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EDITORIAL NOTES 1.

WHAT THE YSR IS

The Young Socialist Review is the information and discussion ﬂulletin of the
Young Socialist Leagues The YSR is prepared by the YSL National Office and is
edited by Owen Morse.

The aim of the YSR ia to constitute a forum for the expression of all points
of view within the YSL. It is, therefore, completely open to any member who may
wish to contribute his views ew and to any group of memberse Contributions from
non-members will be aocepted, if of sufficliently high interest, (The editor
reserves the right to decide on the oase of each such artiocle,)

For obvious reasons it should be understood that articles sighed by individe
uals do not neocessarily represent the views of the YSLe Any material that is
"offioial” will be olearly labelled as such.

Copy should bs submitted to the YSL national office, Third Floof, 11 w1l
Ste, New York 11, NoY. If at all possible submit copy already stenciled, single
spacede If this is not possible, then submit material typeewritten, doublee
saneH. Non typwritten copy will not be accepted. '

It should be olear that the YSR is not restriocted to members of the YSL,
Though issued primarily for members it is open to all friends and other interest=
ed individualse. Members should make every effort to get copies into the hands
of this wider audiencee Send in your bundle orders now.

All labor expended in the publicatioh of the ‘Y'SR is donated by members of
the NY Unit of YSL.

THIS ISSUE

we aspire

This is the first issue of YSR this year. Althougt/to regularity in its
appearance, the ocomrades only seem to hit the typwriter just before and after
a National Convention or & National Exeoutive Committee Plenume We had one
apiece last year, and it was at those times that YSR appeared. In between these
momentous events, it lms been a rare oomrade indeed who was moved to write. For
what it is worth, the editor acknowledges that little has been done to solieit
specific articles from specific comrades to fill out the editorial box. The
comrades should be warned, however, that sinoe YSR will continue to be put out
by a volunteer editor in time spared from NY Unit activities, no basic change
is likely from the tope -

After many many months with three articles on hand, we were suddenly floode
ed with material dirsoted toward our coming Seoond National Conventione - This is—
gue was gotten out in one heotic week, and will undoubtedly be followed by at
least two more prior to the conventions So be ite .

Owen Morse, Editor
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Jure 13, 1955

.To,_-:al.»l' ‘Units and Members.of .= © . i .. . g Ce
the Young Socialist League: I D

Dear Comredes:
: . AR Y e
The Young.Socialist League was founded.almost a year amnd a half ago as a
result of the merger of ths Young People's Socialist League and the Socialist
Youth Leagues The developments which followed the founding:of the YSL have
completely justified the YPSLwSYL merger and the organization of our Young Soce
ialist League. During this period we have organized mew units, established roots
" .on several campuses.where they were previously absent, aexperienced skow but
s’ceady reoruitment, furthered the socialist:-eduoatiomd many eomrades, partioci-
pated in some struggles on the cam»us, and continued to bring the 1dea.s of
- socialism to students and young workers,
The founding convention of the YSL of neo essity oould not thoroughly deal
“with many of the usual convention tasks, for it was conocerned almost exolusively
with the problems of uniting the YPSL and SYL and establishing the YSL, That
convention oould only therefore adopt a tentative progrem for the organization
and lay the fourmdations for the organizationsl structure of the YSL,

The time has oome for the YSL to assemble again in oonvention, to assess
the results of the work of the last period, to draw up the League's political
program, to deoide other political questions facing it, to make whatever changes
in the Constitution and struoture of the YSL that may be ‘desireable, to plan our
work for the coming period and to remew the leadership of the organization.

For the acoomplishments of these tasks, the National Aotion Committee ocalls
a National Convention of the Young Sooialist League to be held in the city of
.Chicago on September, 3, h, and 5. y

The Na.tional Action Conmittee proposes the following . as its dra.ﬁ: agendae
The Natiohal Executive Committee will make the definitive, agend.a proposal to

the Convention, which 8hall maltle the final deoisione .
A S . .
esenda ‘ RN TR

I. Oi'ganization of Convention, eieofion of oommittees, greetings, eto.

II, Draft Program - . .
Ae International . : T :
Bs National ‘ o .

III. Organization

Ae National Report

Be Unit Reports

Ce Press

D. YSL = ISL Relations

IV, Tasks and Perspectives Vie Anvil

V. Constitution VII., Elesotions
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Eleotion of delegates. .

All unifs shall: eLeot a number of delegatas proportional to the" number of
membe¥'s they have in géod standing as of August 1, 1955, Units shall elect
one delegate for each five members or major fraction thereof. The prodedure
for electing delegates In those units in which there exist differing political
tendenoies shall be. in'acoordance w1th Artlcle v, Section 1 D of the Constltutlon.
"Units should also eleot alternates,." r

A member in good standxng is one whose dues to the unit are paid up through
within three months of ‘this date(fugust 1, 1955) and for whom the unit has paid
its per capita dues to the National Offloe through within three months, of this
date. .

The system of Proportional Representation that the NAC recommends is that
each unit break up its representation on the basis of opposing resolut1ons and
views in the pre-convention discussions Any tendenoy gains its representation
in proportion to. the number of members who decide to join together on the questim
the group has deoided to divide upone The separate groups will eleot their own
delegates. . .

Members « at « large shall be ballo*bed by the NACe They shall be entitled
to a number of delegates proportional to. the number of such members in good
standing as of July 15, 1955 onthe basis of one delegate for every fivemmbers
or major fraction thereofs Only memberseatelarge shall represent memberseat-
large; those desiring to run for delegates shall so notify the National Office
by Atgust 1, 1955,

The National Aotion Committee will place the various resolutions and doou=
.ments to be considered in the convention in the hands of the comrades durir
the next few monthse It is our hope to .get out several issues of YSR durirg this
period containing these materials as well as discussion artioles on the variows
questions by YSL memberse All members are invited and urged to avail themsalves
of their right to inform the Teague of their views by submitting artiocles fa
the YSR. Units should schedule discussions of the various questions to some
befors the convention so that’all members will be informed of the various cone
vention questions and so that the convention delegation can represent the views
of the Leaguet's membershipe

FORWARD TO A FRUITFUL CONVENTION,.
Fraternally,

Max Martin
National Chairman
for the
National iction Comrmittese
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ON COMRAD®R WALKFR AND THE MCCARTHY RALLY. .-

By don Harris
(Editorial note: the follewing:article was submitted eome time
ags, but d1d not appear for lack of other materlal at hang to

7 £111 out a full issue eof ¥SR.) -
"~ In the last issue of. Challenge)oomrada Whlkar of the Berkley Branch

of the YSL made a further contritution to the diseussion of the socialist attitude

toward the rights of fascists. A8 an abstract presentation of our tactiscs under

certain conditions (specifically, a period of social orisis, an immediate fascist

danger, and a working qlass movement conscious of this danger and orepared to
ight militantly €o defend its rights), oomrade Walker's .artiole may have added

a necessary correction to previous artioles which failed to deal with such a

situatione

,_M‘r;

However, the art of politics consists at least partly in being able to
dlstlnguish between different types of periods, and different forms of movements,
and’ adaptlng taotios to the partiocular situation. Any value that comrade Walker's
discussion might have with respeot to past or future situations, is vitiated by
the way in whioch he tries to apply his point of view to the problem of Mocarthynsm.

Unfortunately, the form in whioch comrade Walker poses the problem tends
to oonfuse the matter, attacks the YSL!s leadership for its lethargy, its failure
to take advantage of polit1oa1 opportunities, etoce The failure to oall a counter-
demonstration to the N.Y. MeCarthy rally. -

With these preliminariés, let us go directly to the proposal of ocomrade
VWalker, and see where it leads and what lies behind it.

The New York McCarthy rally was,very specific in both character and alms.
It aimed at protesting the censure resolution then being debated in the Senates
Together with the colleotion of signatures, it was part of the campaign to mobolize
public opinion against this censures. Thus, the first thing that must be established
is its entirely legal and parliamentary characters Furthermore, it was entirely
defensive, unlike the opposition to the recall movement in Wisconsin, in which
" YoCarthy's supporters there undertook legal persecution, soonomic sanctions and
personal harrassment against the antielicCarthy foroeses But with respect to the
~Ne.Ys rally, from the standpoint of its asctivities, no objection whatewer could be
- raised against the right to organize or "petition for redress or grievances" cr
assembly in meetings to express this opposition. Even comrade Walker, I am sure,
would agree to thise That is, he would agree unless he believed that the Committee
for Ten Million Signatures was merely a cover for the organization of a more
clearly defined fasclst tendenoy, in other words, that the movement and its ocampaign
were those of an "incipient fascist" groupe. This is ome possible rationale for
his proposals

While it is really irrelevant, this view needs to be disoussed, if only
because at the time of the censure move, many people were led to believe that
this was the ocase by a couple of specious analogies. The most important was the
pre-sminent role of retired military figures. Their role undoubtedly had political
significance, but not that attached to it. Indeed, as Labor Aotion pointed out,
the military's inexperience and political ineptness were in large measure the
cause of the rally's flop as any kind of mobilization of fasoist sentiment (whioch
certainly was present in abundance),

Such formal reasoning, comrade Walker might well argue, however, ignared
the nature of the political foroes involved in the ocensure debate, and the senti-
ments which both sides appsaled to., And in this he would be right. Vhatever tie
limitations of the censure motion, its passage marked a distinot defeat for the
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MoCarthy brand of Republicanism, and despite the faot that in tho Sena’ce, the mck -
ion was the produoct of completelv hourgeois political interestests (i.e. t
factional interests of the Ziserhower Republicans and the party interests. qf the
Demoorats), in the country as a whole, the pro-censure feeling was* represeq od

by genuinely healthy sentiments. McCarthy was entirely right in his oharge that
the censure motion was dishonest in intent, and that he was really being oy

vigted, of "orimes" other than those oharged in the motione From our stardpoint,
we_would say that, partioularly among the general population, the sentiment for

. oepsure was based on opposition to Joe MoCarthv's more general entl-demooratic

* 7 orimes. that merely his vielation of Senate prctoools

For this reason,. “and desp;ta our oriticisms of the Sena$e motion, in my
'oplnion the YSL should have participated whole-heartedly in the, oampalgn for
" gensuree It should have sent its members to the sponteneous grqups which distrie
buted petitionse It should have ciroculated those petitions on ‘oampuse It should
have tried to involve SDA, the Young Liberals, Young Democrats, campus NAACP
v cnapters and all other such groups in a common effort to dlstr;bute them among
students, parents, high schools, eto. v v,¢¢

... A campaigh this basis could have brought the YSL into contaot with
broader, and healthy, even. though limited, sections of the youthe The YSL might
not have played the "leading" role, but it would not have been entirely isolated,
extheg. 'In faot, the whole virtue of such a qampaign is that it would have been
, undartaken together with other real forces =--most of them entlrely fresh and

‘ilntarestod in polltioal activity (even in the narrowest sense)’ for. the first time.

Comrade Walker's proposal for the YSL to try to organlze a oounxbr-
demonstration to the MoCarthy relly not only lacks a politioal basis, but because
it ignores (or minunderstands) what its basis could have been, prefocts an entirely
false role for the YSL. Just as the rally 1tself was entirely thhin the. framee
"work of the bourgeois democratio process, so was the anti-McCarthy opposition. It
limited its efforts entlrely to colleotlng petitions, and.similar activity., And
‘this was entirely proper. MoCarthyism is a political sentiment, even a movement,
if you will, but it is a polltlcal movement, not a bunch of silver shirts. And

it must be combatted politically. Just as there is a time "to go into the streets"
there is also a time to stay off of them, and this was one of those times. To
establish this, however, we must go somgwhat further,

Any disagreement over‘whether!the YSL should have called such a demon=
stration as ocomrade Walker proposed would seem to be of minor significance, and
it would be if it were not logiocally related to what seems (from a pravious .artiole
by comrade Walker) to be other differences over "the rights of fasoists". .

While no democrat is for unlimited rights for fa301sts (ie0e to tarrorize
their opposition, beat up Jews, wreck working olass meetings, eto.) we are for
certain rights for them, that is, the same right we demand for ourselves and for
any other politiocal tendendy, as long as it confines its. activities to "peaceful"
or ord1ngry pplitical means. lihen it goes beyond those limits, we are for .the
state suppress;ng‘lt; aotivities (et least we call upon it to do 50) and we oall
upqn its .viotims to defend themselves, whether the state sees fit to protoot them
or note.. And, when under the cover of ostensibly peaceful mestings such a.movement
prepares or agitates for violerts, we may even seek to organize pressure against
it by demonstrations, picketlines, etc. But what we do not and cannot favor is
suppression of its regular demooratic rights.

To oome ba:} once again to the McCarthy rally, and ask in this oontext



‘what' the purpose of &
.-wer 1s obvious.. Its purpose would not-have been to present our posi-

0.

k]

couﬁter demonstration would have been, the ans-

tion to the entering -audience (as, say, we seek to do when we distrib-

;Agtq CGhallenge or a ipaflet at many different kinds of public meetings).

For Tt was . not an audience with which we had something in common, for

,;wh}chwreasonyWe qould, hope to convince or influence 1t in socme meas-

,ure. . Rather, In whatever small way was possible, it would have been
an attempt to oppose -the holding of the me'eting and keep people away.

To do that, 1s to attempt to:prevent the McCarthy forces from exter-
sizing what are no more than their democratic rights, (remember, they
were merely protesting a certain Senate measure) at a time when the
danger to civil liberties in general does not emanate from McCarthy,

; would serve no purpose but to create confusion about the ¥SL's po-

sition on McCartyismiand on eivil liberties in general, It might even
serve to create doubts in the mind of ¢comrade Fredrickson who has e
belatedly discovered that we are not against civil libertiss Torifas-
cists (or in this case, for reactionary Republicans). Now certainly,
our position in favor of such rights does not preclude our democratie
right to call such a..demonstration if we wish to do so. But it woula
signlfy a kind of "militancy" toward the McCarthyltes which no other
political forces are:at present prepared to excercise, if only be-
cause they do not recognize 1t as a fascist danger,  And to.push for
such a proposal, with the motive preSented by comrade Walker--to get
publicity for the ¥YSL--would certainly lend credence to the belief
among other anti-McCarthy forces that the YSL is interested mainly in
promoting 1ts particular interests rather than the broad fight against

- McCarthyism, And the-: would be right, if only because any demonstra-

—~- .

~.:¥ion of the kind proposed would simply have played into the hands of
.:t8p rally's sponsors by allowing them to likk the motion for censure

with:"red forces such as we see. outside this meeting".,

' A.counter demonstration would make sense only fpom the stand-

fpoiﬂf of the. Socialist Workers Party's viewpoint at that that time,
- -.nemely, that McCarthyism represented an immediate fascist danger, be-

for which the other bourgeois forces were impotent, and which only
mass workers' opposition could defeat., It 1d significant that, with
this position, even the SWP did not do what comrade Walker proposes.,

. This may have been because by that time, they were in full flight

from their "analysis" of McCarthyism. A short time afterwards they maid
to admit that their whole "campaign" had been a political flop be-
cause 1t had misjudged the entire situation, the forces involved, and
the methods of struggle. With that party's example before us, the
YSL.should be thankful that it did mot try to engage in a kind of ac-
tivity which led the SWP to 4 'sm&ll-scale disaster., It can do this,

- as we stated above, without in any way. being complacent about 1ts ac-

tual role in the anti-McCarthy campaign, or about its general polit-
1cal immaturity and lack of miditancy,

Bat what transpired at theirally,‘anu the subsequent disint-

~egration of the committee argue ¢ igainst any fascist pepespective by

Its organizers, The use of a Jewish rabbi and the "spontaneous" ap-
pearaxce of the hero Cohn may have been intended only to set fears of
anti-semitlism at rest, but 1t d1d preclude any blatent Jew-baiting,.
Fatthe rmore, it was not intended as a rally around the figure of MNc-
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Carthy as the new Feuhrer, since a large number of the organizers
broke with McCarthy demonstratively a couple of weeks later when the
latter made his tentative break wilth the Republican Party by appolo-
gizing fo» having:suppceried Fisenbower 1n 1952, Tas last heard from
the rcmrants waz tHat “hey had formal an orgenization called Americans
for American Action, and were seeklng to raise the really piddling sum
of $25,000. Whatever AAA may be, it certainly is not the mess fascist
patty of the present, and presents no threat requiring the organisa-
tion of defense gusads, -

In our opinion, the Committee represented nothing much more
(at least in 1ts leadership) than a mcbiliza+ion of opinion within
the Republican Party, that 1s, within the traditional framework of
bourgecis politics in Amsrica, and its t®o party system. And. again
in our opinion, those are the real limits and potentialities of the
McCarthy movement at present., As such, of course, it certainly rep-
resents a reactionary cdanger, but not in the form of a fascist move-
ment toward which thd tactics that comrade Walker discusses abstrac-

tly might apply.

To return to the proposal to demonstrate against this rally,
the question immediately arizes as to the character and slogans which
the YSL wérld: muwe. to propose for such a demonstration. What would we
be demoretrating against? What would we demand on our placards and
leaflets? '

I hope that no one would propose that we protest the right to
hold this meeting, or call for the police to prevent its being held.
This is what malicious or misinformed people attribute to socialists
when they talk about "being opposed td the rights of fascists" and
hence 1t 1s very important thet we dissoclate ourselves from this
idea, The obvious demand of such a counter demonstration would be
that the Senate censure McCarthy. Concretely, however, this was not
exactly our opinion aon the censyre. If comrade Walker will recall,
the terms of the censure motion, and think about their implications,
its dangers will be apparr&nt., McCarthy was not censured for his ab-
use of citizens, but of senators and senate procedure. The "club"
was censuring his violation of their rules, rules which from a social-
1st and democratic standpoint do not represent the ideal handbook of
politital conduct, A socialist senator might face the same king of
charges. (peraonal abuse, refusal to collaborate with a hostile inves-
tigative committee, etc) that were ralsed against McCarthy as the for-
mal basis for the censure motion. The charge which wes dropped (a-
busz of the military) was even more dangerous as an abstract prece=-
dent,

Given vhat shquld have been our criticisms of the censure mo-
tion, we:copld nct raise, the simpls slogan of "for censure", Indeed,
if the pro-censure 7nrcss had held their rally, it might have been
advigsabie for ths ¥YSI. to distritute a leaflet which criticized the
nature of the censure motlion and its sponsors, and calling for censure
for McCarthy's real crimes against democracy. At least this would u :
have had some political sense to 1t,
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0N, GERMATN UNITY by CHARLES M.
e o ol g .
Saoent oo ) : _ Poea vARaen
S LA YRR ey
Sooialists everywhere recognize the overwhelming right ‘of the “?i

German people to unifioation of their imperialistiocally divided
L;nd." The demard by Germans for national sovereignty of a unlted
Ge"many is a just and progressive onee ‘

In a united Germany it would be possible, although not immedzately
juevitable, for a militant working oless to meke progressive steps

o mq:ch the present subcidindtion of tie oountry to the two power

y ok

P

il
oot

" L31as == the Unitad Shates exnd the 3-viot Union -e makes more
¢i7iicul%s  Such stoas vcuid benelis tie entire European working
¢L¢&B au‘ Iaad European‘polltlos in a progressive directions 7
N s
"As’ & result of certain:recent shifts in the oold war Jookayings?

) Qf the Sowvriet Union and the United States (in particular, the '

PR Py

recent changes in Soviet tactics as a result of West German 7
inolusion in NATO -= as illustrated by the Austrian state treaty

.and the visit to Belgrade) there will now be Big Four negotistidns
for a reunifioatlon of Germanye - Undoubtedly, neither side is
bargaining in 'gdod faith; but rgther as a result of pressures

from w1thin ahd without to. whloh 4t is responsives

While we recognize that at the present time both sides have, in
faoct, the power to decide Germany's fate through imperialist
' negotiations, we of oourse. reaeot any oonoept . implxing their

’ right to do soe A -

o TR ey

For ‘the Soviet Union the loss of herauast German sgtellite is

. oertalnly undesireable. In the light.of the justrian treaty

We . may predlct that the least she will demand in exchange for &'
‘reunified Germany is some form of guaranteed neutrality and a
~yithdrawl of all armed. forces-from the countrye Whether the

armipg of West Germany is.a sufficient threat to- foroe her to -
_live up to her proposal, remalns to be seens o

For the Unlted States, the reunlfloatlon of. Germany under such
conditions would be dn even greater blewe Her entire European
milltary strategy and the politids of the last five years would
bg shatterede  The ‘withdrawl of the tremendous foroe now in West
Germany would undermine ‘bapitalism on the Contlnent both econom=
iocally and militarily. Whether the oombined pressuréi,éiértad
both by her allies and by the Russien offer, will foree’ ﬁer to
agree to the above terms, also remains to be seene

;ﬁE,oaﬁ 6n1y oondemn the presént line up of world forces which

mekes such imperialistic dealings possibles However, We oall
upon the working class of Germany and of Europe to make the most
of the possibllltias of fered by these negotiationss .

I
(oontinued)
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(ou GERMAN UNITY = oom»,inu,d) :

t

:Ta the working olass of Germany we says you should demand the
unoonditional reunifiocation’of Germany, the full withdrawl of all
foreign foroes from Germany end a full return of national soversignty
to GGTNW. oo y . : Pt

To American 1ef‘t-militaubs .of all kinds, we put for'hh the notion
that pres'sure must be brought to bear in all ways. possible upon
the United States to foroce. her to return full andmnodnditiona!
sowraighty to the German peoplee ,

" The aim of the peoples of the world for e just government and
«rduring peace, free from imperialist manuevering.and ocontrol,

sa1 only be brought to reéalization through the eXertion of pressure

- by them upon the governments of the world and not by suoh imperialis
“sals 25 now face use .
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KATIONAL EXECUTIVE COLRIITTEE RESOLUTIONS ON THE H-BOL/B =10

During AprileMay this year the NEC passed the following resolutions through
a referendums The history of these resolutipns . ehnd the discussion about them
vill be summarised in the following pages, Deraiwu = - . '

In the Ysr issued just prior to the NEC Plenum of September;, 195l Comrade
Harrington. introduced:the text of his: propossdiresolutioh’ (printﬁe"g.,,bnlj:he next
page)e Ab.the plenum:disoussion: of it, though’most°NEC members ﬁe#f_é?tj‘ vorably
inolined tovard it, m- fewioorrades (notebly domredés Martin, Toyldk und Redotsky)
hod vigonbus' objootionge Plonum decided to postpons aotion until time had ele
apsed so that a full disoussicn oould take place. The National Aotion Committee

was instructed to initiatt dithree. mohth disoussioni’of’ thid'question’ jmmediatelys
’ . : S e e e [P A i { PR :

i ' Lo S U ) _
(The fo)lowing seotion is token from Comreds Hdrtin*s”introduction to the:
referendum ballote) seecsece"l/e have to yesord that unfoftunately, little, if any
disoussion was subsequently hslde . 3 ‘ '
L) ' R T U IO | i - . ‘

"4t the Jane-18 meeting -of the NAC, Comrade Harrington amnounced that since
more than gﬁe onvisaged nunher of months had elapsed, he wes calling a feferendum
of the ¥37 .on his resoluticie Tha-NAC .then bogan a disoussion of the resoe :

lutio:, so that it might go out to the NEC with statements from the NAC

ma oGy and minority on the question as the opinions of the NACe The
The disoussion was ocondluded at the Jamiary 25th meeting of the NAC, at
whick %ime NEC alternate Hacker introduoed a resolution of his on the sube
Jecte Tho majority of the NAC opposed the Harrington resolution by a vote
of /42, The Hacker resolution was not carried, there being however no
mejorivy or minoritys the vote was Fors 2, Against: 2, 4bsttains 2,

0%ha: Visoussion on ths Quesiion
[ X U VIV U R L

© 1¢ The first text of the Harrington Resolution, YSR, Auge 195L, Vole
1, 25, oEo 17 i ‘ ,

2, @7 Plsnum, Septe 195l, pp 10ell of the minutese. The text of a
resolution bty Comrade Radet:’y which was defeated is pissking from the
mimutes snu . recorded mction on the Harrington mortion is gurbled,

3o Artii. on Plemum discussion by Comrade Bob Bona; membex of
the WEJ: . November, 1954, Vol 1, i, pp 3«5. This ia the only artiocle
other than tno diseussion on the f£ollowing pages end should be referred to
by Comrades interested in the question. S

Lie Unit discussions were held in New Yér'k, Pittsburgh, Chicazq and
Berkeleye o

5. Aotion by the NAC: Mimites of JanFeb 1955,
Copies of back issues of YSR are available from the National Offioce,

Coples of !TFC and NAC minutes are available to members who request them.
However, mwmxvz only a few oopies of back minutes are on hand,

«we Owen Morse

360k
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HARR INGTON RF‘SOLUTION'
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The Young Socialist League 1s not a pacifist organization,
although 1t includes and welcomes pacifists into its ranks.

However, the development of modern armaments has reached a
point where even non pacifistsfmust take a prfhoipled and categoric
stand. S o

The use of atomic weapons against cities is an act which 1s
morally and politically unjustifiable., We theneforecategorically cone
-ndemn—such reapons, no matter what government may ‘Wse:them,:
We therefore affirm an absolute rejection of this use of such
weapons at any time or under any.circumstance.

., HACKER RESOLUTION-= “ON Nucnnan wwAPous

The development, testing and stockpiling ‘of atomic weapons 1s
today essentially one tool of the world-wide imperialist struggle be-
tween the Unlted States and Russia..

: 1) We condemn all preparations for such imperialist struggle
and stockpiling of nuclear weapons, the most destructive and anti-hu-
man explosive weapons to date.
2) We condemn the present testing of such weapons,
~ a, its demoralizing effect on humédn values - the fear 1t
strikes into the hearts of the people of the world;
b. the cynlcal and undemocratic movemerit of populations ‘
to clear areas for such tests; ° -

¢, the possible physical dangers of resulting radiation °
and fall-out.

3) We condemn the use of atomic weapons on civilian popula-
tions in cities (as for example practised by. the the United States in
Hiroshima and Nagasaki in Japan in World War II) because 1t destroys
mass civiliam populations, men, women, and children as well as the best
artistic énd material products of man's civilization, Such bombings
ere destructive, therefore, of human values, and are to be a>ndemned
wrorally and politically.' The present contest for nuclear supremacy
by Russia and the United States wnderlines the basic cynicism and
contempt for human values and potentialities by tnese two destructive,
war-like, and imperialist powers. ‘

~
4
v
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A St

STATWMPNT FOR THW HARRINGTON RWSOLUTION
by Mike Harrington

The soctalist, as distinguished from the pacifist, approach i
to the question: 6f war has alyays been relative, The.issue 1s ralsed:
in terms of this war, its class content, i1ts politics, etc., rather -
than in terms of an abstraction, "war", Within the context of this



1,
relative approach, the determining criteria have Dbeen:poliitical: does
this war serve the cause of socialism,and'therorendr peace,

It is my contentfon that €ven with this relative approach the
socialist Is now obliged to an absolute statement,of opposition to
certain weapons; o Better, that begause oﬁ*ﬁhls:relative approach,
such an affirmation :1s now necessarye - ‘t-=~> -, .

The:basic recsom behind this ts the séme one which-hailbeen
determining im all socialist analyses of war, f.e. agoliticalJcritegg
ion. : p B

'v'v “" ;.

Stated blun#ly, ft is now fmpossible for the s 51 ue of

atomic we@pons -to serve any socialfs® pol itical aim under any cf _g__.
sE"htEé A

RYARS

I. The Bevelopmenrt OF Technology

There Is no necessity to emphasize vauge and futunigtio
hypotheses when discussing this point. Lt is not even necessary to
include the estimation of some scientists that the contimuation of
hydrodgen tests may cause & basic geqptic;change In the humam race.

T take 1t as:a-matier of fact that .an atomic war between any
powers for whatever reasons e&dntains whithin it the prolflity:-of the
destruction of the main centers of urban life and the very real -poss-
1bility of the anfhilation of the human race.through the fall out,

I take it as a matter of fact that the strategic use of these
weapons necessarily involves the destruction of entire cities,As such
it notonly means the destruction of humam 1liffe om an unparalleled
scale, but also the destruction of the mafertal basis of socialfsm,
Without human beings socfalism 1s iImpossibley without cities socialiam
is fmpossible.

These are facts about the strategic wse of such weapons. Ths
does not include the possible result of the fall-out,in terms of gem -
tic change and human life,

Comerade Melts resolution,foy example, is much mobe palatadbke,
It repeats the familfar sayings,its emphasis is on this war, it atte:
mpts to disgufse the actualchange fn politics. Im section 3 showever,
it agrees without gqualification with my position.

This,l believe, stems frim the abshlutism af the comerades
opposed to my resolution. they are unwilling to face the consequences
of their own relative kind of analysis, They;'must reassure themselves
that 1t 1s still the same old world, that it is imperialist atomic
weapons which they opposed, 4§8t another case, the bow and arrow
parlayed a thousand times. ey refuse to recognize that quantity
has became quality, that this is not another kind of weapon, a species
to be handled under the familiar genus of the socialist movement, they
refuse to recognize that it i1s a new genus, a new reality, a revolut-
fonary, transfarming, containing within it the possibility of destruct-
ion and even of anihilation,
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: Fop this oncd,let us abandon the qualifdications, noét out of

-;;awspirit of whimsy; ‘but because the reality which-we discuss hds

abandoned the quaiifications. For once, let-ou::yes beras simple

"'andxasfplain as the no of atomic weapons. Those who see the quest-

fon @t all are interested in a plain answeri :lLet uSﬁgivg ;p to

’}IV. On A&soiutism 

It is charged that my resolution is absolute. So it is, So
also 1s the reality of atomlc weapons, helativiatically considered,
the result is an absclubte cmclusion, This paradox eludes the
conracdes end makes of thom absolutists of the relative when the
relative; 1in the area of atomlc weapons, ceased to exist some years
8g0. : : i o ‘- ‘

.V, Conclusion

In the face of the possibility of the end of the habitability

of the world; :

in the face of‘the«pOSSLbility of the end of human life;

in the face of the probability, in war, of the end of citles.
and all they contaln, men, women, children, the material level of
civilization; . e o .

. what qualific2tion, what éritical support,ﬂwhat temporizing,
is alid for a scecilzlist? ' s :
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STATEMRNT AGAINST THR HARRINGTON RRSOLUTION ON TH@ H-BOMB

by Sam Taylor
. '~The threat of nuclear war and the test of huékéar weapons by
both.the U,.S. and Russia have produced at 1é4st ofne &ammon reaciim

among people over the entire world - a fear and horror of these new

‘weapons cf war,. Both supporters and critics ' of the two imperialist

camps, have raized their voices in opposition to any'use of nuclear

P weapons and even to testing of the bombs; ‘Only the most reactionary

forees have openly proclaimed their reliance on these instruments
of political policy. There i1s almost a one to one ratio between
those who have opéenly waved nuclear weapons as an instrument of
political -pelicy, and those governmerits which have, as:a result o
a lack of real political policy, placed their defense of their

" way of 11fe":upon means which ¢an very well mean 1ts end.’

One of the things that has characterized the socialist approach
to politica and to-international caiflicts is a rejection and oppo-

: .sition to 'tlie militariastic and sword-rattling policies of imperial-
“.1st powersi- Non-pacifists socialists have recognized the horrors
* and -dangers.of war Just as they have acknowledged that violence
-often means. that a terrible social Krice;must be paid for achieving
democratic: and progressive goals,

11 justiffcation of wars,

B TP s s beom . ~ ¢ ¢t
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violence and force have to be in terms of what the results will be
or what are the consequences of the alternatives.if those methods of
pg;itjcalandggoiialiprlcies are not pursued, and also what alterna-

. tlves are open” for the’achieving of the goal of socialism., But the

.y

most,valid géﬁeralization'that can be made about those problems is
that.each situation and each choice of action has to be considered

”i ‘{n_the 2dncrete.case. Almost every generalization or"absolute"

princliple on how to proceed in a certain type of situation will run
into circumstances when it will have to be altered or modified or
directly violated. This does not mean that generalizations and
principles are of no use or that we should eschew developing them,

, . but rather.-to be realistic and realize their limitations. It is with °
“,L;j'mhéqe thoughts that we must approach the question of an absolute
 ..poaition on the question of nuclear weapons or to the politics of

. + the H-Bomb such as has been raised by Mike Harrington's resolution.

-

The problem of the H-Bomb i1s not one of the H-Bomb alone, but
one of the worldwide crisis of conflict between two imperialist cams,
Therefore, we cannot look at the problem without dealing with the
reasons for its existence. 1In a real way the H-Bomb is the symbol
of world civilization delicately balanced on the razer's edge between
nuclear warfare and the potentialities for a tremendous drive fao wagd
in the development of human society represented by atomic energye.
Atomic energy has brought forth the greatest fears as well as the
greatest hopes. It is the fear of a destructive power far surpassi g

.. . anything previously developed by mankind that threatend the hopes
. of what atomic energy:can mean for the creation of the material

* conditions capable of raising the living standards of people all

over the world and bring;pg_about a greater freedom,

The crisis that embodles this delicately balanced position is
more than another imperialist struggle but one between two conflict-
ing social systems, The crisis before mankind is one that has been
building up since the first World War with each world conflict be-
coming a greater threat and more barbaric., No more are civilians
by-standers or casual particlpants in these struggles. The demands
end technology have made the entire country the front lines., No
more 1s there any place to hide for the technology of modern war can
geek out and destroy from bases thousands of miles away,

It 1s the very threat of nuclear warfare that re-emphasises our
opposition to the imperialist politics leading to this danger. 1In
fact no one can really be an opponent of an atomic devastation withodt
being an opponent of the two imperialist camps, who are threatening
the world.

,. It.1s this fact which makes our struggle for the Thirg Camp and
for socfalism more important and meaningful, and a slogan 'socialism,
the ‘hope of humanity" 1s not a mere slogan but the absolute necessity
for a world of peace. * v S T

In the struggle for peace, we have to.keep in mind the nature
of the imposing forces and the nature of the conflict between them.
As socialists we believe that the struggle against war has to be
part . and parcel.of, the struggle against the social forces that engend-
ers the ‘conflict. HTO‘be for peace and against war as sueh is all

~

very wall,but 1t dods not get to the heart of the matter - the social
. basis of war, 1In the world today, it means an opposition to both

capitalism and stalinism - the United States and Russia.
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Those who have expressed.their opposition and hogxrer.-at:the
mresent conflict.without really understanding the.nature;of the
_confli¢t &nd_ the forces.involved have ended.up, with.all sorts of
alternatives leading to reactionary "solutions or end up by capit-
ulatin> to the war policies. For example, the neutralists who have
made only the fiprst siep in opposition to those war policies and
politics. and up by vacilating one way, then another, dependimg on
thehpawki¢ulgr,“fg;éur&'of:tnefcold;yar and end up pursuing the
utoplan dream OF peaceful co-existence at bestye It 1s this;that
maves the point of view of pacifists who apprcach-the war question
from the viewpoint_of horror and abohorance of violence alone: so
futile notwithstanding the bast of intentions. And also” the suppor t-
ers of the two imperialist blocs who express the horror at nuclear
warfare and even gt the testing of atomic bhombs are at best "well
wishers® because their political position.makes them the proponents
and defenders of politics leading toward an atomic war,

. As 2rainst those briefly statdi considerations which influence

‘politiee. we have to comsidar the ‘Harrington resolution. The reso-
~ lubion Seeks to say that st any time and under any circumstances,
‘socialists would not use nuclear weapons against cl ties. That 1s,
‘it wanks to lay down striebures or rules of action which would be
appiicabkle Wwider circumstance and at any time in the future. Now

in politicz, we attempt to deal with situations and issues at hand
and do not attempt to formulate answers to situations which may arise
in the future. We seek out the consequences which may arise in the
‘future of actions and attitudes we adapt today. But what we try to
avoid is formulating policies applicable to future situations of

an unknown character., The reasons for this are self-evident and al-
most common sense propositions, For if it were not so, then we could
vory easily have a long and even interesting discusfion of all kinds
of hypothetical situations: some may want to discuss here and now
the exact policy a socialist government in the United States would
embark upon -in-the first months after coming to power: . while Mike
‘Harrington wants +o have a discussion of what would be the socialis
policy in respect tO use of weapons in an undetermined type of struggl
struggle, or else what weapons we would not use,

But the Harrington resolution claims a special exemption from
this consideration because Of the very nature of nuclear weapons.
The statemeat made by Comrade Harrington ig that modern tethnology
burst the seams of politics,and it follows that while thke resolution
t3lks of the future, 1t ic one that has immediate importance
and practicalibty. We hawe, to take new weapons into account, 1t is
claimed, becduse they have made present politics outdated: The old
politics was direeted towsrd relative weapons (perhaps 1like the
block busters 2nd more 3atemic bombs of the second world war), but the
new weapons are absolube in their destructiveness and therefore we
, have to have new politics. The inferred reasoning is that for

‘absolute weapons, we musf have absolutistic politics.

Now, if we grant everything that is stated or implied about
modern technology and its effect upon politics, (the question remains
as to what we have to say about this phenomena, Certainly if the
effect 1s so shattering there must be much more to say or conclude
in terms of politfcal action, than that socialists will never use
nuclear weapons at any time and under any circumstances in the fururs,
First, what effect will it have upon our politics here and now, that
is the claim of immediate consequences made fa the resolution. Even:
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”ﬁggfﬁaiﬁlyﬁseemsutohbéuof no immediate political consequences fa what

fbpﬁ@ﬁition and denunciation of the imperialist politics that lead

P

. the world ta the- present. crisis. Unless of course, We are now to

Af we'61d séy whatffﬁgﬁﬁggﬁiution wants us to say, will the seams
‘of politics then be .£1rmly joined :together The conclusion -of what

to say “dbout the H-Bomh 1s contained in the Harrington'redolution
thg'YSL has to say about the present threatening conflict,and 1its

““take the position you can not take a position in opposition to an

-

" {fmmediate phenomena, such as war for example, without renouncing in

" ‘“advence opposition to all war, Or else, the resolution can serve

the immediate purpose of staying the hand of "socialist generals"
who are ' just 1tehing to get?pheszggnds on some H-bombs,

Now, of course, any fundamental or significant change in tech-
nology is bound to be reflected in politics and influence political
thinking. And without doubt, this nuclear weapons have done. But
‘sven after this is said and done, we must remember that each new

““technical development does not automatically change everything. We
are still left with the_ﬂos‘of concretely analysing or attempting to

‘4halyze what are the actual consequences and how we should change

ofif politics and politicdl thinking 1f such a change 1is needed. Also
i1f*some things do change, many things do remain unchanged. Without
trying to make a little of the problem of nuclear weapons, it is
ifmportant to remember that this 1s not the first that the develq ment
of new weapons have led to the initial belief that a decisive dmm

'w1ill take pimce 1n politics as a result; for example, the machine

‘@it 'and ‘dynamite. Changes there were and will be, the question 1is
whdt they will be? ' v
R Y

In discussing the H-bomb one thing should be kept in mind.
It is not a question of a division between those who are fa dropping
the H-bomb, if not now, then at some future time, and those who are
for 1ts absolute prohibition. No one 1is for the use of these weapons
as such, no more than those who oppose the Harrington resolution are
for block busters or flame throwers. The use of weapons and tech-
niques in a struggle is a matter of political policy, and what the
consequence cf these techniques will be 1if used apd/br not used.
The real question is how to conduct a political stiuggle. Non-pacif-
1st socialists are not for violence, nor do they believe that the

" "best way to solve a politicaI’probTbm starts when you reach for your
" holster: or blackjack. Ve are for other and non-vidlént ways of sol-

ving political problems,

As against taking an absolutist position, the NAC majority felt
that the question of how to deal with future political problems about
how to deflend a socialist government, ought best be left fa actual
determination to those times when such a situation may arise. It is
felt that there mig%t be circumstances which we cannot foresee, or at
best engage 1n hypothesizing when their might be the justification
for-using all the means at its disposal as a matter of defense. It
would be possible at this point to 1list a whole series of circumstange
which may arise Justifying the use of some form bf nuclear weapons, ' -
or at Teast situations in which we belfeve soclalists would be farced
to give consideration to its use, It may very well be that all of us
would come to the same decision of what to do. gach from his own
point of view, but it would be a mistake far the socialist movement

'to make its cholice based on abstract principles.
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And 1f we believe that such situations can or may arise, then

' .nq.one in geod faith can be for the H&gringtonfpaqolution;beqause

“ "1t would exclude in advance any such a consideration.: It {s poss-

. 1ble of .course, to vete for this resolution with.the mental reser

" vation that this is the way I see things now, that there isn't any

situgtion I cen foresce on the horizon or even further on, when I

woulaluse these weapons, but if the situation changes and ngw cir-
cumstences arise, then I.feel free to change my "absolutist -position
end consider the new developments. To approach this question with

~ this kimd of reservation, then the decision will be en opportunistic
one i1 the Harrington resolution passes, In that case it becomes
perfeckly "legitimate" to take any position which is currently
populdyr irrespective of whether it is right or wrong.

\

The socialist way of ¢mducting a political struggle is to
ettempt to win over the support of the people; to make an appeal to
the exploited peoples against their ruling class, Socialists who
ars not pacifists are not jingoists nor saber rattlers either. The.
secirl cost of war and violence is recognized, and it is one of the
reasons why we look upon war as a means of last resort. A militapr-
{stic policy is not the political policy of socialists, as it is
for reactionary classes. For socialists, military policy, tactics,
and techiques are always subordinated to the political program:
under certain circumstances it becomes an adjunct, but never the
ultimate weapon to win the particular struggle. Thefefar e, to claim
45 the supporters of the Harrington resolution do that to oppose it

. means the abandonment of the political struggle for socialism, 1is to
"be making the claim that the only way to struggle for socialism 1s
‘through pacifist means. It can only mean that any time anyone has
to resort to war or violence, the political struggle has ceased,
But since when do socialists believe that you can separate war or
violence from the politics which initiates 1t? The political struggle
oes on during a conflict, for war 1s only a form of the conflict,
%War 1s the continuation of politics by other and violent means"),
And even during a conflict, when have revolutionary socialists be-
lieved that you cease making the political appeal to th@se on the
other side of the firing line? Or perhaps this argument means that
you can not have an adequate political program if you do not take an
absolutistic position on the H-bomb, - But this does not follow at all,

This took the form of a question raised‘durihg a discussion in

Do New York: "Can you conduct a political war when you drop a bomb on a -

"elty?" To pose the problem in this form 1s to put it in the form o
‘dn argument for or against pacifism. Now of course you can not carry
on a certain type of polftical struggle when any form of violence is

used, of, whick Wan§,grecon1y one type. 4#ny tIme one person aims

a8 gun at another, aay in the period of & civil war, and then pulls
the trigger, the verbal political struggle 1s at an end, if it did
not occur before; the non-violent form of the struggle has degenera-
ted to the point where it is a matter of survival, and the struggle
can only be resolved in the conflict which in all 1likelihood would
be forced upon a socialist government, This argument is valid, 1f
valid at all, when dealing with anything from a bow and arrow to a
~single shot rifle to nuclear weapons. t then we will not have a
discussion about any one weapon, but any weapons at all,

Perhaps the mbst 1ﬁportant problem raised by the development &
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nuclear weapons is whether they can mean the end of a modern indus- :
trial civilization and spell the doom of socialism., Perhaps it will, .
or-at leagt a great deal of the known evidence indicates that it will
go-glong way' towerd destroying an industrial society. But once this

by 2

is acknowledged, I't doesnt mean that 4ll politica) problems are at

" ‘an-end, and alY that remains for socfallsts as well as everyone else

| -

to do 1s.to call for peace. ~The third world war has pot entered the

ghasexwhérf niclear weapons are being’employed, andiﬁﬁgnqjis no =
guarantee” that 1t will. It is not too late for the Poténtial

vietims . of the dtomic devastation to organize to prevent its out-

. bresak, and it 1s' not too-late for the socialist movement all over .

the ‘world to intervene and- bring a progressive solution to the

' 09ld .war. But the resolution before us does not deal with these

"i¥ . <considerations, Instead 1t wants to answer the question of what a

socialist govermnment would do if 1t were threatened with H-bomb ware
fere, - in the future. . . ;

. In determining this futuristic policy, there seems to be one

ihth@ught behind the resolution: anything 1s better than an atomic

“wap, To deny this, I feel it i1s necessary to state, it does not

- mean that atomic war would be a good thing or that it occupies Just
: - ahout the same position as the French and Indian “ar, To deny it
>.means that this' is not necessarily the only alternative before us.
.-For example, in the NAC:discussion Comrade Harrington stated that

faced with an atomic war, rather than ude similar weapons in defens e,
a socialist government should suprender even 1f it be to slavery. :
Slavery 1is better than destruction because at least 1life 1s possible:

‘ and,utherefore;~bo¢1aliam is possible.

- Slavery or atomic‘destruction can be the alternatives only if
socialists deal with the political problems that arise in such a
way. a3 to make ‘certain- that these .are the alternatives; that 1s by
proceedlry 28 1f they are the only alternatives. This."willingness"
to. peue there alternatives 1s a consequence of a political attitude
embodled iR the Harrington resolution, and not.the resolution itself,
It 1s assumed that it.would be possible to avoid atomic destruction
by an announced intention not to use these weapons. ’‘his may stay
the hangd of a socialist government, but what about the reactionary

B enemy who had no 'such absolute principles? Such a government even

In the face of this refusal to bear atomic weapons may well decide
to wreak atomic destruction on this socialist state so as to elim-
inate 1t as a threat in the near future. Therefore another alter-
native may be destruction and slavery.

i T}:}TOjthink of the problem, or to pose these alternatives, in this

-weapons,
. -certain circumstahces a socialist government would use atomic weapons
~. of one kind or another, Perhaps nine out of ten, or 99 out of a
;100 times, or even at all times, there would be unanimous agreement

way, can spell the end of socialism as a perspective. For if a
socialist state announced in advance a refusal to use all means at
1ts disposal for its defense, this fact could be used by a reaction-
ary power to force the capitulation of socialist:power. What would
be involved for:defense in such a situatién in addition to the
political appeal:te the;working classes in the enemy state? It ;

~would not necessarily.mean that the soclalist state would use nucleap
I ou -

"to an extent consigt of the knowledge that under

not to use these:weapons .in this situation. But it is in one poss-
ible case where these weapons m15§§ be used or its use would be




- gonsidored: that might 'spoll tho difforonco botvicon tho. triumph of progress or

" roaotione ' This knowilodgomay restrain tho hand of the roaotionary powor and thus
allow timo for & non-violont or ovon nonemucloar resolving of the struggloe
Thorofore anothor altornativo moy bo slavory or sooialisme =

In sddition to whatover may bo said about tho rosolution, thoro is a eortamin
ambiguity cbout tho soope it coverse Is it roglly moant @s a prohibition against
tho ugo of theso woapons against oitios as the resolution states, or is it « pro=
hibition against nuoloar wespons as such? If it is a prohibition of possible
uso ggainst oitiecs, then it would seom to bo mornlly and politically justifiasble
to uso it against other targetms Tould it bo justifinblo to use thom against
troop @onsontrations or bonafide industrial targets vhioh are not citios in the
usual sonso of the word? If the prohibition is on Hebombs, thon what about other
nue loar weapons such as smaller stomic bombs: or atomic artillery and tactiocal :
veapons? Thase do not have the absolute destructive power of tho "grand daddy"
hydrogon bombs, but still they end a oertain form of the political struggloe
Thorefore if & striot roading of the résolution is held as one applicable %o
cities beeauso of their role as the sedt of modern oivilizabtion, then why is it
naocossary to pose the altornatives of destruction or slavery? A sociglist gove
orrment therefore would have means of military defense even if it did pledgo
thot it would not use them on citiogse But from the discussion of the resolution,
it would appear that this tlibaralt interpretation cannot be madoe
It wotild seem that there would be a clear position on the stookpiling of the
nuclgar wespons if you have an gbsolute prohibition against there usee But this

is hardly the osses It would also appenr that if the resolution was only aone
cornsd about tho problems of the destruction of oities, then its supportems would
bo for stoockpiling of thesec weapons for use in other oiroumstances if the need
should arise. Mike H arrington, for example, said that he had no strong attitude
on this, but rather the problem was ome of usee On the other hand there was
Shane who said thot while he vms not for stookpiling, he would let others think
that wa weroy that is, keep the enemy guessinges It would gappear that if you are
willinz “o xllow stockpiling, then the door has been opened for oconsiderastion of
‘user Y sure future time. And if you do not stockpile, but try to keep everyone
guuscirny {2i250% of courss enemy spies and agents), then the political consequenaw
es are Iitt!c uifferent than if stoockpiling were aothally going one The point

in this is that the door is now open for maneuvering around the guestion of nuce -
lear veaponse There is room for politiocs and for seeking of ways of dealing

with the political problems raised by the threat of these vieapons against a fute
ure soeinlist United Statese This 1s not possible in the Harrington resolutione
And whenever those who believe they support it start to talk in terms of what to
do, they begin to abmndon the rigid and apolitical stricturese

For example, it developes that there are in astuality three positions on the
rosolutions One, the rigid imperative that nuclear weapons cannot be used at
any time and under any ociroumstances; twoj the t gbsolute relativet position op=-
posing their use "under any oircumstance we can visualize"; and throe, the relae
tavistio position that while not being for the use of these weapons under any one
particular situation, there mey be a case where these weapons may have to be used,
The second position of the tsbsolute relative' is in no sense mny variant of the
Harrington motion, but only a verient of the third positione Hamrrington's res=-
olution precludes any variantse

The political problems raised by the H=bomb are not of & kind to be settled
in a short and snappy resolution of a eategorical imperative. 1If we are not to
get into a discussion of futuristic politiocal soience, we have to deal with it in
the way in vwhioh the problem comes to us as part of the imperialist struggle bee
twoen the U.Se and Russige It id our analysis of the struggle and of the need
for continuing the fight and the work to build the third camp and a soecialist
world that unites the indepent soocialist movemente The internationsl crisis and
all the fastors whish ocontribute to it should be joined together in a resolution
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such as w:\.vll ‘aome out "of 'the ne:d: cunvant‘ion of the YSL , "and not attempt to deal

.with only one part of it in the aketohy manner in which: it is now. being prasente&

to use
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STATEMENT FC¥ Ti% HACKER RESOLUTION

by Hel Hacker t

- The Noed for o Resolution

The dowe Iopment‘ and testing of nuclear weapons by the imper:.alist governe
ments of Russig end the Unitod States is'a political sot in its own way as much
g0 for example a8 is the U.Se "defense"of Formoss or the Russian ocoupation of

* Hungarye The nuolear weapon development is certainly part ofthe general propar=

ation for a Third Vorld Var by these two power blocks, It should therefore cer

I" . $ainly be condemned as one aspeot of this preparation.

It is now generally knovm however,.that the destructive power and potential
of nuolear viegapons, ospeoially the Hebomb,are unbelievably greater in certain
respects thon previous weaspons knowm to mane For example the March 1, 1954
H-bomb tested in the Marshall Islands, exploded with thj force of between fourw-
toen and twonty miilion tons of T.NeT. The "explosion ard Luft an areq of totsl
dostruotion about twelve miles in diameter with light Zamnege extending in & oir=
cle with a oiameter of forty miles". (Reps Zandt of tl3 Joint Committee on Ate
omia Energy) And racent articles in the New York Times ‘ndicate the development
of infinitel, uora lestrustive bombse '

Sach n nw on has hec‘ pohtloal effects, oenterlng on its own existence,
whicl @ muass urderstand and help develope:

fa ’I‘*t'.c a,,lsbame of nuclear weapons has steeled neutralist and third eamp
fornas, mmn,z;- ot morn than thaay would have been,y ‘agaxinst the outbreak of & new
world wers + has led to soms friction within the western war blook, with Eng=-
lard and bra.ma, as wall as the neutralist Asian ocountries toward U.S. var mane
euverse Indood, it has given antiewar elements, especially in England and Ger=
many & sharp politioal weapon against a more complete imperialist and war-like
domination by the United Statese

In the UsSe it has strenghthened feelings of azn:x:lety in the general popula-
tion and has shirpened any anti-imperialist, anti-war sentiment and general antie
wiar sentiment existing emong students and working youthe Needless to say, it
has also given Russia politiocal oapital, but has also quited down Russia's own
nuolear weapon threats and discouraged her use of this means of destructione

. be The testing of nuclear weapons by the U.S, has been done in a orude,
oallous, imperialist waey with the bland assumption of oontrol of huge areas of
international waters, the arbitrary movement of native populations from one ares
to another, with the eradioation of whole areas of Jape.nese fishing grouhds, not

%o speak of a number of boats and seamens

Therefore @ resolution on nuolear weapons: s« helps sharpen such antie
imperialist-war sentiment among the people w® reach, bs helps attract such people
to us, os gttacks the partioular atom-rattling and orude imperialism of the
nuclear tests.

There has been a variety of oriticism of this resolutions Martin indicates

-

-
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that he considers the resolution as unnecessary "repeating as it doea
1ds¥s whi'th ‘We utter every dey-in our press" and beoause of wrorg forme
ulations and implicetionss What are these wrong formulations and
implioations? Alas, in debate in NAC and before the N.Y. unit, Martin
and Taylor ‘have refrained from any specific analyses so that unforte
unately we ocannot comment here on this oritiocisms

On necessitys Martin and Taylor see no mecessity for such a reso=
lutione These comrades evidéntly see no nefessity for any agitation
or cempaigns on this questione They appear to be content with cofase

« ionally Leds or at most Challenge articles on this questions These

* comrades thus negleot the nsed for -a firm organizational attitude
“soward waremongering, atomerattling, imperialism and apparently x'ea,),

F:fglleout problems of the atomic teésting progrdime - There is genu@ne” -
political indignation against these tests iri‘pecifist and certain-libe
e¥al organizationse e osn work with thid “indignation and wﬁ:ﬁ anti.
war sentiment in a sooialist political and organizational manprer ‘at
this times We ocan publicize and oirculatd our politics by uniting
in -‘edmpaigns with such organizations on these questionse &4 resolution
on nuolear weapons helps give us this orianﬁe.tion.' ' o
What Sort of a8 Rasoluti:on - A Soolalist Appro'aoh to the Nuolear Wé.r

Tuestion .
L

“ Vhat 'chis resolution attempts t6 do’ is to eocplain from a sooial-
:.stpoint of view the political-devslopment ard ourrent use of nuoleer
weaponse “Thus, we analyze the development amd testing of riclesr
weapons by Russia and the United States as part of their imperialist’
struggle for world powers Ve thus orient ourselves and educate other
readers of the resolution towards the understanding of the Imperialist
basis of the ourrent contest for nuclear wedpon supremecye (YNotes

Our position on wars of national liberation should not obscure our
basio horror or-ware) In this oase we ‘@xpress 'our moral snd politloal
condemndation of the use of nublear weapors upon oivilisn populations
in oities as destruoctive of humen values, goods and potent.i’ahties.

Ls indicated, we at'tack the testing of nuolear weaponrih an agitatione
al manner, i.e. possibly joining with other groups agai nst these ‘tostsae

Inadaguacies of the Harrmgton Resolution ' o

@ LG o ' v ' )

~ I. ‘The Harrington resolution is eSSen'bmlly béolutistio and metaw~
hysioal. 1t speaks for al) time and for all conditions when it abe
solutely regeots the "use 6f "Such Weapons at ady timeé or under any
oiroumstancess" As such, -i%-shows 'a compléte lack of understanding of
a socialist approach to a polltioal nroblem.

As 500 w.nsts we' hava certain moral and ethioal valuese Ve bew
lieve in democracy, humen equality and rights, the preservation of '°*
man and his values, the liberation of all people from oppressione
Nevarthelbss, we do not write absbract resdlutions in favor of these
valuess In our resolutlons and artidXes 'we apply these to specific
historical and ourrent problems and tasks and relate these to approm
priate forms of political and olaess strugiles The Harrington rose
olution does not ettempt to treat the use of '‘atomic weapons ageinst
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olt:.es in this panner beoawse in this area Mike does hot’ ha.Ve a S00w
islist approach but a mstaphysical, absolutist one’e

""hc Harr\'\s'w“ W!olu’cn.un. in this respeet. has %hree other inade
equactQS°

8) Tt precludes: ‘fumthel discussion about the nature of nuclear
nnapops; the political. milieu which gave them birthe You'rs either for
orkisﬂ\v\s’c these weo.pons - there is no middle ground or no understanding
eibh eg; R .

(b) Bsaavse of 1&: absolut:.st nature it attracts absolutists to us,
1eco those ggainst paclomr weapons, those against nuolear wars' It does
not attract or appeal to socialists who have some understanding of the -
Burrent-imparialist struggles’ Notes it might be relevant at this point-
to pote thot Mike could have precisely the same position and yot arm
alyze. the sooial basis of the current nuclear weapon davelopment e.nd
conteste But like's interests like elsewhere.

(o) Because o¢f Mike's.lack of a socialist approach he oannot ane
alyze or struggle against the. miclear weapon development in a socialist
mammere The pacifist analyzes and struggles against nuolear weapons
because they.are Evils which produce further Bvilge The sooialist
places the problen (and the Evil) in historical and social context,
analyzes the olass struggle and the imperialist oonflioct which utile
izes this horrible weepons The pacifist appeals to People of Good
Villt6 halt this Evile The socialist appeals to the working olass
(and to-liberal peapls of Good 1ill, 1,8 liberals amd radiocals) “to
utilize the .politios of the class struggle in order to destroy this
weapcm and the class confliot and imperialism which gave ‘birth to it

In. his res,olutlon, Mike approaches the question of nuclear weapons
from a paclfist point of views . 4
II, Why does llike have an absolutist approaoh? In NAC disoussion =
after NAC discussion, Mike re::berated that the Hebomb has "burst the
bounds. of ourrent political reality" or words to that effecte There
are two confusions relevant to the Harrington resolutioh. in this re=
marks

(a) The resolution doss not speoifically treat. tha Hisbomb at

all specifically but all atomio weapons, presumably of any size, shape
form whatever, Because of the allwinclusive nature’ of this rosoluwe
tion, lMike asks us to- oa‘uef‘ormally reject all atomio’ weapons, proe=
sumably those of a "smgll" tactical nature being includede Veapons
of this nature mey be developed which may Wery woll approaoh the . '
power of preciouslyeknown explosive weaponse

If Mike is against-the use of all explosive weapons :lrr ‘modern war
at any time or under any,circumstances he does not say 80" in his
resolution or in his defense of his resolution. t

If Mi.kq is againa,t:- only the larger "A" and "H" bombs at any time
or under any oiroumstames does not say soe 1

If Mike is against the satura.tion or superesaturation bombing oi'
cities or of oivilians in oities he does not say so,
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be For Mike is incorrect agalni. Al far as the destruction of
_cities and of oivilian populations in oities, the development of nuo=
lear weapons has not "burst the bounds of ocurrent politiocal realitye"
If all atomio weapons and plants were destroyed today, there is only
minoxr doubt that a combination of advanced germ warfare, super blocke=
busters, radar-guided missiles and whatever new death ray or whate
have=you that the imparialist butchers of the American and Russian
war bloss have developed could do a rather effective job of destroye
ing oities and civilian populations thereine

. Agein, if Mike is’ against the saturatidn or super-saturation bombe
ing of oities or of oivilian populations in oities at any time or under

" any oiroumstandes by any weapon he does not say soe

indééd, Mike restriots his statement to atomio weapons which
appears inconsistent with the genuine moral sentiment that Mike hgs.

III, Thus, Mike's fallure to analyze or attack the present barbe
arous testing program again refleots an apparent lack of interest in
o socialist political approsshe Mike's moral sentiments appear to lead
him into abstraocbionisme IHas Mike suggested an agitational program
in relation to nuolear weapons? If not, why not? This resolution

‘does so, at least in the ared of the present testing programe

IV, Finally, wh oome th the final xproblem raised by the supporters
of the Harrington resolutions "If you do not support the Harrington
resolution, oan you conoeive of yourself in any way supporting the use
of an: atomic weapon, say by a "socialist goverrment"? Ef not, then
~ why not support the resolution?. : ”

The question as posed in this manner unfortunately gave the NAC
a great deal of difficudtye Various tgetical situations were dise
oussed, 6ege the socialists in control of New York, Chicago and San
Francisco, the Stalinists in control of Vashington, threatening to
nuclear bomb the sooialist strong-holds (or something to that offeot) e
What should the sooialists do? L .

It.is hoped that the discussion sounds as ridioulous and fruite
less to you as it turned out to bee For the xessence of a response is
that as demooratioc socialists, we are not in a position to pass rese
olutions for socialists governmentse Not through fear of speculation
or a hypooritical moral attitude but because only with a complete
undérstanding of the sdoio-economiocal-political milieu = the situation
as regards oclass oonfliot « could we hope to be able to pass a rese
olutions Write spsculative articles, books? Yess Resolutions? Noe

Uhy not & resolution? Beoausé we're for a sooialist government
using nuclear weapons? because anything a soojalist government does is
mofally acceptable to us? No} No} No}

If Harrington doesn't understand by this time, we shall repeat
again a sentence from this resolution: "Such bombings are therefore
destructive of human values and are to be condemned morally and polit=
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ioally " Doos this apply to a socialist govermment? Of oourse it
do@S. W2 are socialists, We believe in the preservation of human vale
ues and potential ities; mot in their barbaric destructions Ve bew
lieve socialisks sheuld: fight a poiitisal struggle for what they bew
lieve in,-only buy‘ydli&Lgal'b§entu§n‘of;§he rulers and exploiters

by the industrial-and agricaltural workers' €an olimenate wer, Only a
democratic patitiea | sbruggle €or socialism and demooracy alongside of
the movement of the masses qan ewy . bring socialism and democracy
cleser to ths world,. - : : :

Nevertheliess, we still see the possible necessity of our support

- ;of armed struggle in wars of national self=liberation and determination
‘and wars of ‘socialist self=defansas Yos, we condemn the use of such
bombs, morellyiand politically in both these situationse Do we, howe
ever, reject the use of such weapons at any itime and urder any oiroume
-stances? '

First, are’ these two last sentences the same?. Nos Do we condemn
- & soolalist govermment's imprisomment of potitioal opposition elements?
Of course we dee" Ve are for full frecdem and political disoussion and
sproad of ideds at all timess Do we oafogdriqally and absolutely re=
jeot this? Nod If the:opposition teakes amfis and tries to overthrow
a socialist government undemocratically, it ey be necessary to ree
strain theme “And .don't forget thise Armed Febellion will undoubtedly
‘occur in 100%:of 100% of thorough=going poitical revolutions. It
may not be a widespread or intense armed oonflict = and then so much
the bettér for a demooratio revolutions '

. e .. .

- ‘fﬁaﬁ wo. oategorically‘dany fuolear weapons to a futu:e sooialist
government? ' ife-have already, though in passing, noted the not too ine
oonoceivable possibility of rexlatively small, taotioal nuclear weaponse

~ ' 'Again, if Mike believes in the impossibility of defending amy sorb
of military-warfare under conditions of modiern teshnology, then he has
“ i . . . N

not said:sée

Again, we note that although we oondebn syeh usage, it will be
the total sooio=economioal=politicalj soientific, military and olass
oonfliot situation at the time that will enable a sooialisteoriented
govermment te'decide whether use of nuolear weapons would further
or impede the movement toward socialism and democraays

At this moment, we oanhot see how the use of this monstrous, ine
human weapon can advance sosialism and democraoy. Yo therefore sondemn
1ts use in the strongest possible way, both politically and morally,

We analyze it-in its role in world imperialist conflict todaye

W olose with a plea for politiocal agiﬁational struggle sgainst
the testing:and dévelopment of this weapon which oan destroy us all,
4s demooratie sooialists, we oan do no more,
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Thy I Will Abstain on ‘the-Hacker Resolution.

The resolution of Comrade Harrington on the H-Bdmb'should,ain ny
opinion, be defeated for reasons presented in Comrade Taylorts statew
menk, The resolution of Comrade Hacker on this subjeot is another
mal:(:er. ’ '.

. While it l4 oks the specific feature of Harrington's view which
lends it an objactionable position, the Hacker motion in my opinion has
several defectse It contains from incorrect formulationsl for ine
stance, What lMakes it more questionable, above all, in my view, is
what T, regard to be its raison dtetre, namely the idea that the YSL
needs sopve of Fipial position on the H=Bomb in revolutionary form and
- needs it quickly, for its work and funotioninge

In my view, the HeBomb noses many problems about which the YSL
needs to be able to do some clear thinking and therefors should dise
ousse I am by no means certain that it is even possible to draw up
an "official position" or a resolutions on those problems, nor that it
is desirable to do soe It is my view that, in any event, the Lacker
resolution does not acoomplish the task of dealing with this problems

For these reasons, I voted against the resolutions in the NiC, Bow

oause, however, of a feelinzg on the part of some oomrades that we
‘need a resolution on the question, and because I do not feel that the

Hacker resolution is really damaging, and because it will be possible
~ to meke changes in it at the’forthooming convention, should it carry
‘in the referndum, I have changed my mind and will abstain, rather than
vote Against it, in the NIC referendum. Ca o c

- == Max Martin
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Socialist speakers and trade unionists on domestic and international
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( This is intended as a draft of a politiocal line for the YSL Convenw
tion, not as a finished resolutions It is part of a larger statement
on the entire international questions I am submitting it for oircue

lation now 30 as to be able to bemsfit by any discussion which takes
placees - Mik® Harr:.ngbon)

(1) Sinoe Werld War II, Stalinism has followed a polioy of expansione
ism and cpon hostility to the none Stalinist worlde However, in the last
few years « since the death of Stalin - there has baeen a reversal. at
first primarily oonfined to statements about the possibility of oo-exisw
tance, more recently xexpressed in acts such as the Austrian Treaty.

It is necessary to-analyze this development even though the evidence is
so meagre that conoclusions pan only be tentatives In doing so, we must
not loose sight of the basic fact about Stalinisms that it is a reaction-
axy, totalitarian sooial system, and no matter how it ohanges, its pole
‘igy is motivated by the selfeinterest of an exploitative ruling olass

and not be ooncern fdr the people of Russia or of the world.

(2) It is this basic reality of selfe-interest wluoh §8 the persistent
olement in Stalinist poliocy since 1945« In the period betwaeén 19L5 and
19448, all of Eastern Europe was, brought under the conbfol of the bureaucracy
in Mosoowe Until the Tito break, these countries were ruthlessly ex=
ploited and looted, their politioal freedom wes destroyed.

(3) After the Tito split, there was some leteup in the temp of exploim
tation by the Russian Stalinists, However, the systematio destruotion

of the remnants of political freedom went on and pemetrated into the
various gatélite Communist Parties, In 1953, thess purged culminated in
the openly anti-Semitic trials of Slansky and the other lemders of the
Czechoslovek Partye Todaey, Eastern Europs, with the exception of Yugow
slavia is firmly in the control of Mosom

(L) With the death of Stalin, changes in the pattern whioh had persis=
ted sinoe 1945 began, Co-existance propaganda (whioh had begun while
Stalin was alive) inoreased, V/hen Beria was arrested and Malenkov beocame
the spokesman of the govermment, a new oonsumer-oriem:ation was announcede
This year, with the demotion of Malenkov, i‘k was widely thought that

the ascendanoy of Kruschev signaled the end of the "soft¥ polioy and

& return of the Stalinist terror les.ding to an inorease in international
tensions,

(5) The vory opposite has taken place, Sinocs Krusghev has come to
the fore, the Austrian Treaty has been signed, a Big P@hier Conference
e.rrange‘d new proposals made on digarmament, Bonn has en given some reoc-
ognition by Moscow, etoe For reactionary bourgeois anulysts, these

evetns are a caloulated fraud, a stratagem in Russia's unswerving rewe
olutionary policye For some liberals and soci.slistt, !gghoy have been
taken as an indication that Stalinism is democraﬂiziﬁg.

(6) Wo must obviously reject both points of wiew and turn to a eare-
ful examination of the questions which the change in Stalinist line raisee
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(7D Ve must begin with the assumption that a olear and acourate apprais-
al of theé signifivance of these events is impossible, At this point, we

oan only disouss tendenoies and probabilitiess In the main, two bioad
categorids of analysis are relevant: the recent events are a tactioal shift
in Stalinist imperielism; or, they signify a deeper change, perhaps in

the 1nstitufldns of the to#alxtarlan state itselfs

(8) There is oonsiderable evidence to support the notion that the
changes 'in’ Stalinist policy are’a ‘taotical shifte The ratification of the
German re-armament agréements obviously required a revision of poliey,

for all previous Stalinist polioy jn Europe had been designed to make

this eventuality impossible. If this is the main ocause of the polioy changs,
then the aggressive peace and co=existance ocampaign is explicable as a
brilliantly designed maneuver to breek up America's system of military
alliancese -

(9) Another hypothesis within this general conception of a tactical

- shif't would locate the cause in internal Stalinist orisise The serious

problems of Russian agrioulture are no secret - they are openly referred
to in the Stalinist presse It 1 possible thah an eggrevation of this -
or gny other - orisis would cause the Stalinists to mark time in foreign
polioy until th@y had solved their domestioc problems.

(10) However, there is some evidence which the ooncept of a tectical
ghift has diffioulty in handlinge The visit of KruscheveBulganin to
Tito, and the admission that Yugoslavia is a "soocialist" country is one
faote The historical revision of the Polish Communist Party in which
dead "Trotskyites and Pilsudskyites" of the 37 purge are now once more
"leadsrs of the Polish workingolass" is anothere  The extent to which
these changes revise basio Stalinist ideology seems in exoess of the de=
ﬁds of a mere taotical shift in policy. .

(Il) ‘ ‘Nevertheless, the judgsment that the recent changes in Stalinist
] §i ”"are tactical is still the most probable in light of the available

¢ ‘gvhdénoces Still, we must consider the hypothesis that a more profound
ohange is indloatad. .
(12) Stalinism is not imperialist in the strioct sense of the worde.

I1ts bureauoratio oollectivist sooial order does not require expansion as
a oondition of 1ts existance. 1t has obviously enjoyed the benefits of
Suoh expansioh in Bastern Burope, but this does not mean that the ex-
pansion 1s a necessitys In terms of its ‘social xkmmx system, then, Stal-
inism oould stabilize at its present boundries, or even withdraw from
some of 1ts satelites,

(123) There are reasons which might impel the Stalinists toward this

stepe Chief among then would be ths desire of the bureauoracy to enjoy
the fruits of its powers Ne doubt the dictatorship of Stalin must have
seemed whimsiocal nnﬂacupriaiuut to, the ruling olaas after World War II,
There is evidenve, for example, thht theré was considerable sentiment



2 8.

in the Party against the tempo at which Stalin was ‘driving the eoonomys
A more forceful expression of such sentiment, now that Stalin is dead,':
oould well he.ve a stabillzing effeot, both 1ntarnally and extermlly.

(1) The recent events do not, in any way, justify' the opinion that
this has happeneds It is important, however, to see that it o'ould happen.
And basio to this notion is the oonoept that Stalinism oan stabilize withe
in its present borders, or even withdraw on the periphery, without nee~
essa.nlz running the risk of an economio‘orisis,

(15) A final word is in order about another hypothesiss that the lialenw
kov-Krusohev-Bulganin revisions ammount to a "demooratization" of the
regime, or éven of a tendsnoy in that direction. Not ome of these changes
has altered in any way the politiocdl tyrrany under which the Russian
people live, All of them are explicable in terms of the selfwinterest of
the ruling classe At the present time, then, there is no evidence that
would’ lead us to cons:.der these events as indiocating a "demooratization."

(16) - The faot that the "demooratization" hypothesis has arisen should
“peturn us to the fundamental fact about Stalinism: that it is a totalitare
lan, exploitativd: society, motivated by the interests of its ruling olasse
This is the basio recdgnition in our politiocal attitude. Because we do
see this, we therefore reassert out fundamental sooialist oppositdon to
this societye.

9k %k 3%k ¥k

Nots on the Above Dogument -
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‘In the drafY statement above, there is one seotion which deserves
explmation. That is the faet that I oconsidered Stalinism in Russia as
"expansionist" and not as "imperialiste.” Before undertaking this, let
me ‘make one pomt olear: if the meagre evidence ‘of. the last few months is
reéason’ enough for a basic revision of our understanding of Stalinism, then
that understanding was deflcient long before these events took: placese
The change which I propose follows from more fundamental eonsiderations.

I. MNature of the Russian State.

This is not the place to attempt any kind of protracted disoussion
of the nature of the Russian State., However, a brief analysis of this
theme relates to the question of Stalinism anmd imperialisme It is in this
limited oontext, and for this purpose, that these remarks are brought fore
ward.

" Russia is a bu—reauoratio oolleotivist' state s

Comrade Shachtman has made an exocellent fomulation of thia faots (New
Internation;lNovember-Deoember, 1952) ;

"The bureauoracy!s seizure of power in the state, when the state owns
the means of produotion, automatioally, by the very act, assured
a raaioaI ly different "distribution of the oonditions of productione?
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And therefore a different mode of productioni And thefore a,diffe
orent mode of distributionl As under thé .esrly Soviets; so today,
there is production for use and not for profit in the oapitalist
sense, production of products and not of commodity valuese But
production is for the use, first of all and primarily and ,predom-
inantly, of the ruling-aléss, of the bureauoraoy."

In spelling oui; this thesis,- Stalinist societ‘y is distxnguiphegl, from oa.p-
italism primamly on. the, basia that it doe's not prod.uoq oomnod;iﬁbas, those

obgénts which, . within a sociew composed’ of briva.te produers, are
produced and eﬂcchanged ainst eash obher by thess private produoers for
their private aocount." &?Anti-Durhring, P 225) .

And it is, “5f gourse,, qlee.r ‘that: commodity produétion i§ an ‘essential char-
aoteristic ‘of oap:ltali.st so00detys (See, ®ege Capital, VoI 11, LL=5)

To ¢itJ bt one example of this fact that oommodity produotion doss
not prevail under Sta,linism % nvestment in the Stalinist state is not
kased on tha "private apnount" of Sngel's definition, i.6e the "profitable"
hght industry is subordinated to: the" "unprofitabla" heavy industrys:

Suimming up this brlef outline: otalinist Russia is a bureaucratio
colleotivist state, an_ eooncmy of production for use based on the nedds of
the bureauoraoy. o

1, hnger.;a‘ 1sm

Imperialism,’ a,s aonial,ists have\ traditionally defined it,, is ‘s chare
acteristio of a sooinl systems It As mot a simple question of, oonquest
{tvibal war, for example, is hardly’ ipperial ist: oonfliot), but of oonquest

PR

ar;smg, out oi‘ thq n.eoess:.ties of a social system. .

'This s in the case of Rome imperiallsm was a necessary tandenoy of
the mode of production, the slave economy: "eseethe low level of technique
in Graeco=Romen oivilization had led to the devaloPiént of slavery as a
means of purchasing the leisure necessary for comfort and oulture; andees
this institution opepated .on both slave and master £ rule out the posse
ibility of releas{ing pey produotive foroes* on a sosle’ adequate to change
the material oonditions ‘tHe 'sooletyasethe réstricted internal markets:
which Tollowed' inevitably, from a sooial structure of 'the kind' (brought)’
its own nemésig in the sha,pe of- dn outward driv®“to sesk fresh markets
avay from the old cehtres of civilizationses": (Th8 Decline of the Roman
Empire in the Weét, by Frank Wa.lba.nk. Pe 37)

In the casé ‘of oapitallsm,ﬁnperulism nas defined as oa.pibal axport
necessitated by the decline im ther rate of profit whiah in turn depended
on a change in the organ:.o composition oftoapitals’ ‘THus, Lenin, who oonw
fined the toim, imperialism, ke-oapital'ism, wrotes "Imperialism emerged
as the development and direot oontinuation of the fundamental attributes
of oapltalism in gonerals" (Imperialism; p 88, Ihternational Pub, Ed.)
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IILe Stalinisnp and Imperialism

Is Sbe.linism 1mperialis’c in this sense of the word?

To answer th:.s question in the affima,tive » Ve would have to ® ree
late the fact of Stalinist expansion, as in Eastern Europe, to an inhere
ént tendenoy of the social system at a given historical periods The
previous ‘disoussion has made it olear that this tendency could not be a
funotion of oommodity production, as it is under oapitalisme ‘Rather,
the Stalinist 'socidl system is a bureaucratio ocolleotivism based on
productiohi'fdr the use of the explorbative bureemoraoy.

. Therefore, in order to desorxbe S‘balinism as 1mperia1 ist, it is mo-
’essa.ry, to retate the'expansion to. such a mode of productions In doing
this, §t'is nbt ehough to point out that, Stalinism shuffers from orisise
It is rather meocessary to show that it suffers from a persistont and
fundamental orisis whioh oamnot he solved wjthout expansions Given the
power of the totalitarian state apparatus, I do no think that this is
true with regand to the almost irevitable 1ne,f£ioienoy of bureauoratio
planning or to the agrioultural orisise In other words, we have not
clearly defined a Stalinist orisis which is insoluble without expansion.

“-Given this laok of 8 definition justifying our oharaoterizing Stale
iniSm as imperialist, why then, in fact, did Stalinism expand into
Eastern Europe? The answer is, to a large extent, ciroumstantial, At
the end of World VWar II, the Red Army was in de faoto control of Eastern
Europee The contimmation of this mimmr control as a kxkx basis for
looting and exploitation was clearly to the advantage of the Stalinistse
To say that expansion is not a necessity for Stalinism does not, in any
way, imply that. it will not éxpand, or that the ruling class is opposed
to expansione It simply means that we must looate the ocause of the ex-
pansion in some factor other than an 1nherent tendenoy of the social
systen!. .

IV. Stalinism and u:manaionism

If Russia ha.a been, as 1 have tried to demonstrate, expansionist
‘and not imperialist, then there is a goasibnna:x that it oan reverse this
‘polioy in a fairly fundamental .fashione 8 does not imply that this
is the oases It does imply that it oould be the cases As of now, the
evidence that it is the ocase is olearly Insuffiolent, It is stated here
in.the farm of a lypothesis,.a possibi}ity, :nothing mores

. Within such a hypothesis, there are two Paotors which could be at

work in Stulinism today end whioh would terd tomard suoh a reversal of
“pol ioys (I) 'An institutionalization of: the rule of the bureaucracy after
the deathiof’an arbitrary diotatorz (2) 1ntqrna1 crisis requiring an
1mmediat‘e~eonoentration on domoatio problems,.

< e should at least be alivg 0. the posgl:b'ility of s basic reversal
of polioye
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- Stalinism, Imperiolism and Expansionism FI &

- by Mike Harrington

C -

(In the brief, inforrial Ciscussion that has clready talien place
in ier Jorl over my discussion of Stalinisii ond inperialism, it
nas boen nacé clear that soie supplementary renarlis' are 118CCS Sm
ar;” at the 7ery outset in ordsr to set wy position in proper
perspective,) '

(1) The mein intention of my point of view is to ciscuss
certain conservative tend:oncies :ithin Stalinisn hich Micht
causc 1t to stabilize the presont situation, or even 21Tow
for ‘somxe withdrawal at the periphery, Miis in no way iiplies
thet the -talinists can, or ill, dismantle their entire

4ast Jduropean holcing, It cdoes nean that certain tencencies
are'at orl: within Stalinisg;, as a result of 1ts social svs-
ter, which tend torard stebilizatlon,

(2) It should be noted that the theory of Stalinist imp-
erlalism’ developed in a polemical situetion in which the

ISL vas quite rightly attacliing the illusions of .Jorld Jar II
about Staliniam, 4Yhug, in 199, the ISL resolution consid-
ered:that 1its characterization of 3talinism as imperialist
had been borne out by events: "Russia has not nerely !expan-
dsd'; it has set ut to bulld and has already acquired in
part a Tar-flung empire on every sice of its borcers, cone-
slsting ol statés :Taich are not mercly 'satelites' but sub-
Ject netions held in clhains by tho saie totalitarian terror
that operates within Russia itself,” (ilow International,
April 1919) o .

- . »

. Note, however, that the basis given here for charac-
terizing Stelinism as imporialist is that of the extent anc
thorouzhness of Stalinist expansion, Whis is not related
to bureaucratic collectivisn as a necessary tondency, At
the time in vhich this theory was ciiphasized, it ras of the
utriost necesdity to challengé illusions about 3taliniaua,
Lorcover, during this period, Stelinist oxpansion was most
virulent, This, I think, is thc context of the cefinition,

As a consecquence ol -thig-characterization, hovever
it vas necessary to jettison theé main element ir the sociai-
ist theory of imperialism: the necessary relation between
expansion and the social systeri, Thus an article in the
iow International (by A dnbay and G.Biaoknell,‘ﬁay-June, ’
1952) encorsed this definition of ‘imperialism: "The policy,
practice or* advocacy of seéel:ing th extend the control, domine
ion or empire of a nation," Such a definifion clearly en-
coilpasses any erpansion on the part of any nasiony 1t nakes
Imperialisi synonymous ith national egiressiveness,
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Sugh a definition was understancable in the particular
polemical situation and period of the cold war in which it
ceveloped, 7o naiantein 1t todey, however, is to loose sight
of important aspects of the politic-l reality of Stalinisn,

Let us turn nov to the cctual reasons ror Stolinist

"~ exlpansion,

In a remariable article in the ilew Ianternational

(October, 19h3), Comrade Shachtitan wore or less predicted the
policr of Stalinisnm in dastern -urope after .Jorlc ar IT,

+1s accorwlishment ras all the gieater Ziven The volwe of
"Teheran" propaganda at the time, :ile 1mobos
the world today, ihatever iis social character, can stand
still and remain Independent, at any rece, not for long,
The present world. tancs nore and morec to ﬁe

1

o coiintry in

- diviced into a

feu o the adlvancel and porerful economic countries which
enjoy inc.pendence, and the others that stagrate or rotro-
gress econortically and inevitably Tall into econoriic and
political ceponcency on the feu, For a country (and the
ruling class in it) to survive as an incependent entity,

in our time especilally, reauires an expansion of its econe
olc (anc therefore its political) power, 'Mhis holds for
capitalist countries, This holds Tor Stalinist .lussia which
is not-caplialist, (his -rould hole Tor'a voriing class re-
public, even if in a ciffzrent SONGe) ,4,Iln other vords, for

. all the social (not socialist!) cifferences that marlk her
- off from the capitalist world, .lussia is nevertholess cone

.

fronted with the seme problen and driven'%y_ﬁhe same,impg;~
sion as every other.country in the vorld, (uy&emphaﬁisnaﬂ)

In addition to 1ts general brilliance, Shachtian's

formla deserves our respcct since it provided the basis
Tor an astonishingly accurate appraisel of Tuture tenden-

Its main point 1s coertainly true: that both the United
cnd .ussia are inpelled by comron Zorces, chielly

tlre econoilc and political p6larization o the vorlé, the
gravitation of power to two :m jor centers, ZTet, it rust be

* noted that Comrade Shachtnman is here describing tendencies

vhich operate indepencent ol the social a;stens, If e

turn now to the differcnces which distingrish Stalinism {ron
4dmerican capitallsm, ire i1l he at tle heart of ny discuss-
ion of Stalinism, Irperialism anc expansioni s,

In the United States; tfe Permenant dar -conoiy pro-

vided a solution to the probiem of doriestic crisis, A proe-
tracted .period of peace - or postoponed war « would :alre the
political justification of this Covernrent Sector increasing-
ly difficult, It would therefore, probably confront the
United States with consicderable cconomic problems, Thus,
there is a strong internal pressure in Armeriéan soclety wihich
moves in the direction ol irporislist nolicy, N

ussla poses a cifferent situation, There are face
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t6rs ithin the taiinist econorny which wouldi nbke . detentc,
and, say cisafmameht, stabillzﬂtion, norﬂaliZation etc.,
sneficial froi afdonestic point of view, [or inen the nat-
urc ol 3talinist society, war production-does 1ot play the
saie role it does in Anerica or,pest on the sams- necessity.
In Rusuia, thet nioductidi’) lays more of a polluical ~.than.
an ccononic, ro% A glaclleniing of the amiament pacé,. in.
econoriic terms (and ‘especially if there 1s a deep crisis now),
is therefore posswbly desirable, If a social Tactor is also

tat uorlk - a Cesire on the part o~ the ruling class for a stab-

ilization of their owmiposition - then the: tendeincy vnich ue
are aescrlalng is a strong one, At the present time, e, cannot
.estinate hov strong; ue can however indicate thé: basis of
p0931b1e suvﬁrrth.

.;‘-’Au,a

t It rould be absurd to aaont a, mechanistic attltude tnat
“ﬁe ecoromlc necessity is simply. transaltea into foreipgn, pol-
icy. hany other faCuors, political and social, in Lervbne and
by, evertheless to the extent that the ecoronic is op-

crative, thire is a pro¢6uro dirforence betueen the United

otutes anu Jussia and one vhich céuld form the basis of ¢ilT="
erences in Torelgn policy,”.To 31inI_y. in the Unlted otﬂtes,
Lguns. and o“tuer, “in Mussia, guns or butter,

"I am not interestec in a semantic argunent, The fdac<"'"

" tor tmich I am describing - call it a phase of expansionism or’
or imperialimy - is a rclation betueen the §talinist soclal’
systen end its foreign policy ihich could “aoke ©oF the Stal- |
inists seriously ol ering a lonp-term Getente, a stabiligetion

& the 31tuation and perhapo a’ withcdrawal -on the periphery,
LﬂlS 1s vhat I rean vhen ity de ine Stalinism as e&pansionist
.anc¢ not imperialist, :
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Comments On Comtede Harpifgtoh's THeories On
Imperidlism and Burgérstis qgilectﬁvism A8
Aspetts Of Htdiinmism C -
~by Shane

(Thfs is not meant to be a_systematicvpresentatfoﬁ~df Ay
alternative viewpofnt to that expressed im the Harrington documént,
My posftiop will be presented in a draft,"International Resolution",

¥

which will be available in about two weeks,)

I, | State Capitalism In Russia- .

Comrade Harrington's grounds for denying the existence of

capitalism in Ryssia are the weakest possiblés defining capitalism
commodity production on the account of private producers, he adduces .
the fact that such production does not exist in Russig as proof of
the non-capitalist nature of Stalinism. ’
. This is assuredely a most fetishistic use of the category
"commodity" capitalism,as every social system is,first of all, a
system of production relationships, The significance of the commod=-
1ty 1s that 1t embodies these capitilist social relationships. But
this is not equally true of all commodities. Commodity production
has existed throughout the history of civilizatione it wee very widee
spread,for instance,in Greece and Rome.The slave economy of the pre=-
Civil war American south was completely dominated by commodity proe-
duction, There is only one commodity which exists only under capite
alism and whose existence is in itself sufficient to define capital-
ist production relationships, . :
. This unique commodity 1s labor power.The essence of capita l-
ism is that the mass of witkers are"free" from bwnership of the means
of production and are forced to work for wages in order to live. ‘
(The capatilist epoch is therefore characterized by this:that labor
-power takes ,1in the eyes of the laborer himself,the form of a com=
modity which is his property; his labor consequently becomes "wage
labor." Capital,pg.l189.)

Wage labor (although subject,as in many private capitalist
states,to totalitarian repressive legislation)is both Jjuridically
and in reality thedominant mode of labor in the Russian economy,

It is hard to find a significant difference between the status of
labor in Nazi Germany and in Stalinist Russia,let alone a difference
in principle between the two,

Yet such a difference is to be shown if the Russian social
system is to be considered qualitatively different from capitalism,
If the social relationships at the point of production are essential.
ly the samo in two social systems,those systems must belong to the
same historical category,whatever their concrete divergencies from
each other.

Comrade Harrington's argument against the existence of
capitalism in Russia should have be~n intensely suspect at first
sight.For,according to a definition of capitalism as consisting
bassically of commodity production by private producers,the very
category of"state-capitalism"is self-contradictory., Yet the great
Marxists have always maintained that state-capitalism was not only
theoretically concievable,but also was a real tendency of capitalist
evolution As Trotsky put 1ts "The ownership of feetories,railways
and so on by diverse capitalists would be supersededby an owner-
ship of the totality of enterprises,railways and so on by the very
same bourgeols firm,called the state."(First Five Years Of The
Comintern,vol.II,pg.245)

”
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' Tt is also strah e that he Presents as’ an, argument against
the. statehcapitagist thegis the existence.in Ruissia %f one 3%"&?"
’mosﬁ prcfbund tendencies’ of’modern capitalism - the dominance of
heavy industry over ‘11ght indus'try, .
In conclusion on ths’ polat;it. shoum be pQinted out that
Russia has,in fact,an economy charad¥izged 'by commodity production,
3 governed by the law of value,(See,on this point,the articles by
orrest in the New International ‘of 1942,'43,'$ sand '47,)The
Stalinists themselves admit this unhesitatingly. (§be the pamphlet,
"Politic&l Fconomy 'in' the Soviet Union",Intntl,Pub,,1944,) .
While the intetnal bookkeeping and economic ideology of a
ruling class certainly do not determine our characterization of a
social system,1t 1s significant that in Russia both are essentially
bourgeois in nature.

2. Burocratic Collectivism and Stalinist Imperialism

The most novel aspect of Harr1n§ton's analysis is his def-
inition of Stalinism as not"fmperialist",but "expansionist", This
position flows logically from his theory of Stalinism as a "burocrae
tic - collectivist#society based on production for use. The trouble
1s, that several other things also flow from this theory, which
comrade Harrington has evidently not yet thought through,

If,following Harrington and Shactman, we accept the proufound
ly fallacious view that the Stalinist economy 1s based on"production
for use", we must necessarily admit that it is superior to capitialis
and progressive against capitalism. For not only 1s it impossible,
on this basis,to demonstrate an inhereht imperialist drive within the
system, there 1s also no reason why, over a long historical period,
Stalinism could not so develop the productivity of labor so as to
bring about,if not socialism,at least an enormous historical advance,
Furthermore,every ruling class plays a necessary historical role,
progressive or reactionary. If the role of the Stalinist burocracy is
progressive,we can no longer define the working class as the only ki
progressive force in modern society; and this casts the very possfhh
111ty of socialism into doubt,

The direct import of this on our position on war is enormous,
We can no longer define the power struggle as imperila;ist if 4t is or
one side anly,and on the conflict between imperialist and non-imp-
erialist states,socialists socialists should defend the non-imperial}
side,especially if ut us defined as historically progressive,

Therefore,Harringtontd resolutfon leads necessarily to
"defense of the Soviet Union",and on a pro-Stalinist basis}

I charactprized comrede Harrington'!s view that under Stalinis
production takes place "for use", not "for profit", as profoundly
fallacious, It should be plain that Russian society is desperately
poor in precisely those products which are useful to,and desired by
the ruling class:ie.,not only"luxury goods",but even crdinary consu=
mer goods, At the same time,enormous expenditures are made on heavy
industrial plants.

The real reason for this contradiction is that backward
Russia,irrespective of the subjective wishes of its ruling class
must compete on the world market with advanced industeial capitalist
nations, The penalty for failure to do so is inferiority in the
weapons of war and,ultimatly,conquest by the western imperialists,.
Modern jet fighters and bombers can be bought by backward nations
only at the price of those "use-values which both peoples and rulers
desire. The law of value,supremely expressed in the world market by
the productivity of labor of the most advanced producer, is inexorabl
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: - Bacausge. ' of the int rnational capitalist ¢competion, Russian
Stalinism must be 1mppr1a1 stw The:rate of accumulation in Russia
tends to decrease,as aresult of both bunoepatic ineffciency and. the
fundamental tendency of qapitalism the ﬁall in the rate of profit,
The pressure in ‘the world mabket,as outlined . above,forces Russian
Stalinism to overcome this tendency.TQ Jo 70 qo it must plunder and
exploit any other natfonm that it cam. . .

IN c0nclu31on- ‘THe basic law. of. capitalism is production,
not for use, but production takes place for—the sake of future
production for the accumulation of, .capital, How ironical that of all
nations of the world tjis holds trug most rigorously for"non-cape-
italist"Stalinist RUSSIA!.

subscribe
to the

OUN
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Resolution on German Unity
(Introduced at the NAC by Comrades Gale and Harrington: carrieds)

Ie Reocent political events make it olear that a significant shift
is taking nlaoc@ within the context of the sold ware The Austrddn
Treety, Stalinist proposels on disexmemont, the visit of the Stalinists
to Yugoslavis snd the relsase of Ameriocan fliers by China are examples
of tnis charges

At thig point, it is impossible to make an aoccurate definition of
the oauses of this shift, or how fe= it will gos Vnrious hypotheses
can, and chould, be considersd with regard to bo%h pointss

Yot, giuen Ehis necessary theeretical imprecision, it is possible
and naclssary for us te define our political abtitude toward these
events, In particular, ws must staSQ our pcsition with rogard to the
issuo of Gevman wnity which will probabiy be on ths agenda of the
Big Pever Cunferenss this summer, '

T1La Ws support the uiification of Germany even if it is achieved
through an smperialist oonference and because of imperialist motiocess

11I. It should he made clear at the outset that the proposed ne gow
tiations do not alter our basic analysis of the cold war as an impere
jalist struggle between the United States and Russiae They may well
alter the form of this strurgle, especially in opening up the posse
ibility tha* the two pewer bloocs desire a detente for imperialist
motives,  Ef this is trwe, we must not confuse our opposition to the
oause of this change - drperialist politios = with its possible effects
- an inorease in the opportunity for building an antieimperialist,
antiswar movement,

sa) There is not sufficient evidenocs for us to deoisively
charastatize the bagic eamse of Russia®s ohange in foreign affairse
Two main factexs probably lie behind this shift, One is domestic
orisise The othev is a political vesvtion to the ratification of the
German rearmament agreemenfs, an event which symboliges the omerge noe
of Gerrany as the setond industrial power of the oapitalist world,

We must be equally impreeise as to how far this change will
gos Spacifically, are the Stalinists serious ebout their slogan of
e unified, neutralized Jermany? Certainly their East Eurcpean Eme
pife would be mengeed in thd most conorete fasion by the political
gravitotion exerted by a united Germany, especially a socialist Germe
any. Whether thay are willing to run this considerable risk oannot
be determinred at this tiges

(o) In the omse of the United States we oan be more aocourate,
A wrified, neutralized Germany would mean the frustration of America's
basie polricy of the lask five or six years, Washington would osre
taialy not seek such a results The question here is whether there is
& possibility that they might be forced into accepting ite

Suoh pressupre would come from other nations in the Western
bloos It oould threaten the United States with the loss of its entire
Nato structure unless it accepted a Nato without Germanye The basis
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of this intra-bloc opposition woéuld be two=folds (1) the- bourgeois
comoxistence tendency.within the Viest¢rn camp based on'the exigenoies
of trade and the world market; (2) the growing mess antiewar sentie
mont within the astern oampe LT ,

- Again, we canrob be specific as to how far these negative oone
siderations might push the United States, _

~_.(6) The foregeing should meke. it obvious that our political po
sition cannot be based ox any certain prediotionse For it is plain
that there are many fectors making it unlikely that the big powers
will, give Germany its freedom e and yet, there are other elements at
work which at least make it possible that they are willing this
price for a detentes T

IVe  Our politios, however, should be oriented much more tqward the
present reality of defining ail immediate position on these negotiations
and the movements which have called for theme In order to do this
‘we must (a) define a democratic policy toward Germany; (b) farmulate
this polioy in terms relevant to the political movements, especially
. sooialist, which sesk a unifiod Germany. . o ’
.. " (a) German unity on any demooratic basis would oonstitute an
enqrmcusly progressivé stepe In a united Germany, the dominant po=
litioal forse would, in all probability, be the working olass parties.
The Bastérn section of Germany has always been the stronghqld of ‘the
~extrpfielef't and, as was indicated in the June-days of 1953, this does
not appesr to. have changed uhder Stalinist rulee Indeed, through the
proletarianization of other classes the power of the East German
workingolass has probably shown a.relative inorease under Stalinisme
That such a unified Germany would be "meutralized", ie.es would
pledge to limit arms to those necessary for the maintenance of internal
order, does not change the progressive consequences For ore thing,
such an agreement is something of an abstraction; its real worth is
that of the sooial foroces involved, and the power of a unified Germany
should make it olear that limitations upon its sovereignty are tempe
orarye Ve should, therefore, be willing to accept the neutralization
of Germany as a means to its unity.

In all of this, as a matter of faot, we should see a unified
Germany as a step in a progressive direotione Ve should pot lay
down a schematized version of sovereignty and demand mx all or nothinge

(b) Conoretely, this should lead to the following political orm
ientationss R

1) In the United States, we should ohallenge the Government to
acocept the Russian offer of German unity and free elections in return
for neutralization. If America refuses to do this, it will demolish
all of the "free world" pretensions of Nato and the rest of U.Se pole
ioy in Europe and expose its militadist and imperialist baisis, This
kind of approach ocan be espeoially meaningful when direoted toward
liperals who have traditionslly manifested doubts about German rearme
ament (even though these doubts are too often based on undemoc ratio,
ohauvinist oonsiderations)e - . -

2) In Europe, we call upon the soolalist movement to demand
that their Governments firmly commit themselwes to German unity on the
basis of free elections plus noutralitye In doing this, it will be
possible to expose the nature of the ties between these Governments
and the United Statese Thus, the fesot will be an intensification of
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the pressure on the United States. .

In the oase-of ‘our Garman cogrades, the situation is somewhat
different from that of other Zuropean socialistse The West German
viorkingelass has alraady responded to the rearmement policy with mass
opposition. The youth, in particular, have waged a militant campalgne
Vie hope‘that these campaigns will intensify on the issue of unity,
dertanding German freedem from the “imperialist powerse Also, we look
tG a'oontinuation of the nonwcooperation with rearmament which the
Gérmans ‘Have already carriad oube TR

 /f the tim¢ of the Conference itself, mass pressure.for German
freedom, led by the workingolass, oan be tremeudously effectives
3) In all of this, it is orucial that the ocampaign be conducted
so as to take into account the probability that the Conference will
not result in a unified Germanye Therefors, the campaign itself should
be artiocula ted as one phase of a-larger; anti-imperialist struggle
which must centinue especially if the Biy Power negotiations faile
Short of sabotaging our own efforts, every emphasis should:be placed
upon the fundementsal pessimism:uith which all imperialist.npgotiations
‘should be viewede ;
3 "In this context, German.unity provides a powerful talking point
viswawvis the neutralist sentiment: which exists in Zuropes Essen=
tially, We oan challence the Russtians to.take their own propagandas of
a unified Germany seriouslye If they do not, the imperialist basis
of -their politics will be once more revealede If they do, the re-
sult of d unified Germany and its ultimate signifiocance .for the
Third Carip should off-set any immediate Stalinist political geinse
L) In all of this, we particularly hope that our European com=-
‘rades will lead a mass campaign while the Big Powers are in Conference,
as a popular, militant pressure upon the:imperialistse
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NAC DRAFT RESOLUTION ON YSL~ISL RELATIONS

In acoordance with the. YPSLSYL unity agreement and by the'decision of

_its founding oonvention, the Y6L fas established as an independent sooialist

youth .organization unaffiliated to any sdult.or general socialist party or

 organizatione, This depision £lowed. from oertain very conorete oonsiderations
" apd not from any theory that the independence of sooialist youth organizations
‘in geppral and the YBL in pa_nt'i.o'ularf is ‘permanently ‘desireablee

" o the contiery, the YSL did'not and doos not hold that en ofganization of

" sooialist youth should ip generd.be an: $ndependent groupe Such indspendence lo ads

to the youth organization itself becoming a "youth perty", that is, a general
sooial;st'organiz_gtipn whioh setsAtself wp as the sooialist party or organization
in the country, as e separate soolalist: tondenoy which seeks the adherence of

the watkers to its;bapners, as opposed to-the banpers of other sooialist groups.

" For e seotion of the working class and soolnlist movement baséd on an age group

end its special problems and nseds (that 1s on the younger members of the working

. olass and population), to attempt to become the sooialist organization of the

working olass as a whole, is sbsurd,

In general, and where specific faotors do not indicete the contrary, a
socialist youth organization has to be the youth section of a general or adult

- organization. Youth groups of adult organizations or parties do, and where they

‘do not, thsy shoulqd :h'a.v,e autonomy with respect’ to the sdult party in certain

~

" respeots, but nevertheless they ‘are the arms of general socialist organizations

among the young woxjqus end studenbse = . -

That the ebove was the viéwpoinﬁ of the fl‘ourﬁing‘roonirention of the’ YSL is

. demonstrated hy the fact that the convention decided to have the question of

the unmaffiliated status.of the League brought up again at the secord: convention

" of the brganization; the YPSLSYL unity egreement had specified that®any prope

osals to affiliate the YSL to en edult socialist group oould not be reised until

- thene

. Theie oan be no doubt that the only orgenization to whioh the YSL oould
affiliate, if that were to be its decision now, is the Independent Socialist
Leagues At the samo time that it deolared itself Yo be an:irdependent group,
the YSL made clear that it is not neutral or indifferent with respeot to the
various sooialist parties and organizations. : It .deo lared itself to be in the
olosest possible’fraternal relationship with the ISL and implemented this statee
mert by endorsing an exchange of fraternal representatives between the leading
comittees of’ the two organizations and between. YSL Units end ISL branches where
this is feasible, bty announoing its support of the Independsnt Socialist weekly,
Labor Action, and by making oractical arrangements, for the publication of the

YSU organ, Challenge, yyioh is indepondankly edied and publiShed by tho YSLy
{n the pgzes of Laber Aotion and for.tho league's shering- oPfide spaog with the

I58L. Thoso ralations ord nrrangements havd vorled vory wcll_during the poct

poriod cid have beun o soourse of gratifioationrto the YSL, and have constitutod

~ ovidenoc, if any ‘ig ncedod, that tho .¥SL attitudo towards tho ISL is corroats

In this conneotion we wish also to note the aid whioh the ISL hed rendered
the YSL in the organization of several new YSL Units, in the day to day work of .
the YSL , and in other ways. Likewise, YSL.ISL oooperation on specifio tasks
in various localities has been benifioial to both organizations and to the cause
of socialisme ’ S

The estimation which the ISL enjoys in the eyes of the YSL and the arrange=
ments and relations flowing from it are not acoidental; they rest on a firm pole
1tioal foundation. The YSL and the ISL are the sole organizations of revolutiona¥
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demooratic Hcolalism {n ths United Statedi Thdy, and they -alons, are united

in their opposition to imperialist vvartl to ‘bhd twd imperialist war camps, and
to the Fegimes:'and 'ss6ial systoms of ‘thyde Batipds They stand for the struggle

.of the Third .Cauip of interndtiondl labor-against éapi{:alism ahd Stalinism and
for-a sdoidlist world of peaoe. “Pro'odom and - plenty. Thoy, and they e,lone, stand

fqr “full .0ivil libertiss’ in-the' Tace of the witohhunt now raging in the land.

In addition, the o orga“a;igatio‘ns are in sdbstantail agreement m most
major political quest:.ons of the daye For these reasons it is acourate to say
that in a politicsl sense. the YSL' and ISL are ports’ ‘of ‘one ‘movement and that
toge'bher they oconstituts ohe tendanby in ’bha worlcing-class movement.

We. wish $o make olear, however, that ‘the' YSL 1s open to all young sociaelists

'v.w‘hb agree with the principles and program of” the YSL ‘and eooept its d1sc ipline,

whether or not they share our estimation of the ISL and our attitudse towards it.
Further, oloseness to, ‘or'evon membership in o‘bher edult spoialist organizations

- than.theISL does not{neoessarilyJ precluds membarship in the YSL. In this

respoct, .ns in others, the YSL-is'a broad orgamzation and 0pposes the. conoeption
of a monolithio organxzation.

‘iI

“The geocand oonventmn of the Young Sooialist League ‘decides to coxxtlnue its
indapendexrb end unaffiliated character for the coming period. It takes this
decision, despite the general views it holds on the question of "'independent
youth organization", which are outlined ‘above, because of a number of considerae
tions that perte.in at this time. The most important ones are .as follows:

- As The YSL is and aims to be 8 broad sooiahst yozrbh organization, embrece

ing studen'bs and young workers who adhere to the ideas of Third Camp sooialism,

regardless of the differenoes w’hich may obtain between them on ocertain theoretiod
‘and” historioal questions. ' Now while youth seotions of adult or general socialis
organizations are always broader ard less homogeneous than their adult parties,
the independence of the YSL enables it to have a.still broader stamp and charasters

_ There: oax'be :no:doubt that in the eyes of the students and young workers ‘who form .

the. arenas:for YSL work, affiliation to the ISL would be regarded 85 & narromng
of- the nature of the YSL.

. Be The formation of the YSL involved the. merging of two" ideologioal tend=
ercies, the Marxian sooialism of the SYL and the more general leftwesocialism of
the YPSL. The resultant of this is that the YSL combines these two tendencies
as its 1deologz.oa1 life. Affiliation of the YSL to the ISL at this .time would

- gAve the YSL's audience the impression, that. one of these tendenoies had disa
-appaered from the YSL, which is not the case. .

. - Above: all, the faot” that the YSL is the_.only national orgamzation of
aocialist youth:in the country, the fact that the ISL? SWP? SP? SLP? SDF? eto.

‘do not have natignal youth organizations, enablés the YSL to be the sooialist

youth organization in the ocountry, dreates for it the role of the organizibtion
of all socialist youth, despite the YSL's pronounced and: defimte views on the

voutstat:ding political problems of our period.

m

While remaining independent, the YSL reaffirms its olosest fraternal
relations with the ISL and looks forward to a pariod or every olaoser collaboration
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end joint work. The YSL endorses end supports LhHor Adtion erd the New
Internationals it declares its firmest solidarity with the ISL in its efforts
To be removed frcm the Attorney General's so-called Subversive List and to end
all other witohhunting measures against it.

Therefore, the YSL looks forward to a oontinuation of the olosest fraternal
oooperation with the ISL in their common struggle for sooialist democraoye

4
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CLIP AND MAIL TO:
YouNG SoCi1ALIST LEAGUE
THIrRD FLOOR

414 We 14TH ST
NEW YORK t‘, NeYe

NAME ecosecsoesscssacscscoscssvsscsssosoose SCHOOLesseeseossescssccee

AGEesssocsse

ADDRESSessesscececssssveccsscsonsassnscocse

ClTYoooooooooooooococo;ocoo ZONEeoossessnss STATEsssecosvocesce

C? | WANT TO JOIN THE YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE,
[:] | WANT MORE INFORMATION ABOUT THE YSLe

| WANT TO SUBSCRIBE TO THE YSL WEEKLY NEVWSPAPER, THE
T YOUNG SOCIALIST CHALLENGEs (TO SUBSORIBE TO CHALLENGE,
GHEGK DOX AND ENGLOSE $1400 FOR A FULL ONE YEAR SUDe)

408






