orientation because we cannot even begin 
to think seriously about doing campus work unless we are serious 
about building a youth organization that is capable of participating 
in the day to day struggles of these youth, and thereby enable us to 
link up our campus work with the class struggle. 

It is impossible to look forward to the building of a revolu
tionary ~ocialist youth movement, no matter how many times we say 
we are for it, unless we erase the stigma of IBM. Up till now it 
has only served to confuse and disorient the many political and non
po11tical youth who are looking for a radical solution to the many 
problems confronting the youth today. 

With the continuation of IBM it is impossible to do any kind 
of youth work effectively whether we call it a campus orientation or 
by any other name. 

At one of the first meetings of the AYS (SWP youth) and the then 
LWC of the YSL, Comrade Tim was fighting against a broad youth club 
which had no program on which to unite the youth. His words then 
were I 

"One of the very reasons that we had to put up such a fight in 
the YSL was precisely because it was such an amorphous, all-inclusive 
hodge-podge of people and ideas; and that the irony of this discus
sion is that the SWP has been criticizing this kind of an organiza
tion for years, and rightly so. Do we now want the same kind of an 
organization, only more amorphous and even looser"? 



I sincerely hope that Comrade Tim, who Is now one of the leading 
exponents of IBM, will remember his own words of not so long ago, 
and begin to heed his own advice. 

Since a good part of our campus orientation is to try to build 
campus clubs let us see what Comrade Martha had to say with regard 
to IBM and its relation to campus work' 

"Nor can IBM clubs, or a national organization formed by adding 
them together, reach out in any significant degree to the 'masses t

! -

which in the youth field consist primarily of students, and to an 
increasing degree young workers. ~thout a political viewpoint, an 
org~i~atlon cannot get anywhere building campus clY~. (My empha
sis -- AZ.) Without a clear conception in the gr·oup of what social
ism is, a group cannot propagate socialism ••• " (On Building A 
Revolutionary Youth Movement, YSR, June, 1958.) 

Comrade Martha is all for building campus clubs and she is all 
for working on the campus. Good! But she is also, as of this writ
ing, all for continuing with the IBM clubs. Yet she insists, and 
correctly so, that .1without a political viewpoint, an organization 
cannot get anywhere building campus clubs. tt 

It is about time that we stop talking IBMl It is about time 
that we stop trying to take the easy road to socialism by waiting for 
the masses to spontaneously rise up and shout for socialism. We must 
not sit patiently by and wait for the right moment -~ we must begin 
to prepare and organize for it now 1 

In 1957, the line was that "it is not time now for a revolution
ary socialist youth movement.~ In 1958, the line is the same. If 
we continue with the same ttall things to all people" concept of IBM, 
it never will be the time to build such a movement. Now is the time 
to build it. It has always been the time. Let us begin to give the 
awakening youth the answers they are looking for and give them the 
incentive, the hope and the courage to join with us in the fight for 
a socialist America. 

A Program of Revolutionary Socialism tor a Leninist youth MOVement 

Up till now, this document has dealt only with the organizational 
form of the youth movement. But the discussion cannot stop at the 
form that this organization will take. The form itself is determined 
by the program. 

There has been very little discussion on what the program should 
be for a reVolutionary socialist youth movement in the United states. 
A number of slogans have been raised in the past, with the primary 
concern over civil liberties and civil rights. They have been raised 
empirically around specific issues. That is, there has been no 
general attempt to unite these slogans and to find a bridge between 
the consciousness of the American youth and the objective events. 
A transitional program is imperative if our youth are to playa lead
ing role in winning adherence to the banner of Trotskyism. Such a 
program dealing with the problems of the young generation was drawn 
up and adopted in 1938, by the International Conference of the youth 
of the Fourth International. 
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It remains basically valid today. 

Our task is to use it as a guide, bring it up to date, concre
tize it, and put it into practice. 

Resolution on the Youth (Adopted in 1938 by the International Youth 
of the Fourth International) 

1£e Capitalist Impa~ 

1. Capitalism, whether it be authoritarian or liberal, admits 
the inability to bring the slightest relief to the misery and su££er
ings of working-class youth. The young want a trade, and when 
(rarely' enough) it consents to give them one, it is only to chain 
them the better to a machine which tomorrow will stop and let them 
starve beside the very riches they have produced. The young want to 
work, to produce with their hands, to use their strength, and capi
talism offers them the perspective of unemployment or of "the execu
tion of work in conditions other than the normal conditions of pro
duction,U according to the excellent hypocritical definition of labor 
camps by the League of Nations, or of armament production, which 
engenders destruction rather than improvement. The young want to 
learn, and the way to culture is barred to them. The young want to 
live and the only future offered them is that of dying of hunger or 
of rotting on the barbed wire of a new imperialist war. The young 
want to create a new world, and they are permitted only to maintain 
or to consolidate a rotting world that is falling to pieces. The 
young want to know what tomorrow will be, and capitalisms's reply to 
them is: t1Today you've got to tighten your belt another notch; to
morrow, wetll see ••• In any case, perhaps you're not going to have 
any tomorrow. tt 

Give Youth a Future -- Give the World a Future 

2. That is why youth will rally under the flag of those who 
bring it a future. Only the Fourth International, because it repre
sents the historical interests of the only class which can reorgan
ize the world upon new bases, only the Bolshevik-Leninists can 
promise youth a future in which it can put its abilities to full use. 
Only they can say to the youth: ItTogether with you, we want to make 
a new world where everyone works and is proud to work well, to know 
his job down to the smallest details; a world where everyone will eat 
according to his hunger, for production will be regulated according 
to the needs of the workers and not those of profit; a world where 
one must constantly learn, in order the better to subordinate the 
forces of nature to the will of man; a world where, by ceaselessly 
extending the domain of the application of science, humanity's 
theoretic knowledge will be daily increased; a new world; a new man 
who can make real all the hopes and powers he bears within him." It 
is under the ensign of a new world and a new humanity that the Fourth 
International,and its youth organizations must go on to win the work
ing-class youth; it is under that ensign that they will win that 
youth. 

The Struggle for a Future -- Th~ruggle-for Bread 

3. The promise of a better future would be only demagogy if the 
Bolshevik-Leninists were not fighting for an immediate improvement 
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in the situation of working-class Youth, if they were not formulating 
youthts immediate demands, if they were not spreading word of the 
necessity for working-class youth to fight by class-struggle methods 
for the satisfactiQn of these demands, and if, through this struggle 
and on the basis ot the experience gained therein, they were not 
demonstrating to exploited youth that its demands could be finally 
satisfied only by establishing the dictatorship of the proletariat, 
that the struggle for these demands must be transformed into a 
struggle for power by means of a struggle for the control and manage
ment of the economic system. 

We Demgng the Right to Work! 

4. For the young workers engaged in production the Bolshevik
Leninists put forward slogans with the aim of (a) measuring the work 
done by the young not according to the desire to drag as much profit 
as possible out of it, but on the contrary according to their degree 
of physical development; (b) assuring them of a standard of living 
equal to that of adults, by that very fact assuring them of economic 
independence 1 (c) raising their technical qualifications as far as 
possible; (d) against the equal opportunity for young and old to be 
exploited by capitalism, setting up their equal rights. 

For the young under 20, they also formulate the following 
demands, 

Reduced working week, with schedules allowing young workers to 
engage in sports in the open air; 

At least one month's paid vacation per year; 

The organizing, by factories or groups of factories, of train
ing courses, at the bosses' expense and under workers· control; 

Hours of craft training taken out of the working week, and paid 
for at regular rates; 

Application of the principle 1tfor equal work, equal pay,tf under 
workers' control; 

The fixing of a minimum living wage for young workers; fixing 
of the wages of young workers under the control of all the workers 
taken as a whole; 

Prohibition of night-work, of over-laborious, unhealthy, or un-
wholesome tasks; workers' control over the use of young labor. 

~guality for Youth in Soci~eg1slation 
All Together for the Struggl~ 1 

5. In order to take the defense of their demands into their 
own hands, the young workers should have the right to choose their 
own delegates, whose task 1s above all to draw the attention of the 
adult delegates and of the workers in general to youth's specific 
demands, to tie up the struggle for these particular demands, to tie 
up the struggle for these particular demands with the struggle for 
the general demands of the working class. In the same way, in all 
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branches of trade-union organization, these must be created, and 
imposed upon the trade-union bureaucracy, union youth commissions, 
whose task shall be to study the demands of the youth, and to recruit 
and educate young workers. The task of the Bolshevik-Leninists is 
to take the lead in the organization of such commissions. 

In order to throw trade-union doors wide open to exploited 
youth, the Bolshevik-Leninists demand the establishment of reduced 
dues for young workers. 

we Want a Trade! 

6. In the fight against unemployment the slogans, raise the 
school age, organize apprenticeship, make sense only to the extent 
that the weight of this must be borne, not by the working class, but 
by the big capitalists o Hence the Bolshevik-Leninists owe it to 
themselves to formulate the demands of working-class youth in this 
field as follows: 

Prolongation of the school age to 16, with a grant for family 
support in working-class and small farmer families. 

Reorganization of the school in cooperation with the factory; 
the school should prepare children for life and work; it should weld 
the youth to the older generations; hence the demand for control by 
workers' organizations over technical education. 

Reduction of the period of apprenticeship to a maximum of two 
years. 

Forbidding of all work not connected with the actual apprentice
ship. 

The setting up, at the expense of the bosses, in connection 
with every business or group of businesses engaged in manufacturing, 
mining, or trade, of apprentice schools, with an attendance of at 
least 3% of the personnel employed in the business or group of 
businesses. 

Choosing of the instructors by the labor unions. 

Control of these schools by a mixed commission of workers' dele
gates and delegates of the apprentices themselves. 

We Demand Our Right to Livel 

7. The task of saving the unemployed youth from misery, des
pair, and fascist demagogy, of working them back into production and 
thereby binding them closely to the working class is a vital task for 
the future of the proletariat. Revolutionaries must struggle to 
force capitalism (a) to undertake to work the unemployed youth back 
into production through the organization of technical education and 
guidance; (b) to put the unemployed youth back immediately into 
productive activity; (c) to organiZe such work not according to semi
military methods, but on the basis of regular wagesl Down with labor 
camps, either voluntary or obligatory!; Cd) to furnish youth, which 
it is throwing into misery, the wherewithal to live. Hence the Bol
shevik-Lenlnists put forward the following demandst 
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Unemployment benefits on the adult scale for all young unemployed~ 
manual or intellectual, immediately upon their finishing school, 

Forcing the big bosses to open technical reeducation centers 
under workers' control; 

Technical reeducation organized according to the needs of pro
duction, under the general control of the trade unions and the con
gresses of workers· delegates; 

Reopening of the shut-down factories; 

Commencement of large-scale public works (hospitals, schools, 
low-cost housing projects, sports fields, stadia, swimming pools, 
electric power stations), paid at trade-union scales and under work
ers' control from top to bottom. 

For Our Brothet2-2D the Farms! 

8. The misery of the farm youth 1s no less than that of the 
industrial youth. For farm youth the Bolshevik-Leninists formulate 
the following general demands: 

Strict application of all the above-named laws and social meas
ures in the country just as in the city; 

Suppression of the domestic exploitation of young children; 

Particularly strict application of the principle; "For equal 
work, equal pay.1I 

District organization of technical education at the expense of 
the big finance-capital farm owners; 

Healthy food and lodging for young farm workers living in their 
bosses' houses; 

Cheap credit for small-scale farmers, and especially for small
scale farmers with family responsibilities. 

For Our Cquptr~s~ 

9. The industrial and farm youth are the most exploited part of 
all working-class youth. The youth organizations of the Fourth 
International must draw particular attention to the following demands: 
Strict application of principlea uFor equal work, equal pay!"; 

An extra day off per month; 

The right to voluntary maternity; 

A six-months' leave-of-absence for maternity; 

Maternity grants for girl-mothers. 



-34-

Open the Schools and Universities! 

10. One of the necessary conditions for the progress of human
ity is that large sections of working-class youth should have access 
to culture and science. The Bolshevik-Leninists put forward the 
following slogans: 

Open the schools and universities to all the young who are 
willing to study. 

Free education and support for workers' and farmers' sons and 
daughters. 

Bread, Books, and Civil Rights for Goglies! 

11. In colonial and semi-colonial countries, laboring youth is 
the victim of a double exploitation -- capitalist and patriarchale 
In these and in imperialist countries the defense of the demands of 
the young colonial workers and peasants is the first duty in the 
fight against imperialism. This fight is carried on around the 
general slogan: The same rights for colonial youth as for the youth 
of the imperialist capital-city. 

Organization of hygiene and similar care in all villages. 

Organization of ho~es for young workers, peasants, and coo11es, 
under the control of la"bor and nationalist organizations. 

Schools for native children; teaching in the native language. 

Open the government administration to native language. 

Open the government administration to native intellectuals. 

Take the necessary financial credits from the war and police 
budgets and imperialist privileges. 

Political Rights of youth 

12. The bourgeoisie recognizes working youth's right to be 
exploited; but refuses it the right to have anything to say about 
that exploitation, and deprives it of all political rights; in cer
tain countries it even forbids youth under 18 to have any political 
activity whatever. The working class replies to these measures by 
saying: Whoever has the right to be exploited has also the right 
to struggle against the system which exploits him. FUll political 
rights to young workers and peasantsl 

The right to vote beginning at 18, just as much in legislative 
and municipal elections as in the election of delegates. 

Abolition of special laws forbidding youth to engage in politi
cal activity. 

~Demand Our Right toHaRPlne~l 

13. Workin~-class youth's need for relaxation is utilized by 
the bourgeoisie either to stupefy it or to make it submit to an even 



-35-
tighter discipline. The duty of the working class is to help create 
a youth that is strong and capable of throwing all its physical and 
mental strength into the fight against capitalism; to aid it in using 
what leisure capitalism gives it to learn to understand the world 
better, in order to be better able to change it. Hence the Bolshevik
Leninists demand: 

Free access to all sports fields, stadia, museums i libraries, 
theatres, and cinemas, for all young workers and unemp oyed; 

The ordering of their leisure by the young unemployed themselves; 

The using of young unemployed intellectuals for the organization 
of lectures and discussions, etc. on physics, chemistry., mechanics, 
mathematics, political economy, history of the labor movement, art, 
literature, etc.; 

The establishment of homes open to the working and unemployed 
youth, where the young will not only have the opportunity to be 
amused and instructed, but can also study out for themselves the 
social problems with which they are faced; these homes to be managed 
by working-class youth itself under the supervision of the local 
trade-union organizations. 

The Revolutionary Progr~m 

14. The struggle for these demands cannot be separated from the 
struggle for the demands of workers as a whole, both employed and 
unemployed. The final disappearance of unemployment among the youth 
is closely linked to the disappearance of general unemployment. The 
struggle for raising the school age and for compulsory technical 
reeducation is closely linked with the struggle for the sliding scale 
in wages and in working hours. The struggle to drag out of capital
ism those reforms which aim at developing the class consciousness of 
working youth is closely linked with the struggle for workers' con
trol of industry and factory committees. The struggle for public 
works is closely linKed with the fight for the expropriation of 
monopolies, for the nationalization of credit, banks, and key indus
tries. The struggle to smash back all efforts to militarize is close
ly linked to the struggle against the development of authoritarian 
state tendencies and against fascism, the struggle for the organiza
tion of workers i militias. It is within the framework of the transi
tional programme of the Fourth International that the present pro
gramme should be developed and applied. It is under the ensign of the 
proletariat fighting for power that the Fourth International will win 
the demands of exploited youth. 

Qonclusion 

Some of the language and demands may be considered out-of-date 
historically. On the other hand, many of the demands, especially 
those dealing with the right to work and unemployment, is as burning 
an issue today as it was when this resolution was adopted. 

New events since 1938 on a world scale would necessarily pose 
new demands, such as solidarity with the colonial youth in their 
struggle against native and foreign imperialism; solidarity with the 
courageous youth of Hungary, the Soviet Orbit and the Soviet Union 
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in their struggles against the Kremlin bureaucracy and for Soviet 
democracy. 

In the United states, the important struggle for Negro equality 
should find some programmatic expression. 

This program, as was stated before, must be brought up to date 
and concretized. n~ould be used as f! gul~ in formulating a pro
gram for the present youth movement. 

What is important is that the Resolution as a whole, in its 
approach and its method in dealing with the problems of the youth, and 
linking it up to the struggles of the working class retains the same 
validity, as does the Transitional Program. 

It is not enough for the youth movement to merely formulate 
demands on issues as they arise. It is not enough to assume that 
mere participation and intervention into the class struggle arena, 
can make our youth work revolutionary activity. The Stalinist and 
Social Democratic youth also intervene in certain actions. 

Our intervention must be one of mobilizing the youth around a 
program of revolutionary demands and around the realistic perspec
tive of the struggle for socialism in our time. This stands in sharp 
contrast to the Stalinist and Social Democratic method of organizing 
one-at-a-time actions to resolve the problems of youth under capi
talism ~ or to tle thEf You-th -~truggles to the neecls of' the foreign 
policy of the Stalinist bureaucracy. Neither the Social Democrats 
or the Stalinists propose transitional demands because neither ten
dency has any perspective for the abolition of capitalism. 

While we defend the democratic rights and social conquests 
already won, we do this within the framework of a revolutionary per
spective. 

Once again in contrast to the Social Democratic and Stalinist 
youth, we must propose a series of transitional demands, the task 
of which lies in the systemmatic mobilization of the young genera
tion together with the workers and Negro people for the proletarian 
revolution. 

New York, N.Y. 
January 12, 1959 


