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SPECIAL REFERENDUM ISSUE OF YSR -—- FOR MEMBERS

Dear Comrades,

At the October 2 meeting of the FAC, the following reso-
lution was passed: "We organizsa discuss lon and hold a member-
ship referendum on electoral policy, under the Constitution
of the YSL. That the refercndum also ask those voting for the
KEC minorisy position: Do you favor retroactlive statement of
the electoral position if the rprescnt I"EC majority positlon
{s not published in YSK?2"

The following resolution on organizlng the resolution on
referandum was also passed:'(a) Special YSR marked "FOR IEM-
BERS" be issued as soon as possible containing::NEC Majorlty
and kKilncrty Resoltulons; Harrington and Wohlforth staterents
for NEC Rcferendum; Shane "Heply'; Farrington igeply". (This
was armended at tho Cctober 1& KAC to includc the La Document,
thoe Walker letter, an articls by wohlforth. ) (b) That 3 weeks
after mailing of YSR be deadline Ior coODy for -another Releren-
dqum YSR; (c) that all documsnts for this YSR Dbe stenciled by
th. contributors unlesa that Is irmhogsiblo; (¢) thet the Ref~-
crendum be soent out to MaAL's wilth Soe ssoond YSR; that the
ballots be sent to the units at thad time; (o) that the dead-
1lins for ballots be throe woeuks after tho mailing of the ballots,
and this w1ll be observed pizorously.™

Two things must bo cmphasizod:‘comradcs arc Ergently re-
quested to stencil tholr documcntse Any comrade wWho can sub-
mit typed copy can submit stoncilcd copy. The strain on th
NO of stonciling, mimeoxing and collating a 45 page YSR 1is tre-
mendous, cspecially sinec We muzt roly on ective Now York com-
rades for much of the worke '

Secondly, the copy sadline., Thls issue should be in the
mail on the 29th. Allowing for timc in mailing, the decdline
for all comrodes is, gponcrously hut strictly, Wobember £3rds
If env ¥West Coass comrade - bub only from tho Wost Coast - would
foel an extonsion nccesgary, the FAC would probably grant it,
but not for morc than a wesHs Assuming that almost all of the
copy will bde reecived in steneilzd form, we can viopc to get the
sccond, and final, Reforcndum YSR out carly in Dcecmber, and
complete tanc vote beforo Cnristmase

In order to insurc an orderly and fair Rofcrendum, these
providdons, ospeeclaly the onc about the vote 2nd copy dcadlincs,
will have to be adhcred to rigorousiye.

Fratornally,

Natioral aAction Comaittec, YSL
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COCTAL LT 20LicY 2.2 Wasds 1950 BLECYLIULS
by 3iwane lape
8/20/56
IPPKODTCRT“V

The timing of this _discussion is, %o say the least, highly rcoret-
- able, he Hovember elections are the ceantral--perihaps the only reale=-
1ssue of current AﬂpilCdn nol:uJ,u. Tie nolitlcal sctivity of the YSL
in the next two months hss to be fogused vaon them., The nature of that
political activisy uill be deterained by the NiIC plenum of September
1-2. Tarce substantially Gilvergent UOlLL&CQl iines have been nroposed
to the nienum. And, ten days Lofore the slenws, not a word of discu~
sslon has bLeen circulated, either to the membs rship of the League or
of the NZIC! I hose that trls an? other docuaents wvll be ﬂua1¢shed he-
fore the plenum, albthough in the lirht ol the jpuast record there is lit-
tle reasop to Lelicve Wiat 1s the result of this situation? The
NEC decisions, viivich w be arrived ab vishout the slightest preliminan;
be atle to claim any sort of rioral authority

80,
il
discussion, will scarcel
over the YSL nmewmbors,

] I"""

Where does tho responsitilivy for tials state of affairs lie? The
record should bLe made perfectly clear,

Last January I drcw up a statement of my osition / (Social ist Pro-
test Vote for oy of the three'parties cWﬁlmln” to he Social ist) for
the plenum then scheduled to he held in FOLP”JLJ I was the only menbe:
of the ITAC to precoare anythlng for this jseﬂJﬁ. Becavse of this faillure
of the NAC the ~lenum had to e poshgoned. I mode the motion to nos t~
pone 1t, and now rerret that I dide I cer tafaly would not have made that
motion had I kncwun that the AC was as 1nca‘mrlﬁ of preparing for a
Plenum in September (when it “4d s’? montl s) as it wus for Fe%ruvary

(when it had one. ) At tre nset 7 of the NAC thah voted to vostooue the
Plenum, it was vohied to Leain +.m dtscussion in liay, for the Labor Day
-plenum. Comrade Ios was av)ol to tdre charge of preparin the
“discussion. (T don't know wio, 17 envone, the NAG delegated to ta'e

“his place when Le hed %o £o to the West Coagh for two months.) There
18 no mention of thig suljeet In minutes wo Lo the middle of Jure
Since then no minutes heve bosn sonh Cltle

In IMay I wrots to conrs artin wrgently requesting that the dvscu—
'8sion be bezun iJlFﬂi” ,i. iqz; aven If nothing else had been wrl ~tten,
‘my docwacnt (of the pred ) be circulated forthwith, T

ced 220
Wog informed t”a* the NAC ha 2eted sy request for #BPeclal publica-
;tion, aLd thit my qud*"cnt on the elections would be published in the
to ampear in Junee.

From thgt day to this I have waibted for thaet June YST to appe are I
have not recolived 1%, but on awust 20 (Lodav) T got a letter froa Com-
rade Martin telling me that o docwsent had disannesared, and would I

" Please forward “no+Her cory o oz now draft.e (As I camot locase sother.
Copy now, and az thore are, arede ilavtin's le $ter matters on which
I went to comient, the subsugent materiel is an entirely new drafu.)

Thers can he no Gisapreeceant woone goclalists as to our pposition to
the Dewocratic anl Revubliican rurticaz. It 1s hard to imagine how both
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parties could underline thoir basiocally identiecal reactionary characterse The
lbnanimous consent of both porties to the quadrupling of the prison penal<ties
under the Smith 4ot, tho total fzilure even to bring to a vote any amendments to
Talt=H artley, the ocompletoly bi-partisan Senate buriael of Civil Rightse-are
Just a few of the innumorable instonoes in vhioh the two big parties have
shown their unanimous contempt for labor; the Hegro peopley; end their oomplete
subservience to big businesse

Our attacks have to be particularly sharp against the Demooratio rartyo Many
workers end students still have illusions that this party is substantial ly prefore
able to the Republicans, b ecause its propagande gives greater pley to the effusions
of liberal swindlors and labor bureausratse Sosial progress will again become
possible in 4meriocan political 1ifo only when these illusions, end with them the
Demooratio party itself, are smached, end & labor parsy, as the first politiceally
progressive action of the Amerioan labor movement, is oreatede —

any Demcoratie party condidate for any offioe in this eleotion, from President
to dogoatoher, is by virtus of his party effiliation a political ally of some of
the most reactionary forces in imerioun political lifeo No matter how pro-labor
e Demoorat may sound (in a workingeolass constituenoy, of oourse) a vote for
himis a vote for the party of Repo Smith (of Smith 4ot fame)s No matter how faithe
‘ful to Civil Rights e Democrat swears he 18y no matbter how bleck his skin may be

 (3n a Negro oonstituency, of course) a wte fer him is a vote for the party of
Sen, Bastlande ‘

Jor a socialist to support any candidate whatever of the Demcsratio or Republican

pariies is to bstray socialism, The YL should not hesitate for one second to
condemn eny such betrayale -

D02 ap o3 W N L e S O -GBS A% OF 0 rm 08

Our central politiocl thems must be to denoursce the cepitalist parties and
oall for a labor party, But this is not encuzhs Bveryone who has, expects to
~have, or should have the right vo  vote must answer the questions: who, if any-
oneg should I vets ford This poes for sociclists too-=thoy must enswor this
question for themselves, and, nmora inportant, they must be ableo to ansvier it for
othors before thoy cen expesi others to listen to theme

There are thres possibls arswors that the ¥SL can give~~and all appear to have
their sadvocates vithin the 1.2 {judging from my sole source of informationg
comrade liertin's letter to me of 8/17.)

One ansver is, "Don*t vote! or, as lartin phrases it, "Boyoott the Eleotions I
What kind of poesition is this for dmerios, in 195672 Election boycott is an impore
tant socialist slogen under cortain conditichs-~when the electicns are obviously
fwaudulont, or in a revolutio ary s ituatior when the need is not for parlieme
entury maneuvers but for the ssaizure of powsre It is elso indicated where there

are no voriring olmss or soocislist parties to vote foro But in the presidertial
election of 10767

inesmuch &8s none of the three

The slogen of Loyoott is not reraly baseleas,
seloss, harmful, and svlf-defeatings

eboveenontioned  conditions epply==3iv is also u

whet is the meaning of rot voting in Lmerioa, a country where half tho
eligible - voters don't veie anywayr?  The handful of abstentions we would iufluence
would be swellewod up without trrce in this apathetic mass=-our gesture would be
truly moeningless, without +the sligltost positive siguificencee 6l

!
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The right to vote 15 o demooratio aoquisition of enormous importanoee—it is

that to us, revolutionery sooialists who do ngg'believe thet perlianentary means

ere romotely adequate for the estebllishment of sooinlisme 1t is even more impere
tant to the millions of leproes for whon it is not_me ely the Eymbol of full oitizen=

Bhip. but an Tnasspensublo Tovor Lfor the establisrquig:gfnfull equality, the fooal
Soint of thelr amencipation Sorugile, Ibr waion leoders lile Har

ry tloore and Dis
%Eb Tove been martyreds

irresponaible to

1t is wrong for us %o t hrow away our right, and completely
1id altornativeo

esk them to throw eawey thoir right to vote, when there is a V&
Such en elternative oxists~-n sooiclist protest votee

; The other two possible enswers proposed in the NAC discussion agres on the
formula, "Vote Socialist" but give it an actremely  different politioal contents
one group defines & soolalist vote as one for any o the three cooialist parties

(sp, SUP, SLP) running oandidates, whereas the other restriots it to %o write in

vote for Hoopes and Friedman" (the SP oendidates, who, because of the oollopse

of the SP, vill be on the ballot elmost nowhere )

lo As a broad gocialist youth organization, ghe YSL seeks to inolude sociele

$st youth of all tendencies~--thererore it may well inolude supporters of any of
tha thres csndidates as well as young members of the 8 or SUP (the SLP, as far

gs is known, has no young members)e This formuie would provide e common yolitical
1jns, and at the same time allow each member to work and wote for the socialist

osndaidate of his choilocee

2, On the basis of the ¥SL's own politicel line, 88 defined by last ycar's
convention, there are no grounds to ohocse one party azeinst apothere The YSL'S
®rhird Camp" lines defentist towerds ell  wars under Cepitelist or Stal inist
leadarship, i surely no cleser %o the reformist SP's support %o imerican ime
poriclism than %o the SiP's line of "3efense of the Soviet Union" end of tha col«
oninl revolution even under Stalinist pmid=leadership} A8 for the SLP, if the YSL
seriously belleves thot i%s oall for a lebor party is the central point in 1t8
pregran for Americeg iG cannot conceivably give 533;&3 epdorsemsnt to & group
which not only rajects the cail for e labor perty, but is aotually opposed to

the existing labor movement i

Those who advocate support to the SP as the content of & Ngocialist protest
vote' sdvanoce three arguments (as summarized by Mertin in his letter of Auge 17.)

The first: "The impermissibility of rocommending e vote for the SiPe"

\hy is a vote for the SP permissible and one £ or the SUP impermissible? Bvis
dentiy those who think so must base themselves on one of two viewpoints: either
they foel more sympa.thy t owards & party they think to be favorable to Amerioen
jmperiolism than towards one they belleve favorable to Lussien imperialism»-and

thus show bthemselves, in e reanl sense, &8 oritioal supporters of +the llestern

Comp; or else they velieve that the SuP's politios are far more pro-Stalinist

than tho Srts ore pro~oapitalista

the scoond viewpoint is redioally folseoe Though its theoretical conception of
Russia to r "degenorated vorkers state" is invalid and can lead to pro=Stlinist
conoluciong, the SuPs practical politioal potivity is as resolutely anti-Stalinist -
ps that of cny other sooialist groupe & similar stetement oan hardly be made

gbout the oPe

RE )
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The orucial test of an organization's enti-8taelinism in the past few months has
been its reaction to the Poznan uprisinge The SIP has beon tnflinching, uncompro=
mising, in its dsfense of the Pozian workers ageinat the Stal inist police statee
Yieok in, week out, the Militent hos dope a spilendid job of refuting the "im=
perialist agents" and other slanders of the Stelinist apologistss In view of this
record, eny aocusation of "pro-Stalinist politios" egainst the SWP oan only be con=
sidered Sitzlincphobio nonsenses The actual politics of the SWP must be considered
anti=Stalinist, though hempered by a false theorye

And what about the SPis relationship to the Western imperialist ocenp? The
seoand argument in behalf of & pro-SP vete cited by lLiartin contends that such a
vote 1s indicated %in view of events at the Ilast SP conven®:ion."

lhat events? The SP%s refusal to alopt e resclution even mildly oondé.ming
the French butohers of 4lgeria (led by the SP's “oomrades™, lollet and Lacoste)?
Here is a political test for anti~imperiaslists every bit es clear out os the
Yoznan ovonts for ansi~Stolinistse 16 who even hezitates, he who in the least
equivooates in cundemniag the Frensh war in Llgerie and the polioy of the SFIO
(the two have been made identiecal by kollet and Laooste)=-he who shows sympathy
for imperialism, oomradeship for its scolaledemocy :tio hengmen=-he forfeits all
clrim 1 politiocal support from revolutionary socielistse The 4merican S¥ has
dcors worses Though wrds are chesp for it, end commit it to rothing, not even
te brealiing with the &nd Interna tional, it has yet to condemn French imperialism?
Anj the leader of its "left" wing uses the columis of Labor Aotion to defend the
refusel of the SP leaders to disown their “oomrade" Lollet, even though he,
MoKeymolds, personally deplores lLiollet's policyves

Lny other M"events"? Perhaps this is a reference to the SP's decision favore
ing organic unity with the SDF, politically e oorrupt a gang gf "State Depte
Socielists” as ocan be found outside the 4american Comnittes for “ultural Freedome

The third argument given by Martin refers to "our ettitude towards unity of
the 1I5L and SP." This mystifies me=w~as far es I knowy, the YSL has no atbitude on
this questione 48 for my attitude-=I went none of such unity. Unities,
liko splits, are fruitful only vhen based on solid political considesctionse Any
unity that requires a rotten politiocal compromise like political support of the
present SP whioh is so far from breeking with imperieiism that it prefers unity
with the SDi' to unity with the ISL (while its "lefiewingersl seem to want to
unite with qlghi) cen only be s setback to American socialisma-and e political
course based on this perspective can yield no good resultss

i
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NEG Flonwun Disoussion = For llembers

NAC Draft Resolutionw=-The 1G55 Bloctions

(1) There is no question that in the coming elections sooialists must oppose the
caendidates of both mejor partiesse

(2) As socialists, we oppose cepitalist partios from the viewpoint of our basio
rejeotion of oupitalist sooiety and copitalist politicse In terws of basio issues,
neither party offers ony kind of prozressive resporse to the problems which oonfront
Americe ard the worlds On civil liberties, thers is bi=partisan commitment to the
witoh~hunt; in foreign policy, both parties agreo that  America must continme its
system of maotionary military allimnoes and its war policy; in terms of the eco=
nemy, the Republicers aud the Democrats stend together for a moderate lNew Dealism
and naither pavty offers any serious hope of progress, e.ge the repeal, or even the
significant emerdment, of the Taft-Hartlyy Acte In the oase of oivil rights, the
two Convertions compromised on the hief political issue before the country todayo
The Democratic Party remains the Party of Bastland, Stevonson and Reukbhere The
Republicans have served notice that they will not alienate the Southe

(2) But elthotgh both purties are olose together or the main issues, there is, of
course, a huge difference betwzen the two of theme I¥he Republicarns cre the lParty of
big busiress and mid-western isolati.nisme But the Lencorats coniain w ithin their
ranks most of %he progressive forces in  Amerioa tclays organizeC lehor, the lib=
exels, the Nogro movensrnle Thase forces are, of coursa, shakeed ty tho faot that
thay nave gubcrdinated themse'vss te e spurious "unity', i.ee to 2 coalition with
rzachion. Still, our work in this gampaign will be primarily dirested toward those
+}0 share *their illus ions and intend to vote for Stovanson.

{{i) e mus% poin%t out to ths Stevensonites that their candidate has spent the

looG £our years in courting ihi Scvuth in crder teo pruamdte the reactionary unity of
Yis Parcye It was this polisy which led to a Convsntion whioh did not even give
ssrions disoussion to the gocsticn of oivil rights axd which, in the rame of lib=
rallsm, wae incapeblo of promising to iwplement tho Supreme Court dusisicn., We
mizt couptorpose to their illusiocns about the Dewooratic Party our slozen of a labor
narty, our sonviction wiat onty arn indscenlsut ccxlition of farmer, legre and other
a.amants in o ur scoiety, led by the labor movemsrb,. san break the hold of the
Dixiogop allia nce -akich has effocitively blocked all major social lezisletion since

v

<
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{%) Therefore, our primery tactic in this cammaigr will be to cffer to analysis
ol by Stevenscon and Uhe Lem aratis Poxtly de a0t cffer the hopr of pregressive
politisal actione Gesondly. ws unst coi1tate for the labor party slogan as our
aopaaption of a roal alferactlive to the o mojrr portiese This saould te the

olatent of articles in Jhallsngs, bhrow-auays. ol Speoches whioh we wiill givee

(€} Uafovtunately tho signifizcoacs of 2 gocialist oprotest vete ia 1055 will be
seraiderably  less tha rh wes in YO8, 23d aven lass than it wos Sfour yaors agoe

“we have 1o notse reg.otiully thot the Jocilwlist Poarty, which has traditionally besa
tha wehicle of such o vete, will not be cn ths ballet in most ox the states in w hict
1d &1id eprmear cn the ballot in 1CF2, bul inst?ad will ba cconducting a writsein
aeapaign on the v hole, Thu ofectrveness of v sceialiist vote in ivT6 will therefore

vy greatly hindereds
4
/

{;) UNevortheloss, a nocialish vota rewcins ths only method by whick all socialists
cen registor thelr socilalist convictlons at the ballct box, as well as the only way
in hloh those werkors, Fegroes anu liberels who recognize the impermissobilicy of
voting for Stevenson in view of the Donouratio Party's batrayel of the people on
¢1vil rights md other 1ssws, coan rejistes their conviceionse The Yoing

&Il9
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Sooialist Legaue recommends a sociolist vote in 1956¢

(8)* (The question then arisea as to whether we should recommend a vote for eny of
the tlreo socialist parties which ore running oandidates; without specifying one of
them, or whether we snould reccmmend a vote for one of the socialist tickets in
particular, and if so, which one, The first course is ruled out in our opinion

in that we ocannot advice a vote for one of the three socialist sects running a
candidate this yeer, eithur as sole reocoomondution or as part of a general "Vote
Sooialist" proposal )

(9) We oannot reccommend a vote for the oardidates of the Scoialist iiorkers Party
in view of thkat Parbty's continued oapitulation to Stalinisme This is particularly
trus this yoar when the SWP is attempting to meke its ticket a rallying point for
indepordent Stalinists, Stalinoids, suoh as the Honthly Review group, the remnents o
wha Progressive Party, even tha CP itselfe This jea: more tihan in the past a vote
ror the SWP is a vote for eoritical, independent pro-Stalinism, and this we reject
out of hand,

(10) There remains the possibility of a vote for either the Socialist Party or the
Socimlist Labor Party. lie do not, however, view our ochoioce in the abstracte Ve
Favor unity betusen the Socialist Party ard the Independent Socialist League since
ve lock forward to the renssemble ment of all demooratic socialists in one unified
crzanizatione We reocognize that between the ISL, the SP and the YSL there exists
anosngh in commen  to warrent and urge such a unificatione Given these views, we
thisefore recommend e vote for the Sociwlist Party candidates, Derlington Hoopes
2z Semuel Friedman, in the 1956 electionse we urges "Vote Socialisio. Vote for
Znepes end Friedmane"

1%} Ve must view this question in terms of the kird of a cempaign the SP proposess
iw-*ill not be on theo ballot in most states, and support of the SP tickets means
+iiling for a write=in vote. The SP itself voted for a campaign primarily in en
2:fort to get radio end television time. There is no indication that there will eve:
99 o campaign orgarnizations rallies, etoe In other words, the SP itself does not
viem its oompaizn as agitatiinale

(12) Given this situation, we endorse the ocempaign of the S P, but in a certain wuy
The slogan, Vole for Iiooves, should not play &ho major point in owr agitational worl:
OQur suprort means that wa call upon members of the League and its sympathizers

as well as radical woriers , legross aud liberals « those who are thinking in term:
of a protest vote - to cast that vote for Hoopes and Friedmeone

* Seotion (O) wias not vosced on by the commititeas It was inserted ia order to muin=
taein continuity, sense, ctce, and wes necessary because the original draft wes
heavily amei.Cede

7‘fu:&‘
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Statemont FOR the NAC ond Plenum Mojdority Poeiticn

Comrede Shene hes zdvenced & serics of ergumentes in favor
of his glossn, "Vot: Scelelist" (for eny oas of the three soclel-
1et greoups rurning cendldrtoe), rné cgeinst the NAC snd NEC
mejority vositlon of "Vots Scciclist, Vot: Ior Hoones ond Fricdaen,"
Alwost 11 of Shrnc's neints bhincz on i chrréctarizeotion of th-~
SWP, hig thcory of the cgui-distrmes frem uc of the SP end the SvwP
¢nd his mistck:n neotion rbeout th: netur: of thc ¥SL.

Cherrcteorizeticn o7 th: SWP. For Shrns, th: SWP is simply &
revelutionrry soeiclist eorgenizaotion with o wrong thcery on the
Ruseirn quzstion. Tals thcory is "invelid end ccn lecd to pro-
Strlinist conclusicne, (but) th- SWP's nrccticrl »oliticcl retive
ity is o r-osclut:ly snti-Strlianist z5 thet cf rnv other socicl-
1ct aroup. " &t th- scmc tia-, Sarnc objccte to tuz mejority
cticrrct-rizrtion of the SWP re cepitulrting to Stelinism,

To bezin with, Shens's chrrretorization quot:zd ebeve is, on
thes frcec cof itﬁ incr-dibl-. Ie thz pnreecticnl politicel rctivity
of th- SWP rs "rcsclutcly snti-Strlinist" rs thet of thc ¥YSL cr
ISL? But tacn, to z-t dcwn te crece, rrc ths following cxrmmles

of r-solut: rmti-St-linism?

(£) Th~ SWP rcls in thz'ULW es lcading -1:zmente in the
Stelintst crucus #nd croinst ths Routhar coucus (including thc<
slendcrs cf Cochren);

(b) The SYP supnort of Stslinist imporirliem in the Kersrn werj

(¢) Th- 892's continu-d tlerificrtion of thc Cainis< "r-volu-
ti-n" rs just rbout th- noet -lericus cvont in geelrliet histery
sinces 1917; oo

(a) Th- sWP's ©
mincticon feor Tormoer,
Mao,

cppoeliti~n tc » scelrlist slogen of gzlf-dstr-
1te willinzn-ee tc ecll cut th: Foroceons to

¥het Shens ioncrce i ¢ feet mede ~gnceirlly cbvicus in the

unity n-cotirticns bitwion ths WP end th- SW2: thrt thc cruclal
difr-r:ncs on ths cucstion of Strliniem is nct whithor ons cherce-—
t-riz-c th~ rcveluti-n cns hoonee for in Rucsle es "neliticel" cr
sacisl", but rbova ell heow on: rorcts to Stelinlst pclitics,

f{.c. to Stelinist immzrisclism, to Strlinist orgenlzrtions, prrtic-—
ulerly theosz cutsids of Resslo. In th- fcur ccess in »oint snu-
meretzd rbove, ths truth rbout th: SWP 1s »lein cn~uch$  thet it
hes becn ecoituleticniet with rogerd to Steliniem,

But porihepe this is 711 esnclent history? P:rheps the SW
hes chrne:d? Thon resd theo rocent 5P 1l:tt<r tc ths Monthly Rc-
vizw ecekin~ frr Swoczylts sunoerrt, HReosd the Militrnt Conventicon
jscus. The cntirce ~ricntetisn of the SWP in tiils pcricd, s towerd
Strlincids end Strlintsts. To bc sgurc, it stotis ite oroceltion
te the Strlinict rizinc, but 1t ¢lec zrohrelzce whnt 1t hus in
common with th: Stelinist-Strlinctde. For cxemples, ¢ rcecnt stetee
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mont by the SW P oandidate for Governor of Hichigan (printed in The Internatjion-
al Socialist Review, Surmer, 1956 issue) sesks to infiuence CP members to fight
for official CP erdorsemant of the SiP tiokett 1In faot, the current SUP campaign
perhups moro than any other, is based on eapaasizing what it has in common
wiith the Staliniste$talinoids,

Shane makes much out of the faot that the SWP is for the defense of the Poznan
workerse If it were not, then it would not be a case of ceplituleting to Stalinism
but of Stolinism es suchs As it is, the Coohranites end verious other Stalinoid
elements also call for "justice" in this cases  That the SWP supports the Poznan
workers 1is to its oredit; it hardly establishes its oredentials as a Party "as
resolutely enti«Stalinist esceseny other socialist group" in its practical eotitityo

Therefore, we must rejeot, out of hand, Shane's fantastic charecterization
of tha G§.WPs \/e must accept the majority ocharaoterization of it as & P erty cope~
itulating to Stalinisme

The Theory cf Equi~Distanses Comrade Shane proceeds from his inescourate chare
aotorization of the SWP to an inacourate charcotorization of the SP, and thus pro=
vides a basis for a theory of equi-distancee

For Shene, the SWP has its unfortunate theoretical misconception on Stal inisme=
bu% then the SP hasn't condemned llolle t, is proe-imperialist on the other side,
ind~ed (see pege li of Shane's dcaument) it is more pro~imperialiste To begin with,
ths SP did support hmerisan imperiaiism in the Korean war, it did vacilate on kollet
(though its Lebor Day NEC oondemned him)e But these pobtions must be put into a
oontexts Thoy are obviously reprehensibis to us, but we don't enalyze politics
on the besis of simple verbal formulationse

The SP is an inconsistent, scoial=demooratio Party, It oontains "state-~de-
partuent” socialists and third camp socialists; pacilists and supporters of American
imperialism, political primitives ard pclitiocal fundamentalists, eto. Its political
Stotoments tord to the hodge~podgee Its 1956 progrem (e) has illusions ebout the
Ull; (b) opposes consoriptionj (o) identifies with both the Sescond Interpebional
and the ision Socialist Conferenie although those two oenters have never been able
to vnite; (d) advocatas "peace-panccea" type notions on disarmemente A4t the 1956
SP conventicny 4 third Caup msolution on foreign poliocy almost passed; the majority
of tho delegates were prepared to condemn Guy kollet (they were out-maneuversd in
a perliementary fashlon), etce

The SP has been pro~imperialist, no question about ite But it has done s at
the sagne time thas 1t has been antieimperielist, i.ee¢ its politios are characterized
by inoonsistensy. This camnot be equated with, or mede syrmetrical to, the pro=
Stalinism of the 5P which flows out of & finished prosram, iees is thought-out,
internally cunsistent and so one

But, Share argues, isn't it orazy to favor a vote for the SP even while reo=
cognizing, yea even asserting, its inconsistenoy? This is where Shane's pa.ticu=
larly schematic, abstrast epproach comes into play. He makes his Jjudgement on the
basis of comparing programs end positions, and leaves it at thats On.such & basis,
the only vote ha can pos sibly recommend is one for the SLPs ifter ell, as the
Wilitant pointed out in op osing the SLP, that party is against bosh Vashington
2l Hos cowo The reason that wie don't urge a vote for the SLP has to do with
political reelity, rot with abstraot considerstion of progreme
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The point is that v are in a relation with the SP, that we regard it as
something more than a muddled program, but as e politioal grouping with which we
have ocooperated (where have we coopercted with the SLP? the 8iiF?), whioh we oan in=-
fluence, tow ard whioch we have a perspective of probing the possibilities of
unitye

Thus, even on the abstract level, we must reject Shana's theory of equi-distance
(or, as it oomes through in his dooument, of the oloseness of the SiP)s Tha SUP
aoting on its finished progrem, has been capitulationist toward Stalinism in the
la bor movement, in Korea, China, otoe The SP has baoked capitalist imperialism
in an inoonsistent and coonfused level, now opposing it, now supporting ite But
when we get off the abstraot level (where a vote for the SLP would be mandatory),
end get down to the aotual relationship we have with the social democracy in
America, there is no question of what we must doe

The Neture of the YSLe e weloome youth of verious socialist tendencies into
our orgenizatione But this does not mean thet we are neutral, that we should,
es Shane argues, play the role of honest brokere We have positions, majority
positionse We do not require a member to oampaign for Hoopes and Friedman if he
is opposed to ite~we only ask him to differontiate hiiself from the organization
on “he pointe But we aren't lofty ed impartiel on such questionse

A sooialist protest vote doesn't' mean mush this yeare It is most meaningful
for the SPe

llike Harrington



THE 1956 ELECTIONS
By Tim WWlohlforth

The NiC is in .general agroement on: 1) its opposition to both kajcr capitalm
ist parties; 2) the necessity for raising the labor party slozan; 3) tho relative
moaninglessness of a sooialist protest vote; L) but the necessity of advising
such a vete +to those few we oan reache

The difference within tha NEC revolvea around the gquestion of the nature of
such a protest votee The position proposed by Comrads Shane and myself calls for
a generel sooialist protost vote, a vote for eithor the SP, the SLP, or the SWPo

We «call for such a vote for wa feel it 1s impos sible for the YSL to support
any one of these parties separately. We have important differences with all of
theme Thus ca lling for a vote or any of the parties eliminates the support of
one particular party end emphasises the socielist character of the vote we are
oalling fore

Also the call for such a wte is based on an understanding of the broad
nature o f t he YSLe There are members of the YSL who wish to support the SP or
may even be members of the SP; thera are others who wish to support the SLP for it
is closest to us on the Russien question, and still others who would support the
SWF as a revolutionary socialist partye By oalling for a general sooialist vote
we oemphasise the broad nature of our organizatione

Those who oppose such a protest vote do so on two baseso Negatively they state
that it is impossible for us to support the SIP in eny way, shape or forme
Mow while +ths SIP  dces hold cerbtain prostalinist positions~eon the Russien ques=
tion, on the stalinist ocolonial revolution-~-pesitions which meke it impossible for
us to single out the SUP es segainst the other tendencies for support, to oppose
its support elong with dbher tendenocies 1is pure stalinophobism and seotarian
madnesse

Tho SWP supports the Pozmnan worlrers, the best current test of onets attitude
towerd Stalinismy, and 1is for ths revolutionary overthrow of the stalinist bureau-
cracy; it therefore has a far bettor position on stalinist imperialism than the SP
has on American imperieslisme

Thus vhilo w e in no way lessen our politiocal opgosition to the SWP's incorrect
end dangerous politics we refuse to bow to stalinophobism and its concomitart softnes
towerds the social democracye

The seoond reason given by those who oppose a gereral protest vote is tha
nocazsity, given the present orlentation towards unity with the SP, to support the
S solelye I say that there is no political basis for supporting the SP solelyp
Isr the same rousons that those who favor unity have offered no political baesis for
unitys This is not whe place to discuss orgeniz ational ond teotioal reasons for
developing a unity orientation, but only to elmphasise that if 8uch an orientation
loads us to develop a whitewhshing, "soft" attitude towards the social demooracy
and its consistent betrayal of socialism, then such an orientation is politically
disastrous « :

I peed rot emphasize hore the extent of the SP's copituletion to American ime

porialisms its support of NATO, of the United States in the Kowvean ‘liar (it is
interesting to note Martin's emphasis of tho SiiP's supzort of stalinists in that war
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but not seeing the SP's equally treacherous sup,ort of the UeSe.lLe), its continual
support of the Seoond Internstional cnd its betrayal of the working olasse Last
weok the SP finally attacked Mollet but previous to that it had printed without
comnent the SKFIO's resolution on Algeria in the Calle

Already thero "as begun a disasirous tendency in our movement to apologize foree
or at least not protest againste-the SP's politicse Note Hel Droper's kideglove
treatmont oof MoRoynolds' letter in Labor Actions I only wish the whole movement
ocould have heard tie NEC disoussion with rationalization on the pert of Hartin,
Harrington end others to defend their support of +the SP by spreading illusions
ebout the natur. of the ouganizatione

To support the SP solely now would strengthen immeasurably this aprroach end
would be in effeot announcing to the world our sgreement with the right wing
of .sooiel democreoys

We therefore call for a general socialist protest votey a vote for the SP, SLP,
or S7/P, and for the ocontipuation of our sbruggle against Russian end American
imperiaelism and laolkeys of bothe

Wi
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SOCILLIST POLICY 4ND TEZT 19%5 ELEGTIONS
--Remly to Herrincton
By 8hene Me~e

Comrsde Herriuston's "Stetcment For the FAC gnd Plenum
Mejority Position (on thes Tlzctinsng) »rovee ons talnz -- thet
Herrinctoa cuonorte the 5P, Thet le bis risht ees ¢ menbzr cf the
YSL, end I em entirely in fevod of the IBL conteiniaz memeers wWno
sunnort the SP. PBut I do object most etron~ly to nis ettemot, &=
officizl snckesnsn for th: mejority of the NAC, to o=reuede tue YOL
3 to suopport the 3P ty meens of euch s wet of trmuendoze, nelf-

;- trutas, untruthe, end 1llosic &3 msksc up nls Jdocument.

) The core of the meloriiv nositicn is ite elender ol the SwP
es Pro-Stelinist. Tae NAS resolution snzeis cf the SWP's "pro-
Stalintez" ("eriticecl, indzohendent” nro-S5teli-iem, to te sur:,
but the sssence of tiuc chevectzrizetion is the zseme.) Ecoth the
melority dreft end Heorringion cacrzs toe 547 witn "eontinued

cepitulsztinn to Steliatew,”

Herrincton comnlemeonts t*ie\\ith ¢ whitewesn of thz SP, ee
1s »oliticelly fittius end pronser.,

Let us first deel with thas BCCUF(tI'ES g~einzt t:
Herrincten s%eks to nrovs thnet the SWP i & "Perty cenitu l,t'n
to Stelinien" ty meens nfyfour -isteorlesl exeunles end ¢ number
of currsnt ineteqnces ol SWF »Holicyw.

FCUR IISTORICAL ZXi. oLE

Ei= firet sxewolz of tne SWP's "eeoituletion" is M"(z2)Ihe
S%P rol: in th:s UAW g leedin glemente in the Ste’*"iﬂu ceucuc
- end evelinst the TzuihIr crue:s (1n,l:§lﬁ’ ~z clenders of Cochren.

Tn aréer for tiiec evemml:z *o neve ito intznded sflizct, Her—~
rin*tcu nee to judicie ly omit e fiw imertent fecte.
&Lceordi iz tn the S irelf, 1te cttituds towsrd 10 enti-~
Reuther crucus {whiel deatrlly, wee Stelinist-sunTortec, but
net Sirlinist-dcorinete: et glrre Stelinietl) did ast {low from &
deeir= o zunoort 5l te evsrywasre, out from an emniricel
zyglustion of the 3lld e el Toth fldes, gnd vee 1 fect opnosed
i en sirilordy zonirienl vndes, Ly ssversl too leg drr" of thae Sir.
-9 whelh- r thie eyeluetior woe ri-wt or vren:, it ie ao cvidence of
3 i- Crrprinston reliz uo the 5.2 nolicy in Auto ee
3 o centinlption to Stelinisw", but bLe nsglectc to
» ths 5 vittzy firat coeinet toz Stelinists in the R,
E fe mention thet the $92's enelysile of Reutner et
: ioe r-en aroven corrset Ty nis burecucretizetlon
g ier 9°1%tlesl conversion from & ecml-scclslist
4 & 1zmor 2erty inTo e suntortsr of the Derocretic
Se oteote Dzoertment,
t-ar pmmiscione, ve hive "the slendsrs of
1z beir, iheouwn ths cherce of ns~etive
n 317 4iruz, 1c no =wroof of poelitive Nic-
cet, ¢ bl*t etrrure thet HerriaZten saw
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fit to mcntloa Cochren, whzan gveryons inove o< trole with tnz S.P
t:ccuse 1t wos too snti-sStzlinist !

Ble seccad historicel exemmle is "(b) the S5u2 sunnort cof
Stelinist imderieliem in the Ilorcen wer;". Taie is not the nlece
to recspitulete thie discuesion en otelinlsm end the colonisl
rzvolution which took nlcce two yzers ezo. (Tnzt diecussion
centered on Viet-nam, tut I would now gezy that it is recuchly
annlicekle to Korea.s The SWP vosition of sumdort to whrt it
considered (in my oninion, correctly) to te tie strugzls of the
Forcen meonle srainst U.S. imverisliem end its ecent Rhee, cvzn
thourh thet strucsle took mlesce undrer e murderous Stelinist lesd-
ershin which the SWP denouncszd, wey, for nurncses of discussion
be sdmitted to be wronw, Does it follow that the S4P sunorted
"Stelinist imocrielism"? Ferrincton is the lest nereon in tae
YSL with the right to mee tast cleilm, sivce he hes me inteined thst
Steliriem, z8 e socicl system, cennot tz cellsd imoerisliet.

But ¢e I once befor: vmointzd out, the cenzrel socioloriczl de-~
finltion of i-nerialism 1c of limited velue in real »nolitical sit-
uetione, Imndsriclism cednct sxiet enert frem e rzel imHsriclist
ruling cless. Tae wer in Korca bersn zs 8 civil wer. Bsceguse g
Forelsn Hover wes not th:z nrineinel wrotezonist on the Strlinist
eide (until Chinc wes forced to entsr —- & cez¢ ve will decl with
nzxt) the North loreen strugrle wes not en imderielict one,

But even if, for ~urposks of discusszi-n, we ebendcn cosmon
sense £8 well es Merxism, end term the Koresn stru-.le "imnericlist",
bow then does the SP, wiich sumvorted cur "immediszts enzmy", UeS, ‘
imverielienm, becomz ¢ nrefereble eltsraciivez to tasz SuP? Herrincton,
gccordinz to bis own lozic, ourht to criticize it ot lesst as aershly
ege he does the SVP. Unfertunately, s we shzll see, he does no
such tainc, '

Herrincton's third noint is "(c) The 5WP's contirued rlori-
ficetion of the Caincse "revolution" es just.sbeut tie 7ost -lorious
event in socizlist aistory sinee 1917:3", Ctriomed of the snide
terninolery ("zlorificetion", cte.) his »rlitiesl rrievance nsre
1s thet tne SW2 summorts thet hure mevement of hundreds of millions
of millenlelly sumnrzesed peodlz which has gcour~ed irmericliasm end
feudelism from the fzce of Caine, znd defende it ereinst immericl-

ist atteck, even whlls bittzrly coyosine the Steliniet Dolics re-

Zim:z vhich seskg to stifle tas further ~rowth of tas revoluticn.
Eecavse the S5.P defznds the Chinecse revolutioa g 1t ¥s, Herrinston
cennot show thaet the Su2 hre feleifizd it in order to giny its
praises. Ee tekes the eaey wey, 10 denies its very existence by
putiins & »elr of ouotstion merke sround the word revoluticn.

The antenyr of "rlorificeti~n" is "deni~rstion". Nevertnelsss,

the Chinsse rzvelutizn exis?c. Those who doubt its cxlistesnce sre

cet renertece, "Chine Shseg the

edvised to rzed Jsek Ezlden's Free
te sntitled to &n ovinion cn the

r
Lorla”,  Then st lesst taecy will
sutjcet.

45 to the SWP's defense of the Cainese revolutlion (25 in Xorea)

contntitutin~ some.sort of "ecenituleticn", mlesce remember that
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soclelliests defended Chine eccinst forei-n immerislism even when it
was ruled by ths butchsr Cdidnf Kei-Shsk. It is on: t.in- to sey
the SWP is wronz (which, on tnls soint, I deny). It is another
to sey it is " ~Uitﬁla+1nv

Herrin-ton's finvl "lstoricsal ooint is no wore imnressive
then the othsrst: "(d) The SYP's onwosition to & soclelist slogen
of s=1f~ceterminatiﬂn for Formess, its willlacness to sell out the
Formosens to Mau."

It is unfortunszte that a leeding comrade hes to be informed

of such en zlemsntery Melyict distinction, but it is necessary.
Sclf-detsrminztion is not "a soclalist slore Self-de tcrmlnatlon
i1s a Fourrcois-democretic ri~ht which socieli ta vrotect ¢nd defend,
ss they do other democretic rirhts, tut which hes no socieclist con-
tent whetsosver. In g -ilven historicel situation, the excsrcise

of this richt cen be & rzectionery zction, in which cese it is the
duty of coclelists to gooce it, by force of asrms 1f necessery, €s
the Russien Revolution hed to do in the Trensceuceslen Republics

in 1921 $See Trotsky's boo% "Bstween Red end '.iite")., Roez Luxem-
bourc's (erronecous) generelized denisl of th: richt of self-deter-
mination in the imm=rielist enoch mede her no less creat eg a demo~-
cret end rzvoluticnist,

So, cven if ths S¥P 4ld' deny a right of gelf-detsrminetion
prosessed by Formose, there ers meny Hosslitle situgtions in whlch,
fer from bein~- enti-sccieslist, this would be the correct socilzelist
nolicy (for instence, if Formoeen szlf-determinsticn msant thet it
would remein gn Armcricen nllitery bese for the rsconcuest of Chins, )

411 thesz ccnsiderstl re would be imvortent if Formos® npnos-—
g£g88sd the risht of eclf-dsterminstion. But Formoss hes no such
rizht . ' ‘

I heve erzusd tais voint bsfor:, in my dreft Internationcl
Resolution of lcst yeer, end nsver received an enswer (unlees
beinr votsd down constitutes en enswer.) So I will present the
seme &r-ument here.

Only nztions heve ths ricnt to self-dsterminztion —- znd For-
mose lscks eviry essnect of nctlonhuod. Ite nconle ere Chinese,
Its lgnruece 1s Chlnese (there isn't even & sz9sret:z Formosen die-
lect amonc the meny Chiness diclescts. The inheblitents of Formosa
speek thrize lMcinlend dlslects.) Its culture is Chinzse. MHirtori-
cezlly it hee keen mert of Chins from its first civilized scttlemsnt
until it wes scized bty Jenmen (the forecoin- is discussed in Lol
Ezllantine, "Formosc - & Problem for U.S. Forei~ n Policy", Brook-
inzs Institutsz, 19”2.) It hes not even had eny retionsl oorq01ou=-
ness -- its weonle heve alwsys considered themselves dert of Cainu.

N

Here 1s how sn suthor symmethctic to the Formoscn 3eperatist
viewpnoint describszd tas netionel feelin-s of the Formessns in 10945:

deccznded nstives cof TFormosa wsre
prosnect of r:zturning to Chincse

27

"The six willion Chinzss
pgenerally enthusiestic at ta
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rule." (R1i-cs--"Formose Under Netlonzliet Rule", zn americen In-
stitute of Pecific Releatione stucy, Meemiilecn, 1852, P.4C.)

If s=lf-det-rmninecticn 1s involved In the Formoss ocuestion et
€ll, it t-=nds to justiiy t e Chinzee clelm to rccover ell Chln:zssz
lends concuersd By 1meriecliem,

M™is in no vey mesns thet we £:0:1d be for tiiz Chlnese Stelinist
occupatiﬂn of Formose vnder c¢ll circumstences. If ths cholce wers
to be mecsgsd in terms of Chinzsse occuﬁction or en incdzmendznt dzmo-
crectic Formosa, sccicliste s-ould onhosz unieoen wit Clina ce the
Trotckricte opnored union with Hitler G: vmgny In t ¢ Scer mlebescite
of 1034 (zlthourh tiaz Szor wees 1ncontzstd ly ”:rncn.) If the S..2
steted thet in such o eltuction 1t would ke for Stelinist occune-
tion, thszn tae cher-¢ of "sellin  out the Formosens" wculd heve
creest velicdity.

But in the zctuel sltuetion, the stru-cle 1s Letween the Chlnese
revolution end t:e countzr- rcvolutioncrv forces of ths U.Z, &ni
Chzin- 4 mMlebsscite under Chlan~'s occumstion woulsd be ¢ fercs.
The S”P's noeltlon on Formese 18 a simnle cxtznsicn of its -oesition
of defense of the Chinese revolution, and stends or fells with thet
vesltien.

If however, the Formosen, workers ghould cerry throcush thelr
own revoluti-n, oustin~ the U.S, and Chieza~, I can sssurs Comrade
Herrincton that the SWP would not urre them to cevitulete to the
Stzlinist henrmen, but would do £11 in its »owsr to defend the:r
erainst the Stelinists, Thet is ths only wey it would "sc1l1l out
the Formosens",

CULREEZNT 32 POLICY
ic

48 wz hevz shown, Earrinston's histor
pletzly to justify -is oicturs of ths Q“°'s c
1sm". The instances of current SUP nollicy he uge
CESeE £re <ven vesksr,

2l sxemoles fsll com-
"ezaitulation to Stzlin-
ce to su»ddiort his

His =vidence for the Sw2P's present "caoituletisn to Btsliniem"
is thet "The entire crientsticn .f tiue §P in tuie neriod is towerd
Stelinoids cnd Stelinists." (Thicg stetement, incidsntelly, is culte
felsc, The S.P glso hee & rether widely “ncmn orizatetioa towerd
Nezro stru-gles, such esg t.c lontronery Zue Zoyecott.) Eut waat
counts is not whet1zr or not the 5Y2 oriente towerd tas Stelinists
(excent insofer es t-e feilure of e recicel cr>un te orlent towerds
the Stelinists in tnheir orezeeat desmercts cricsie is finzl evidence
of 1ovzlese secterlaniem), The cnlyrclevent fect is the politicel
neture of thst orientzti-n,

Herrin~ton rzfers to z number of &".2 stetensnts, wit: the un-
misteoveebls Innuendo thet thev cre cenitulctory tﬁ”:rd Stzlinlsm.

He rz=f=rs to the SWP'g letter to ths liontuly Zeview, &zslinc
for its zlcctorel surport--tut e dozen't cuote the letter to s-ow

eny concllietioniem tewerd ti= »ro-Stelialst ﬁolltins of t“a Swsezy-
1tss. Dut Herrin-ton secis to crects exectly thet imvressiont ae
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wente to 9Hsresucde tace uninformrsd rzzdar, wio doss ael “nnw thet
the 5P hee 00fu1 tently refcrrsd to the Suecz-itss ec "occow
Triele Steliniste™, end wio hee net epsen tae rigznt icsve of ths
IFilitert walch dcnounced Honthly Feview'e raclvele of the 20th
narty ccrnirsas, thet tie 572 1g atte mtlor tr concillcte Sweezy.

Berrincton ur-ee 7ou to "reg® thz Nilitsnt ccovantion lecgue
By €11 mezne, do €0, Zou vill find et clecteorsl »letinrm Laflnitely
mors reveluvtiongry thsn toet of the SP or SLP, ¢nd wi:ich coniclne

guch seuoles of t.e SWP's Meroitudetien to Strliniem" ee "The re-
oudisztion of t.= 2ztzd dictetor Stelin end t:ie eriris now saeking
the world Stel'aict 2oveizat zerie tas ce~lnnias of e OHcliticsl
revolati-n tec sstrilien wor'isre dexocvser ta tos Scvi:zt soaers
(1tel. in oricinrl) end "atrlin'g beire eszi co-zxietance wita im-
Dericlicm in order te retein tozir burestucretic Hrivile se cnd ths
nower 1o rzorces tie etru-cle for werisre dzmocrrc’ in thn:z Soviet

sphere."

But Herriacrton's clinching oolnt is to nt the SWP hos eo fer
cspitulsted to Steliniem th:t it sctvelly "seeks to influence CP
memksrs to #ficht for cofficiszl CP zrndorsexent of tiz Sul ticket."
Taie 1 eo irnrezczive thet 2z ectuslly undsrlinze 1t end eddr en
exclemetion ncint,

Yee, we must defer to comrcde Horrl-rton'e zutrority. It is
moet shemeful end ce~ituletory for thE SWP to arsz CP members to

firht ""cin t one of the wobi rscctlonsry focturze of americen

Stelinism's currsnt »olitles, and to ar-e t=zw te win thelr »erty
to et lzest ons »ro-socieglliet -oeitlon, It ic cnly reorettekle

thet comrcde Herrincton wee uot ecs eWFrt';jsinut ce~ituletlion to

Steliniem ct tvz tize o thac r cent EC 9lenux, woizn he ctcﬂ for a

rzrolution woich e:lled feor "our ur-in~ ngive LYLsre ieo cerry out
tneir ckjectirne gnd Hrctectrtloae within tis Lyr."

A YA ARSI RA

&L SuiT SUTDY--2P0CLIAT
Tanere is etill -~ne ecdditicrncl »Hoilat tret Geoesa't eults fit
Herrincton's nicturs of 5P cenituleticon to 3tell Arsm--its etend
on Peznen. »fter £11, 1o g decisive worvsie vs. r-olms test, of
the rort i waic» Seclel- Demccrats celdom f#i) to glde with taelr
own tourgeolele, tue SWP sunnorted the werksre,

Fut thie msre fcet dresn't botuer ncrridftﬁn vEry maahe=-0ne¢
dismicecze it, to 1ge coe of nie fevorits »arcees, out ol nend.
After gll, ae seys, éidn't e11 sorte of Btrll-old ele ente "gleo
cell for 'justics' in thir coee?" (Notz row suntlr thwosc cuote-
tien marls erovnd juctic: insinuste thet taz SW2 ien't zvan for
i”nuine juetice for thaz Fornon werlkers Y 411 th: SWE hes dous ie
to me'te tnet tzre mtuiwum of criticiem which sansretze "esoitu-

3
leting to Steliviem" from "Steliniem g such.

If Herrin-ton's stetexent toet the 5WP's rttitude con Poznen we
no tettsr then ¢ Stelineld eoae 12 true, thls vevld e dsusling for
thz SuP--tut on tair it7eusz gt lzeet, ths S5.2 1= zotitled to be
Jud~ed oun ths tsele of wrzt It iteclf earc--cirtcinly not on the

gile of Herrington'sz totzlly undorumzinted ¢2¢ wurennorted lumding

of 11 ulth the ytEliDOidﬁ.
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GWiet 1la the diffzranes tetwssn hz citituce cf € Stelinold
end of & revolutlonery eoonsnut of Stelinien? Let we sumerlzes the
tuo,

Thz Btelineld regetion to Forzarn coes rou_hly thuse Uncuesticn-
ecly tiz voriere 1sd lesitimete ~riszveaces, 516 the cutaerities
nencdled them =uch tco rourhly; thiz errzeted deounoactretere ought to
receiv: ¢ felr triel, e¢nd it Leg re;rettetles t et {nc -overnrent caw
fit te sxelude forsi-n ctesrvere Trom tielr trirl; tos cbugce thet
led to the dewmonstretioane cu-%t to e correctzd ss eoon ¢r “orcible--
on tre other hend, it iz very 1i%ksly toartl rsznuins West:rm e :zots
pleved lecdins reler in the novement--in rno cere, &8t eny retz,
shorld ise woriers neve resoried to trme, elxes 1t ie fo2lish o
telk of ¢ workere resvolutilcn in Polené, cnud ac ell +het £n erqred
wIrislas cen do le to nagarer the effeorte of the tursevcrsey to
reform itcel€. Taz zeln hooe Le thel *hs sreet rs~orxur Crenkievwier
(or, in the cuce of Trei Eerlin, Bz:41e) will e eklz tc ccntinue
to Llmmrove thns ecendlitl-ne of %the nzomlz, fzealite thz heln wirleh
cuthreeze of tils rort ~ivs to ihe pitrni-net clewente within tlus
rzcime, '

e z.-einst tHis teert »F gr-vment, tne wogltion cof r:svelutirnery
envonents of Stgliviem ~ose somctbiar 1i:: thist  Pornsn revwroseuts
¢ cleer-cutl conflict of scelcl intsreets in waich we glve comadlete
sun~ort to ths bercic wortere exclivet ths wvrdzvroue wureszucretic
reegime, The Btelinlet “urszuerete rrs "rsrerins & frime-us of the
errested ﬂﬁr”“rs w..lch ‘gaculd Y= comcettzd ty 1l soclcliste. ARy
"liczrelis inc" negeiiss telen 1 tas rsoime oere neot fundozentel
xe:rrms Lut =mzve ceacsgsione Jeciruned to stebilire tie ruls of
thhe tureguerecy enc rvsrt usgs Jirsoatent =nd rebellicn. YWe look
on thz Poznen (raé¢ iget 3srmen) cvenin e Trie Orieu: ncre of &
vorizre rivclution te @setror Strlinien, en cell for ead sunpert
the crreniretion of ench ¢ revolution,

Into wihlch moliticel cetczrovy, cenituletion or rzvolutlicnary
onroritioa, dogs toz 5UP's mositicn on Pornen £e119% e ansver is
glvea Ly tie followlns srecp»nte From tus lsed editerizl o the
Suwmnzi, 1976 Intzrnriionel Scolsglict Teview (foroerly the Fourth
Intern-~tioncl): '

"Te June 23 r~enerel stri%z uorisirs of the woriers of ﬁcznan,
Polend, 1ie 2ert of th: gemz ~istoricenl nettsrn of 'or“*4"c‘e
ctyurgle efeinet Stelinlst rule tist wee penifzeted so drexm ;ic 11y
thrzes yeevrs zerlicr in Fest Germsaye....In their keric chorecter
gs Indengnd=zut worklageleess st::gyl:s a~aitst the Stzliulst
burecucrecy, ths aovemente wore migliirtiv:ly identicel.....In ths
Poznzn vnriesivg, ¢c in tre Ecst Girmen, v2 ocn ovctrv: tio:z concrets
forms ¢nd mocdes tret the 2olitlerl rzvolution will texe "

o R KSRy NReH

€ & :
Pornrn worz 144 by th: nog: into ¢ 9~lltic‘l unriui"” L} spiss cnd
coeute drevoectzura 1e not merzly 2 erude freme-um, it is o comml:t
chendonmert of zv:in ¢ DP”thS’ to ¢ Morziet :xplenction fer tncs

v i
vﬂo].nt cleehy Latuwzen th: workine mreesce end ths nrmcd feorecoc o
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th- Polish rogim=-,

Only freom th- vent:zes volnt of en rnrlyeic of thz bur-rucrctice
crets e £ merzolilce formstion cepcret-d from ths wcr”‘r" in th"
fretorize by thiir »rivilszg:- rﬂd tacir fuactli ue re "rulsre", orn
thoe: ph-nom:ins b: und-arstood.

6ok B S BE B R 4 e

"Th: imdortent gu-cticn ir not who stert-@ th- snopiline, Whrt
i~ importint in civil wrr, zc in ruy other wer, 1o th- fundewrntrl
chercet-r e th: oprorine cemdpe. What wee th- lin--u» in Poznen?
On on: ~id:, th- whol: worklus nodulction marehing under ths slogen
of 'trord rnd frcedem'. O0a th- otther side , th7 bur-cucrastic corts
end-its rrmzd forecoc,-

Th: cuzrtlion of who szot firct frdee i7to incirnifiec-ne- in
tiaz frer of thz zilerntic fret thrt in - rhowdown, ths comnon-nts of
Strliniect-rul:d Polend Sleanlv-d into itﬂ con"tiuu rt »crtsy con
onz e£ids ctood th: teilzre, on th: oth-r tv+ fun ctir“,rits, th-
gccurlty oollez end treoms @ rm:d with Rursicn ten g rnd guns rnd
eteff:d by Rurricn offic-re,

Toir cruclcl fret dofince th~s chcrrcet-r of ta: whol- cituction.”

i3 Ao abdeso ek b de .

"Th- horvy h- nd of to- rogime ir pot f-1t Ty t:: "soullcre bu-
r-cucrete! e rocitj of th- r-gim: ir Jircct:d towrré mrecrcering
etrik:-re 'nd *filinﬂ workicr-lard:re on frrm: u» chirsce,

LA MR L AR L 2

"In Pclrand, re in Zret Girmeay, th- hrtr-d of th- mreszs for
th: Stolinizt rozimc iz int:onelfi- d by th: rol- of th- r:zim: rs
rn cg-nt cf ¢ frr.igr ~omr-geor, Trie ie ¢ nrofound rovelutiensry
feeteor In the eituctieon, Th: Polich workins clrse hese enifer:d
dzcn weounde Jrom th- nriloncl chruvinict driv:e of tihz Sovi:t tur-ru-
croey.  Tho liculdrtion of tht Polirh Communiet Prriy duriez th-
lets Thirti-s in orioor-tlon for ths Strlin-iitl r peret; tio- wrurd-r
of ths -ntir. Cnatrrl Committ:c of th- Polizt CP, witlls livin: in
Ruasclin “xi1-; ti »ertition of Polrng 1n r: r'f"4t with th: Neezios
th” eruzl batrrysl of tii- ¥Wrrerw work:r's uﬂrlf‘“f An thz summor
of 1644 by t»: Kr-mlin's rrmys th: burtruerciic #nd mlllitery nzthod
uczd by th- Hromlin to trsmrorw eneicl rol:stioss lu Polrrnc cit:r ths
Szeond World Wer; tii- loctlar of Polleh -conomy during ths occuprtlon;
th: ceontinuzd woorenriction by th: ¥Yramlin of ¢ Lirz ellc of tr:
product of Polirh industry witkout r-asrd for thz nzzdz of th: Polirh
ncedls; thr Reesiflevtien of to: Polish srmve--cll tkze: biti-sr r.-
collectinns, currcnt hBuaoilirtions cvd cuffzriore or- idzntifi-zd in
th: conszciousn-ce of tor mrss e with tas oomreoeelv: fuesien dbur-
frucrecy zod ite Polich cppolint::oa, :

"w

timucl auseti~n oo reoinet thr zricvene o of tiv

"¥111 cuyons ders to nl-sd th: eregc of th- Frsmlin n th: nr-
Scn rnyont elrdim thct tas r-volutl nery riant is n?t wi*h tn“ morksrr

end picacnte of Pol:nd?”

LR TR LT PR T

631



-8

"Thz Poznan udrieinz, Hleced in the context of tie line of
develonzment sizneled by the Test G:rman genersl strilke (of) Juns
] 17, 1983, which in turn srose ocvt of & turbtulent etri%c movemsnt
"3 throurhout thz countrizs of Esst:crn Eurone, »rovidee th: cxnlene-
2 tion for whet und:srlice th-s nrzszent criels in th: Soviet bur-cu-
creey £nd world Steliniem, Fer from connotinz ¢ "ncw dircction’
in the tihinkine end outlook of the turecucrecy, thz Twontieth
Congrzees of thz Communiet Perty of the Sovi:t Unlen wee only &an
:xoression of th: d:fzneiv: 2ogtur: th: burzcucrrey hee cgeumzd in

r<lction to th:z wmceeze."
459 4 8t 90 4 30 45 309 6 8¢

"Thz scneitive ley:re of ths youth znd th: int-llcctucle de-
tcct en inn-r creckun £nd demorclizction of th: Stelinlst rizim-,
This thought must :lso grow in thc feetorize re the work:ore f:-1
th:ir wey to trking cdventec: of the crieis of th: Stelinict ro-
gim-c in ordecr to pr:ee thzlr clise dzmincde Ar th:y ceszse the
zxo:rizne~ of Poznen ond bulld cont: ct frﬁm fretory to feetory #nd
from city to city, c¢# ths work:rs find tlce with th: bost of th:
Intellzctucles end stud nte, they will b:zin th werx of forglng e
Bolehcvik vperty onc: ggin.'

= o o e e p B e e e G e e B o e 48 P 2

L-eving ceidc t:rmincleglcel criticleme, icn't the feturl po-
liticsl 1lin: r-or-e-nt:zd by thie 2ditorirl on: of rovolutloncry op-
position to Strlinism? "Crn cnyon: clrim" the SWP rexe, "thet
th: rzvolutionrry rizhit ie not with th: work-re +nd »zerente of
Polend?" Cen rcanyon: clrim thet thie ie the "nﬂurg of cznitulstion
to Strlinism? Or thrt ite spirit ie rnything but "r-=olut:ly enti-
Steliniet"?

Why, cn- might rek, did Hr rr*nvtnn £--1 imp-11-d to »r-s-nt
go widly frleifi-d r nictur: cf th- SWP's otend on Pczn*n? E crusc
the rcturl porition trk:in br th: SWP totrlly r-fut. e his charcct-ri-
zetion of 1t re "r Prrty cr oltu1<tin~ to Strliniem" rnﬂ orovie my
politic: 1 dofinition of itr ﬁrcct*ﬂfl s0liticsl cetivity” -r Hpow
eolut:ly rnti-Strlinic i " (My crisinrl docum-nt strt:d thrt "thks SWD'
nrrcticcl melitiorl retivity ie ee r'volwt 1y enti-Btrliniet ¢
tart of ey oth-r sgocirlist groumn," I ctrnd on thet ctetoment, but
I h#v: no iat-nti-n to erouz, in thie discueslion, whcthir or ﬂot
th: SWP ic ¢ eh-dz lcers rnti-Strliviet torn scms oth:ir group. I
f-21 thet ite d<finition es "r solut:ly :nti-Strlinist"™ ic pri-ctly
suffici-nt for 9r=e-nt »urnorss

Th:t th: SWP'e resolutely anti St ‘1iuist pociticn cn Poznen dec-—
molich-¢ the rlendzrous chorg: of "cenitulsticn to Ste llnLﬁm' is
p-rfzctly cbvicus. Thet it orov-e my chirrctorizetion of 1t ntede
only elight d-monntretion,

: Th- SWP's »orition en Poznen ie no diff-rint frem its poslticn

b cn th: Strlinist r gios re ¢ wholc, cr 1te »mositlen on cvory instones
- of work-r rad nirernt oono¢1+i n to Strliniam, Net only deco Eorring-
ton mrk- n“ “ffert te cont-et tbiﬂ fret, ho ectuslly sdmite 1it, fcr
h- etetoe thet the SWP nregrem "ie theouzht-cut, int-rnslly coneistont
end eo on." Simols lozlc <eteblish-e th- reet.
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Hrrrinct °n - «dnlte thet the SWP wr~-r o 1- "int ro 11y conrlet-at"
1.~., th- SWP"s rt-nd ~n P-zan'n irc ~utir-1y c nrlict-nt with th-
r-et cf itr Hrozrom, '

Th~ SWP'-~ ets nd rn 2~znra, e wo b-v- arev-n, i "roeclut-ly
rnti-Strlinlet.s

Tb-r-frr- th- roet of th- SW2's oreTreo muet b rEaltt-d o b-
"pogclut-1y cati-Stelintot,"

Th-r-for: %t ie¢ »rov-n th-t th- SWP's "nriceticsl peolitierl
tetivity" -s r whol: 1e "r-eclut-ly cnti-St-linist.”

(It #1ll undoubt-dly b: ~bj:et-d thct "&:f nez of thz Scvizt
Unin Me not rn cnti-8trlinist Oﬁsiticn. But this »oeiticon, rp-
plicrblc cnly in ths -vent of ¢ Third Werld Wer, doce not int:or-
fcre with the SWP'k prosent oreeticel neliticecl activity whbich is
dircetzd to thc r:vcluticncry cverthreow of the Stcalinist burcau-
crecy - end -ven in the cveat of wer the SVP stetcs thot 1t wcould
subcrdinct: "dcfcuse of the Scvict Uhiﬂn to the weced for o workers
rcvelution rgelngt St-linism Bcsiédes, I heve pointed out in ny
origincl document tast I'ccneigcr the 2clitice of thc SWP, which arc
consistcntly enti-Strlinist, to be incrnsistent with Cfrtain of 1its.
theoreticel mesitions on Steliniam.)

Also, from the vicwpolnt of onc whe shercs the YSL mejority
vicwpcint cn the cclenlal revelutien eud on tactices towosrd Stelin-
ists, (witbout, at thc seme time, bolng infect-d with Stcline- "
pheble), the "s nelitics mey well epocer inconsistent,  To
such cvﬂredcs, Iin:irt cut thnt the decislve ccnsldeoretion for. the
8YP 18 1ts suvvcrt of o werkzrs rovelutlion azeinst Stelinlsm, es
1s shown by its continuczd cnd conslastcat svonert fer the peonles cof
thz Btelinlst ephzre In cvery clesh with th: burceuercey. Such
"inconsis trr"-‘n" ce th:y way find in th: SWP progrew can cnly be
censidsrzd "dovictions" frem en entl-Stilinist oroeren, not the
decisive featurces of tas progrex 1tsclf,

&nd Whet About the Saciclist~P?rty?

If Herrinszten torturce r”“lity to dzny thet the SWP is even
incongistently rnti-Str linist, ke ie mcrs thon ceger to plced in-
consletoncy ©n behelf of the S2. In fect, it is aiﬂ mein peoliti-
cal defznsc of the 32, '

Whet 1s Herrinston's nelitiecl crerecicrization of thz 8P? He
celle 1t "on inconsistent, sosicl-demecretic perty.

Herrinzteon is veory frec with the cherge of swP " cepltulrtion”
to Stclinise - but hies he tq sucht of whet it mcens te cell e perty
"snciel- dcuxc”:;iﬂ'? Docen't he kncow th"t for rcveolutlonery
soclolists th: tcrm "scclul-dcuocratic" hes,b sincz 1914, becen
peliticerlly synonymous to cepitulrtion to tbhe ccpitzlist cleass
supnort to imocrislien end imdericliet wor, betreyel of proletericn
strugglcs,end zven outrisht countor-rcvolution? Is it nceceeary
to ccll the roll of scelel-dcarceretic heroes from Noske cnd Keoutsky
to lollct cnd Geiltaxcll?
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Periinps 1ts "inconsist-ney" redecns the Ancriern 82 - on it
would 1f, elonzeld:s czrtein scelrl-dcomceretic moelitiong, th: SP
wes incrzasinzly oCopting beolshiavik nesitione,

Herrincten cescrts thet the S2 contrins €21l sorte of noliticel
clemente, thot its steterents ere usu-1ly "hodpe-nodece "and "2ug-
dlca". Wec gront thet willinely - but 1t docon't show o einzlc
gocd thing abcut an orgonizeticn's politics teo sey thot ite mem-
bers crc confused and ite stotements muadled.

To whet zxtent dces th: SP's inconsisteney effcet its besic
politice? ' -

I ossum: thors is ne disnute gbout ths conglstency of thz SP's
deep-dyed r:formisi.  Horrington's cwn cherscterizstion of Msceiale
dcmoerctic” vroecloims ac much. It is notsworthy that in his enu-
meration of the elcrmente of the SP he didn't mention eny revalu=—
tionery socislists ! . Lo

Nore striking, thcuzh- not nceesserily morc impertent, is the
SP's consistcnt suppert of U.S. imperisllsm. It is this that
Horrlngton attewnts to whit-wrsh with the remerkeble statcment
thet "The SP ks bzen pre-imoerisliat, no question etout it, but
it hes done so et the samz'tinmz thet it hee kecn enti-impcrialist,”

Here- we heavc o classie cxernle of o helf-truth ueed to create
a ccmplcete felsificrtion, In whet renee cen it bs sald that the
8P "nas been urti-impcriclis:'? Thet it cendemns imperialisn in
gencral? 8o dccs Dullzs. Tast it ferthrightly condemms "Steline
1st immerielisz? 8o docs Acheeon. Thei it hes occeaslonelly end
hesitantly ceriticized the lrocrielliar of Amcrice's ellics, Enzlend
end France? Thz Chiceze Tribunc hes &oken out sgainst thes fer
mor:z concietently end viccrously,

. The decisiv: test for o sceizlist zroun 1les 1itg ettitude tower
its own beurazcusic, towsrd Its own imderislicen, If 2 »rrty feils
to fight its own impzriesliem, 1ts denunciction of foreisn (and
therefere rivel) imperislism is merc dunlicity.

Or this sce
Th: SP congldcy
The SP l:zedcrsh
not int:nd t> @

rc there is no "inconsiateoney” in the S2's oosition.
s 1tezlf 2 criticsl svonertzr of U.S. forzion mclicy.
Ip hee not devieted from thet nositicn, end docs

c 80, ~

Since the currsnt 82 rletfeorm specks only in zonsrelitics,
this charecterization of ths 82 cszn best be arovzn by clting the
1954 8P nlctferm (drewn up, of ceursc, by ths sem: lczdzrship
which runs th: SP tcdey, end nct z word of whilch hes kcen ropudiated

¥ % %

oncrts the inpirielist UlSe. inter—

The SP idzntifice with e2d su
dczd in this end followinz quotes.)

venticn in Koree, (Enohasic sdcd

ectencry nor wise when we find cur country
1ined u» with Synzhner ®hez in resistinz Communist aggressicn to
r

pretend thiet such 2 rulzr ig & chemnieon of dzmocracy. ‘}
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Thus do these supnortcrs of Am:zricen imocriglism ("conitulators"
1s the wrong werd - they wirce nsver ooncnents of ime erielism, or
surrendcred to it sc long ego theat thrJ cennot b: che rr2d with
cepltulsting) proy. their right to be celled criticsal. "¥Wc" should
not prstend thet "our" 211y Rnece is ¢ deuocrat !

L 4 % »

The SP w2s more critical of U.S. policy towerds Guatemaola,.

'.‘J

"4 recent ond flasrent xemnle of thls sort of error hes been
' « w—
our governxont bzshevior in the case of Guetemele,

(What, I cnd r, would Herrinzicn sery about the SWP if it hed
ever seiad Thr Moscow Triels are an exemnle of the crrcrs of our
Communist leadership in hendling politiczl opnosition.'

* % %

Above 211, soclalists whese primery criticism of U.S. forzign
policy ie that 1t is imperielist end cannot bz enything but in-
perielist eo long es it 1s the foreipgn nolicy of en imnerielist
soclel system directed by en immcrielist rulinz class, whose
evowed encmies we are, will be interestzd to léarn thet for the SP:

"The most serious of cur ( ! ) Americen shortcominzs (! hes
been our (ii!) fezilure drama auically and nersistcntly to state
polities usen whi n the hopc of deliverance of the werld from war
might depend. "

%* * *

We can alrecedy hzer Herrinzton' g okjzctions - These arc Just
simple verbal formulvtLanq" uct arﬁrrfne ond nositicns", and
"we don't enelyzc volitics on the besis of "such triflcs

How ncw, Mike - cx"ﬂtly whet dozs en orgenlizetionk politics

congist Cfi if net its prOFrﬂmﬂ end nrsitlons"? Paw eré an or-
genization's nolitice zxorassed if not in "eimple" (ong complex
Myerbel formuletions."? Do you cleim to mcscee some nen-verbel
(perhpps cxtra-sen orv?) megne of divining the recl »nelitics of
the SP? IT so, 01’3c’ meke 1t ncwn to us, so we cen es"ndon this

tiresome busgsinces of comocr1a~ programns nd nositions" }

‘ But cnough ¢ Thcse questions ers 2 bit bzside the point. The
truth of thec matter ig, thet the XAZ majerity mosition on the clec~
tions 1s nct beeed on any nrincinlcd cvaluctiJn ofths 8P"s nolitics,
end cmmpericon wlth the »Dolitics of cther sociclist groups. The
positicn of nelitical sumnort to tue SP zlone flowe from an ore
genizetional meneuver

D

-

This i perfeetly coperent from ths mejecrity documents. The
NA&C resoWuticn flves ee the sole rzascn for its sunnort of the SP
clons theat "W: fevor unity betwcen the Socieglist Pertv and the In-
dependent Sccialist Liosue.....bhetwicen the ISL, the 5P, and the
YSL there €= ists en“urh in common to werrant and urz: such @
unification." Harrinﬂton, aftcr his flutter 1a the dircctlon of
a political justificetion, returns to this besie rzocon. "The
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noint 1s that wc erc in n rzletisn with the SP thet we rezerd 1t es
somcthin-,..touvzrd wiich we heve thc »erancetive of »roblng the
neecsiblilitices of unity,

Is it »ocsible to charcctcorizc this »reccdure too nurshly? It
1s shockin-ly irrcsmonsiktls toucrds the =enbzrehlin. Here o mes
Jority of the netienel lcsdershiv gecks %o heve the Lecruc adopt a
vosition on ¢ »olitical cuestion of »rinc imHortance - gnd 1t
bascs itecell on ¢ “rcfoundly ncw oricntretios of which the membershin
1s, to this menent, totallry i-noreat.

55 Not onl:y was tiaz -ezbershin net informed of tala 5P unity orlcn-
: tation, the 0ou-u.I. n,dbcr° of thc IZC themselves hed cnly the
bercet hints of it UL:fere t ¢ Lwtcr Doy »lcnun. The »lenus declded

to initicte ¢ full discucsion of t-is matter, includin- articlcs

presentlin: teth viewnoints in Chellense. zBut beforc this discue~

eslon tcics olece, beforc the members cven xnou ¢f the txlatenec

of an 82 unity pcrs»nective, e najority of the NEC sceks tec commit
the orzenization to ~oliticel sumcrt of the 82 prescicgely on the

basis of this undiscusscd mers»cctlive,

I[£, {ron the vizwoint of de~cerctlie nroccdure, the Tenncer of
tsc gdontion of tais «cxtxnn i bed, ite ?OlithP" content is fer
wersc. dhet dosg 1t meoon to telie 6 ﬁoliticel scslticn (suca es
gun»ort of ¢ candidate) on the besis of or-vnizstisnel zencuvers?
Thz r: VOLutLOnuPV =evement hos ¢ nenc for t“zs sort of thinz, aund

-1f it does 'n,lv In this instenec it doecn't emaly to enything
st 8211, That neic Lo onhortunisa,

" ,

' In meny inzstenccs of oocertunism the molitleel dengzers lavolved
In it cre eultls raf C10J1cvdt teo mzrecive. Heore hovcver, thzy :
erc onecn ond {leo~vrwt - e oorh o, thet e nollitieel tendeney Ter
deencr trhon more ormoviesion Lo ocuvicusly invelved.

Everyone o¢rould b
Jority nosi 1 Y
glon:z, 1t =i
Stete Dot
sunertsy,

cvere ol thz 20liticel meenins of the nu-
7 - & for volzs for tae 3P ticlhet
parort te ¢ ozudorter of the
v osricen youth zs ¢ critliceld
L=mepriclisn,.

e 0

Irls 1is bor desres, of unity with the &7,
out the igsos fors is ih: ¢locilons, The cucestion of 32 unity is
next on the Loio-uc's o cade ¢ I iotz-d to deel with its im nli-

cetions end el .1l ' L custive feshicn « gt thnet tine,

A vword on ths
cen »oesibly »:
czuse 1t 1s ¢oc

SLY,  Accordin- to Herpintton, the only vots I

™ v crifierl hesic Ls ~ne for ihe SL2, bee
~et holl Ve uarileon end ilogcow,

Whnt country

o

N
1O
A

%

votam thaiak he's livine In? Decen't o

¢ 17
[

e
t

nerty's sicnd on vl 2 vrva somethins to ¢o with its
Pﬁlitic 1 nctors? Ik tnot both hasaln~ton tnd loscoie
Horrine ten no licis to Toe oot 4t 1 eleo oo st _the L“:w’r;3
leler zeweoroot, cnd o ol wedded ’or all 1ta cyndlenlict
tecli) te o Trrllsceate S tewsront of cccxelxsm as 1s thz 52
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How can a revolutlonary socielist vote be cast for such a decrepit
sectgrian -~ reformist group?

To sum up. The €lection campalgmr is a clash of »oliticael pril-
osophilies and progrems - a clesh between sociclict velitlcs end capi-~
talist politicse, and ¢ clash of varyine political concentions within
the soclalist movement. The political meoning of support for a party
1s identificatlion with its politicel views s sreinet thz views of all
other parties runnin-s cammeizns, This remains ite political meaning
regardless vwhether 2 stand 1s taken on & principled basis of expressed
politicel preferenc:, sn onportunistic besis of orgenizetional man-
€uvers, or con the dishonest basis of @ real but concesled politicel
preferencc.,

This article has clearly defined the nature of the choice among
the several Amerlicen socielist politicel tecndencies. The SLP is a
sectarlan, reformist group, opnosed to the Americen labor movenent.,
The SP, zs Herrington himself adnits, is sociel-democratic"; what-
ever 1ts inconeslstencles end muddle~hecdedness, 1t is ccnsistently
reformict cnd presents 1tself 25 & critical gupnorter of U.3. forelgn
policy. The SWP is a revsolutionery scclalist narty, & consistent
opoonent of our "immedicte eneny”, our own ruling closs., If certain
of its vositicns heve bezn sttecked as "pro-Stelinist”, thsse po-
sitions exigt 1n the context of 2 revoluticnery opnosition to Stelin-
l1sm - the SWP has consistently colled for o workers reveolution to
overthrow the Stelinist burcaucrzcy. (Even Herrineton hes tc refer
to "the revolution (the SWP) hones for in Rugsig.')

revolutlion, end therefore rejects the SWP's ¢
Chine, Vietnem, etc., recosnlzzd thst in worl
fer more azeinst Stelinist imvericslism then
cen imperialicm.”

#2]

Anmong thess pertlss, how can therc be crny doutt which one a
rcvolutionary soclalist should sunnert in thls election? Even com-
ede Walksr, who gmpzcs with the majority ncsitisn on_the colonial
ctend of dsfense ¢of Korea,
ld

nolitics "Th- BWP is
he 82 1s sgelinst Azncri-

N

Ae for Ancricen politics, who will not sunport & revolutionsry
pearty rether than e reformist on=%

T - - 0 = o —p == by

Wy, then, have I provosed the elogen "Vote Socizlist - for any
of the 3 varties" end not the slogen "Vote for Dobbbs and weiss"?
The two slogens are not neceesarily contredictory.. - ’

In this document I hove steted exnlicitly what wes tmnlicit,
though obvious, in my vreviouvs article - that I supnort the SWP in
this election end cell on 211 membsrs of the YSL cnd redicsl ycuth
to vote for Dobbs end sunport tiie SWP cempoicn, T do not proncse
formal YSE supnort of Dobbs fer two reesons,

First, ond relatively unimportsnt (thouch I thousht it most im-
portant e month ago), e genersl Sccialist nrotest vets glocan 1s best
sultcd tc the ¥YSL's heterogzneity, It would teke g =»rinclnlecd po-
sition on the clszs issue In the elections (sccislist va,. cuoitolist),
and at the same time lezve the various woliticel tendencics in the
1 g
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The sccond regsen is now of over—ri ding lwnortence. I em
deeply convinced that the orisntotion towsrd the SP which wss pree
sented et the Labor Day Pleaunm repr.genis the viorst possible po-
litical dissster for the YSL. Ite d:finitivs ado ntion would mean
conversion of thsg "SL from 12 orgenlitetion thet secks to be revo-
lutionery into a fellow-trascler of “he intsrasticnsl Soclel-Demo-~
crgcy. This iz wvhat is at 'toke in ke »nropesel to sunwort the SP
alone - and the general "Vo.e Scriul-st" slcron draws thils lesue as
sharply eg voesible, wecics ly becgug: it nreszats the minimum po-
sition commuon to n’l scziclistss a jcclalist vete i1e ia the on-
posite dircction from s CQp.talist ON1C

The membsrohlin referecndum (I esarme the members will te allowed
toc declde an isrue of this megnitude) will decide whether cr not
the ¥BL is to eypeor before the radipcl movement end ALmsricen youth
gs the SbDDuft’F of o reformist vort:s, oz the defender of & sup-
porter of U.S. ‘mnerislism., Tuot is tae on 11y ispue.

#
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On the Electoral Action Referendum

(1) At the very outset, one thing must bs made clear: that the
political basis of Shane's conclusions are electoral action 1is
Canonite., Those comrades who agree with Shune's conclusion, but
who do not share ris politics, will, of course, make this clear
in the course of discussion. But it is well to understand from
the very Leginning that the number of those who agree i'ith Shanse's
politics and conclusions is quite small - unless everything we
know about the internzl politics of the YSL from recent Conven-
tions, Plenums, letters, etec, has suddenly cranged. The other
comrades wlll provide their political basis in due time., A+ thils
point, however, I want to concern ryself pringrily with Corwrade
Shane .

(2) If there was any question before, Shane's answer to my
NEC referendum statement now makes one thing transparently clear:
that his politics are Canonlte., Let us look at the cases in
point.

(3) In my staterent for the NEC referendun, I had pointed out
that the S3pP participation in the Thouas-Addes céaucus in the UAY
was an indicatlion of its capitulatlon to Stalinism. Shane re-
futes this charge by affirming that the SWP role in this situa-
tion "did not flow from a desire to support Stalinists everywhere,
but from an empirical evaluation of the militants on both sides..."
The first »art of Shane's answer is gulte true: the SWe, at that
time did not seck to support Stalinists zm “everywherd" as was

made clear by their blocing wlth anti-Stalinlst forces in other
unions. vt the second half? The $7P's support in the UAY did
not simdoly follow from an "empirical evalvation,” but rather from
a bad theory of Stalinist organization, one which leads In a cap-
ltulationist directlon, Shane doesn't recosnize this becausees.
he agrees with the SWUP theory., The "$7UP's analysis of Reuther

at the time," he now tells us, "has becn o~roved correct." But
that is tlhie heart of the matter,

(4) “Mhat was the basis of the SWP characterization of Reutheyn?
It was 1ts well-known line of analogizing Stalinism, as a polit-
ical moverent, with Social Dewmocracy as a pollticzl moverent:
"Je evaluate tle Stalinic t narties in canltalist countries as
workiing class parties led by “reacherous leaders, similar to the
Social Demccratic traltors.”™ Iut, as Ghachinan pointed out at
the time (KI, llarely, 1947), such a nosition i3 a "theorctical
disaster", 1t is the most fundurental thing separating the inde-
pendent socialist nwovesent from the Canonites. Why? DBecause it
misses the class rnatome ol tno two wove wents, the Stalinist and
the Social Cemocratic,

D jde

&

ta

(5) The Soclal Democracy olerates within the framework of
bourgeols democracy as a workinzclass moverente. It 1s quite cap-
able of out and out counter-revolut onary actions, 8.gZe Noske,
Mollet, Iut becawe of its class nature, the Social Democracy
defends bourgeols democrucy a,1inst rascism, hasx a vested in-
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terest in the risht to organize, %Lhe existance of unions, labor

as & politicul force, etcs Stalinist twve ents, on the other
hand, are baaed upon the class pouwer of “ureaucratic collectivisn,
that 13, they act as agents of the buvezverabtic collecihivist class,
they are themselves aspiratnzts to pmower a3 a Lureaucratlc collec-
tlvist class. This means that in fundarental, class terms the
Stalinists are opnosed Lo the working class, e.g. that the first
thing they will do when coming to power is to cestroy the indepen-
dent organizations of the worliers. Tie participatitén of the
Soclal Democracy in the labor movemsnt is thus based in part on
its character as a workingeclass party which needs workingelass
organlzations. ©Not so with the Stalinists, Fasically, in class
terms, they are onnosed to the workinzclass, and when they defend
the worker's interests, or appear %o do 80, 1t is a question of
tactics.

(6) Canon once knew this. As Shechtman quotes him, he once
sald (in 1940), "The Stalinlst base is the bureaucracy in the
Soviet Union. Thsy are verfectly willing to dilsrupt a trade
union in defense of the forelgn policy of Stulin. The tradltion-
al la bor falters have no roota in itussia nor any support in its
powerful bureaucracy. Their only base of exliztance is the trade
union; 1if the union is not n»rezerved they have ro further ex-
i1stance as trade union leaders., That tends to make them, from
seIffinterest, a little nore loyal to tie unions than the 3tal-
Inists. Tha t 1s wliy we have “:een correct in nost cases in conm-
bining with thewu as agairst the Stalinists In purely union
affairs,"
(7) But the reart of %the 3P support of Thomas-Addes in 1947
was that thoey forgzot this truth whick Canon had enunciated, that
they clianged to another iline, one which can (and has, in thelr
case) lead to canltulation to Stalinisme, For the independent
soclalist reaction to this nollicy, I refer Snane to Shachbtman's
articles in LA, Decerber, 1947, On this quession, Shane acceots
the SWP position. And, as ve shall see, this leads to agrecmoenut
with the SUP on a serious of crucial, fundewental lssues of soc-
ialist politics,

(3) But one more point has to be mentioned v ith regard to
Shane's handlinc of the TLosas-Addes caucus, He tells us that

I have "dragred in" Cochiman's role "by the hailr." At this point
we must remember that Cochran's slanders in the Thonas-Addes
paper, FDRE, mere echoed In the 372 nress. Such an event is,
comrades, "no accident" in an organization like the SWP. That
Cochran left that orgsnizetion some five vears later doesn't
chance the pointe ™hat is croved »y the incident is not "pro-
Stalinian", i.e. the content of the slanders (sccusing Reuther
of Leing in cahoots with tlie G manaremsnt) is not pro=-Stalinist
bht simply viscious. What it does indicate i3z how deeply the
SWP went into a caucus which tontalrsd the StalinisTs In the UAY,
how a leadins SUWPcr acted like the 3halinists in this situation.

(9) The main point remuins. Shane disccrees with the indener-
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dent socialist analysis of the class nature, and differences,
of Socicl Democracy and Stalinism. That doesn't cast a man into
onter-carkness; it does mgke his politlcs unflt to be the basis
¢’ an independent soctalist electoral nollicy.
AN On the next point, Shane's loric btalkes him ever furtler,
v a basic revision of our position on the iorean Var. To ve-
gin with, Shane now finds his position on %he Viet i‘inh "roughly
applicable" to the case of Korea., (c¢f. Bhanc, Y3R, Vol 1, no,
2. ps 9-12) Shumec considared the Vies Iink strugele a war of
“netlonal liberasion," he advocated wllitary sunport to tiaz Viet
{irh. In retros.ect, then, he now says that we should hLave called
2 millita ry sudport to the Norsh Kovecns. I'oreover, Shane
gress with the ST P thet the Korean war was "the strursle of the
Korean people agalnst U.S. imperislisn and iis asgent Rhee, even
though tha t strug: le took nlace under a nurderous Stalinist
leadership..s" It makes some difference to Shane that the Chin-
ese 3talinist Intervened. 3ut, from June to late Fall of 1¢50,
the Korcan Jar was, for Shane, a "civil war",

-t
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(11) Shane 1s unclear on his exact sosition. "For the pur-
»pose of arsunent", he assumes that the SUF was wrong, though he
agrees vltl every element In thelr zna lysis. To me, thiis ncans
ot &ane now , 1in betrospect, has revised a fundamental pos i~
tion of third camp politd#es, our opproaition to both imnerialisms
ja Forea. 1In doing this, he mskes an incredibls aside, For.
Shane, the absence of the physical wesence of the Crinese Stal=
Inists means that no foreign power was tle "yrincipal protagonist!
in that war, Does Shane tiaink for a minute that the North Korean
Stalinists were "indepermdent Stalinists"? Is there any evidence
opposing the conclusilon that North Koren was a puppet of Stalin-
ist imperialilsr, that 1ts govermisnt came to power on the points
of Stalinist bayonets? Do we sssune that the invasion of South
Korea by the MNorth was an independent act, flowing in any semse
from the dynamics of a war of "national liberation." Or isn't

it a s plaln as cun be that it was a move in the world strategey
of Stalinist imnerlalism, nrohably prompited VY an Awerican announ
cement that Korea would not be defended agalnst attack?

(12) Dut this 1s not tle place to arfuo the guestion of Korea.
Ve necd nierely note that Shane haa capiftulated to the Canonite
point of view on one nore crucial issues

(13) Next, the Chinese Revolution, I said the SWP Mslorifies™
the Stalinist revolution in China, Shane substantlates this,

and includes hirself in, Iiere is Shane's glorificatlon: "the

57082 supoorts tlha b huge movemant of hundreds of millions of
millenially suopresacd smple which Mas scourged imnorialism and
feudalism froi1 the {ace of Chinz, and defends 1t against iniper-
lalist attacly, even while bitterly oprosing the Stalinist polilce
recine wilch secks to stiffle the furtler growth of the revolu-
tlon." Thus, tle Shane-SWP view of Chinae There is the masg,
people's revolution, anti-feudal, anti-inperielist; on top of it,
a "police repiue," the Stalinist state, which 1s secking to
"stiffle the further growth of the revolution." What 15 our
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d that "Vaille the vic-

view of the Chinese Revolution? e o2
Low at capitalist fnper-
el

0
tory of Stal inism in China struck a 23
ialism from which 1t will never recovsr, 1%, at tlie same time,
ralscC the new eneryy of socialiam to power snd set back for an
ifudefinite seriod the workingelass, democrasy and cocialism,"
(International Resoluigion, YSR, Vol 2, Noo 4, p. 30)

(14) Shane here, as before, misses the force of the phrase,
"at the sume kkm tlue." Neither he, nor the S%P understend that
tiie destructlion of feudalism and opposition to Imperfalls m in
China 1Is simoultaneously (since 1t is a Stallnist revolution)
the beginnin: ol a new., exploltative, anti-soclalist socliety.
Thus, t'» Chinese Stalinists are not simply a “police recime"
"atiffling" a revolution, They are a social class raking a soc-
ial revolution, a bureaucratic collectivis t revolution. T do
not doubt the existance of this phenomenon as it is. I attemnt
to define 1t In cla ss terms and to base =y politTcal astituds
toward it on that characterization,

(15) Then, Shane once more brings in his famous exampdle; that
defending China a gainst impgerizlis ¢t a %tack 1s like defending
Chiang Kal-3hek againat Japanese atiack in the Thirties. BDus
Conrade Draper rirhLitly characterized tha’s wos ition for what it
1s: social patriotism in favor of Chinese Stalinism (see LA, Apr.
11, 1955) A3 Draper rointed out in that ansuer, "Me real CON-
YELAT of the present w ar crisis over China 1s %he imperialist
antagonis m betveen the canitalist and 35alinist war campse War
betwean Washinston a d Pelping would “e indeed a 'component part!
of this larger impericl ist-war framework, whose protagonists are
primerily the U.S. and Russla.," And this, clearly, w as not the
case 1In the Japanese war In China in the Thirties.

(13) On Caina, then, we find thait Sh=zne azrees with the $ /P
on the fundazental estina tlon of the nature of the regime, that
he contlnues ihis position on the defense of Stalinlst imperialism
against RAmerican inperialism., Once again, Shane is working

from a position w hich is at fundarentsl variance with that of
the YSL. Tn open Convention, Shane's point of view was over-
whelmingly re jected. Cn thls score, too, it should be remembered
tha t the two leading comrades from BDerkcley at that time wrote

a letter to LA agrecing with Corrade Drapear,

(17)  PFinally, there is Shane on the ¢

firstx, two aszidcs. How Shane says can Harrington :al k about
imperialisn when he has re jected the notion that Stalinism is
imperialist? % the 1985 Conventlon, Sha ne corndained that no
one payed any attention to his state-capitalist argwacnt. At
some cost to myself (if only in typing) I wrote 2 long reply to
Shane in which I disavowed my previous views on 3talinisd and
imperizlisw and exnlained whye Dldn't 3hcne read the answer to
his ovn position? Secondly, Shane Datronizingly tells how em-
Da rasainy it 43 to have %o corrcet o leadiing Comrade on the fact
that self'-dctemination is a hourgeois, nos a socialist, dermnd,
Here is Shune's vell-inwo temlency tovard the neat, the schematic,
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the abstracte I prefer Ienin on this count: "It 1s senselecs

to contrast the Soclalist revoluticn ond the "cvo1vtiondry

strug, le azainst cepitulism to one ons of the gues t*onﬂ ol denoc-
racy, in tiais case the rational questione" (Coll, Tiorks, Vol. 173,
Pe 508 Intl Pube- ‘..d)

(1e) Back to the gusstion of Formosa, Once more, Shane re-
capitulates his social natrlotic noint of vievi: Formosa is fhi-
nese; the Chinese regime 1is a revoluvi. onary reginme; therelfore,

we would supnort a ttomnts of that regime to win usck Fonnosae
Lets »nass the firat »nolnt, even aszume Lte As Zliane polnts out,
soclalists o posed union with Titier Ternany In the Saar nleb-
esclte of 1904 evcn thouah the Saar w as Cerrian, Yhe reason was,
of course, tis naure or faselst ¢ erwanV, a s a reactionary force.
2ut for us - not for Shane anc not for Yhe S.P - Chinese Stalin-
1sm 1is reactionary, In this case, Shane reailv ta%es off: "..s
In the actual sitwation, the strug-le iz between tle Chirnease Rev-
olution and %the courter-revolutionory foccs of ths TS, ond
Chiang." MNote: not the Chinese Revolution "undeér tle %reacherouvs
anG murderous leadershin of lko," not "ti.e Clhilness I volution
whlch will be far more efficlent in cruglins thie worzinselass and
neasantryy than the corrupt uwominsbans? = Tut simply, fihe
Ciiinese Revolution,"

(19) Put, again as Dre per pointed out iIn the LA delate, any
Clairese ata*LnlSt ottendt to vake Fomosa would not bLe an atstrac-
tlon, it would e an iniegral pa »% of

o of the movensnt cf 3talinist
Imperialisme And we would opposc ite

(20) Shane's hardling of ny four points ajgsinst the SWP
makes my initial soint clear: on the UAT ficas, ¢hane:m?£res
to the S 7 analysis of S.2llnict movemenhs (an & ysis which
leads to pro-Stalinist pOlitias) ané not to ovrs- on the Korean
War, Shane accepts tlie 3WP analyslis; on the quo"*ion of the natnre
of Chinese Stallnls 1, Shane has an VP - and prO-o&alinLSt -
point ol view; and on the qguestion of Fom:osa, Shane repcats his
social wotriotic point of view of last vear, Tuefpforu, Slzane
shouvld favor a vote for Dobbha: Canonits »ollties deserve Caprnonite
electoral actione Bubt not the ¥YSL, Shane hinmself hus advanced
the bPasic reason for ozposing a vote for the S'7P: he has hlwselfl
demonstrated that such a vote is a vote for »nolitices which faj»it-
ulate to S alinist,
i

(21) Now there are coirades who agrec - 1th Shane's conclus-
lon, but not with his nolitics, Tasyv should, to my mind, do two
things In the course of 4he d’scuss¢on' clearliy, specifinully
and uneguivocally repudiate HShane's Cunon_te poiltics; nut for-
ward an aigunent In favor of 3Slisne's Hosition bassd udon the
politics of independent socialism, not uoon Caunonism, The Le-
fimings of suckh a posit!on has bheen imdlicd in tiie document
which we recelived fronm the Los Argles coxrodes, and I will deal
with some of thelr points in tle nont section of tals docurent,
But the wiwole attitude must be spelle out, nade clear. At ths
prescnt, I asswse thay Shiane's, politics remaln a tiny minority
in the ¥SL as they were a’% the last Convention,
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(22) But now, let ms turn to currsns §7P poliey. Originally,

T said that the curront nolitizal apvnroach of the 32 is ITurther
evidence of its capitulating tendenclese No, says forrade
Shano, T.e 372 oricnts torard the CF, Tes, Tt e only relo-
vant fact *s the noiiilical nature of that orisntution," Quite
right, What 1s the nwolttical naturs of %hiat orientation?

(22) Tho 8P 1s onwosoer to the Stalinisi Lurezucracye. It says
so in 1ts press, If it didl not, then it worla simply bLe another
varlety of indsnenicns SUQ&LD~31"vq_CA 15 isn'te Dut at the
same “ime, tas wiole ivrden of the 3uWP's caupalsn has been to
point out %o tiwose who do not accept the S7F annirsis of the bur-
eavcracy that tley s.oull vose for Uhe 37U¥, thas the §!2 is tho
only place for tre 0 nevwver crilsicall of %e Democraiic ﬁavtj
turn, for tle Sueuﬂ"ite, for the ALPPr», eiCe In other w ords,
the real vasis of tLelir sactico 1s not thelr oppositlon to the
bureaucracy, bui thelr defense of "rationalized property".

(23) A word at this noini %o the LA Comnrades who pu% out the
statement on elecioral actione fThis »oint out that the offtcial
CP is in %“he Steveraon campe They 7o on %o say, "Every Cr mem~
ber who votes for Farrell Dobbs (and tl:ere will Le many) is
voting egainst the o*woruuu*st subservience of the CP to the
reforiiist line of lioscow and of Une "P ‘eauarsn*n. Bvery Stal-
inist or Stalinold wiwo votes for Dovha dGoes so with the know-
ledge (or nrojudice) thatb TrotS’w‘sn is tue nost incisive anti-
Stalinisae" Nobt trued First, on the factual 1lsvel, Iiave the
comrales rcad the statements of Deosls like Fallinan who are
real, live breathing Stalinolds supnorting the 8WP? Do you find
the lecast inowledge of the SfF as incZsive ﬂnti~Sta11n‘sm there?

(24) Isn't the actuality the almost-oninogite o_ vhet is de=-
serived by the L4 Comrades, l.ee tha © Stalinis4ss and Stalinolds
can use the 1’2 vote to saive thelr corsciences on the "Anerican
gueation" and kcen thelr illuvsions a3t th2 same Lime? I the CP
vere rurmil, 1%: v cinAincss, or sa.oorsing a toird sarty, tu,n
a Stalini=zt-Stalirnoid vote 501 the S7P would rean a real bweax.
ut precisely becauvse thers is no "regular" Stalinist-Stalinold
ticket, the SJB vo»e JLooses wmuecl ef 1ts simificarce., Did the
corrates note, Jor examnle, %iia polite clan on Yhe wrist which
the C? ga ve to such deviators in their slectoral action stote~-
ment? lo, in tlie a ctua a*+uation, the SiP 1s, as the I3 char-
acterized it, mming an ersatz Stalinlst camgpaign, and that 1s
its ppolitical nmecaning.

(25)  Azain, I refer Shane and the LA CO”“adFS to the Militart,

Iiere i3 the SUP's lz2uter to the ”B =z 11tan entemder 24, 1€55).
Phere 1s, to bhe surs, a reference (one) n: e Uoviot woring

class which is seeking to end the haied LJrPaUC“*th dictaborsnir
in the Soviet Union in order to dovelo)y a socialist democraoy...“
Vithout tixls, as T jointel out Lefora, the SVP vould ve 3imply
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Stalinist., Tut what of the rest of %-e letier? "Dear Comrades,"

tney salute the plenipotentlaries ol tlz Muated tureaveracy".
Then they go to the »nolnt that She €2 ghould sunport the VI
campalsn Lecauge Dobbs and lieiss M"uwxc campairning for Anerican
worlizingel aas support to the coloni-l revoluition a nd the soc=-
lalist revolution aiwoals" "Soclalist revolution"? To a CPer,
what Coes that unexnlained refersencec wean? And then, alftcr
enurieratine other rcasons for officicl 22 suvovort of the SWP
capairn, the letier pcoss on to say, "Mese are the »rineciples
the CP mewmbership subseriles to and have Leon working tirelessly
to reallie." M"iave been"? "Tlion? “Thile the CP was applanding

he first Smith Act trlals? AL what polnt in tte pact did this
cormmr:ity of »rircinles develop vebuecn e Cf2 znd the $7UP%2

(26)  Dut 3hane has an answor, Taic is only the 5P urging

"CP members to fight a gainst one of the 1ost reactlonary featwres
of Arerican 3,allinlan's currens poitilca, and to urge them to
win their party to at least one pro=sociulist position.” Why,
then, the leticr to the CP bureaucracy? ilnat explain to Foster
and Dennis that the SVUP and the CP2 nave so ruch in cormon. Per-
haps this is merely a way of reaching the membhurship, of expos ing
Foster and Denmnis? Iut then, when the CP Conference rejected the
SUP proposal, what moral did the liillitant draw from that? That
this showed tihat the CP “ureaucracy was corposad of a bunch of
bastards, that the C2, as an organization wag no good, etc. etce?
No, This: "The elctlon nolicy adopted vy %the Communist Party Con-
ference - shamefaced sujport of the Denocirats - 1s a betrayal

of the socialist principles to which the CP membership adheres,
It should bLe repudiated by every member of the Communist Lfarty
who wants to be somethins hetter than £ a flun'iey for the rarty
of HEastland, Walter znd De Sanio. The wmost offective way to male
fhat repudiation is %o join with Hallinan and licAvoy in their
nrinciplad sunsort to the Sccialist lorkers ticllet." (my emphasisz)
TPrine ioieGe" Read: supnort now involving the loss of a single
Stalinist-3talinoid »nrejudlice.

(27) I an for urging CP rank and filers to ralse dermands that
will put them inconflict witn Stalinism and with tlhie CP bur-
eaucracy. I don't think that 1t 13 tacticully necessary to go

on and either/or: either suwsort our lins, lock, stock and barrell,
or ;0 baclk to the sthnking C? vhere you Lelonzg. UNoe I would,
from witiiin the stated context of my ovm oprosition to Stalinisn,
urge the CP renl” anda file to go sten by stepe. Dut once they took
e step and Fostor-Dennis clobhered them, I would try to make i
real noint, don't thinl: that the SUF is simnly malilng a tac-
ticul sortie when 1t asks for official, 0P orsanizational support
and sugrests, as it did, that 1t wonld be willing to endorse a

CP organizational candidate In return, i'or once they got slugred,
they kept on advocating the same thing,.

(23) On Poznm, let us get the facts sireisht, I said the
SWEP did support the Poznan viorkers. I onointed out that various

et e

Staliroid tendencles call for "justice™ too = and I did not
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equate tioir stand with that of the Canonites, I then went on

to say, and I stand by 1t, "That tlie 8§72 supports the Poznan
workers is to 1ts credit; it hardly estahlishes 1ts eredentials
as a party 'as resolutely antI-3ftalinist adggeany othor socialist
group," (emphasis added) ’

(2 9) Shane then goes on to quote reams from tho SWP to prove
that 1t supvortod the Poznan vorkers, taat 1t did not do so in

a 8 talinoid fashion, etc,, etc, Yese Dut, to reutn to my polnt,
that does not establish 1ts credentials as a party "as resolutely
anti~Stalinis t aseseany other sociallst group,"

(30) ° And now we come to Shane's syllogismy, I wont Lother %o
dlstingulsh it, That would be to become as folllsh, as abstract,
as schola stic a s Shane, Sufficc it to say that 1% shows that
Shhne cannot sense the complexity of political reallty, that he
is once more on his progamatic approache "Internal consistensy"
1s not the sa me thing as “"entirs conzigtencsy" as Shane tries

to sugrest, e,y one nlus three equals five plus two plus two,
which 1s four, equals, elght, Two plus two is four; tne seriles
does add up to elght; 1t is "internally consTstent; 1t 1s not
Tentlrely consistent™ sinse the re are contradictory nethods of
addings On to get off this redlculous level where Shane put

the question, all kinds of Sys. tems are Internally consistent and
entirely inconsistent, e,g, any ruling class ldeology on the

eéve of the downfall of tha t class is ustally internally consig-
tent and completely Inconsistent, ut let 1% £0s Let Shane's
sylloglsm stand as mn example of the true marrlage of neo~gcho=-
lasticism and HMarxisn, . P

(31) At this point, T have shown why I think that a vote for
the SWP 1s impermissable, 4 word to the LA Comrades, In their
statement, the comrades saild, ",..we Find ourselves in agreement
with most of-the arpumemation for this position by Comrades
Shane and Walker,,," Does this preriailn true, now that the Canone
ite basls of 3hano's arrurentation is there for everyone to see?
Once more, corrades, I say, you nay disagrée with the NAC majority,
but yeu camnot xiasree with Shane's argumentation, To continue
your agreement \:ih Shane's conclusions, it seeris to ms that you
must contravert my characterization of &ho SUP from our general
political point of view, : ‘ : ’ o

(32) . Now, for the g uéstlon of the 3Py True to his Canonite
pOliticsi Comrade Shane dis agrees with our basie position that .
the independent soclalists should now cénstitute themselves, 1in
general, as the left wing of social democracy, or rather, in the
left wing of docial democracys It 1s obvious that Shane re jects
this point or visw, BPut then, this generzlity, it is true, 1is
not really controling in the case of the Arerican SP, since we
refer above to the mass, worliiniclass parties of social democracy
and the SP doesn't qualify under that heading, The question here,
I think, is tha t Shans - and other, such as the LA Courades - do
hot grasp the real nature of the Sre o S
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(33) frevilozusly, I outlined tle traditional independent
socialist analysis of the nature oi the Soeclal Deinocracy. One
aspect is of Importance here, The Social Cazmocracy is an incon-
slstent movement by its very nature, It has, in a sensge, one
foot In the bourgeois world (it is count er-revolutiorary as to-
wards revolutiorary movencnts, €+3e loske, Follet), and one toot
in the workers world (1% defends %he wor':ers snd their organlcza-
tions ageinst the fascists, elements of the bourgeoisle, etc,

In the case of the SP, this lias to be even further nralifled, The
American party certainly exhi»its the nro-bourgeois aspecti of
soclal democracy, but, precisely because of its srmallness, it has
historically Y%een quite under the Influence of all kinds of pac=-
1fist and semi-leftist currents. In the Thirtles, 1t was not a
pParvy of the Second Intornastional, And today, 1t displavs the
same kind of Inconsistencies,

(3¢) Thus, the 3P is not the simdle supporter of ifollet and
American imperiallsm, as the LA Courades would have it, It 1is
also the traditional Arerican veliicle for o protest vote; the
focus of political pacifism, e4c. etce It is not, as Shane -would
have itf a Party whose "consistency" is %that of "deep~-dyed ref=-
ormism," Inadequate and vrong as tie SP nosition was during
World Viar II, it was not a,social Datriotic capitulation to Amer-
ica, pure and simple, In that perlod, SP locals grew u» in

Ce0Oe camps, for example, 1In tre T1fties, the &P did sunport

the Korean ar, ardmoved risnt (dn effect, expiellin; the YPSL
left) to 1954, Then a new Mert" develoisode This "left" is not
what we would want, it 1s not what we are. It has ail kinds of
elements in it, taird camnp, pa ciflst, peace-panascea, stce Eut
the fact that a Third Camp resolution almost carrisd the 1955 SP
Convention 1s certainly a refutation of "deep-dyed" reformism,

(35) Shane characterizes the SP as 2 consistent supporter of
UeSe Imperialism, That is not true, CfYicially even, the SP
has fouzht azainst Franco and U.3. 2id to 3valin, against the re-
pression in Guatemala, 1t has solidarized itself with the Asian
Soclalist Conference., At te sare time, 1t kas suprorted the
Korean Yar, suiported, then onxpossd, !Mollet, etc,

(26) In pessing, S ane nulls soratliding of a goofe Ile bHuillis

his case out of the 1¢54 5P program, nobing tha t 1t was "arawn
up, of course, by the sario leaderahls whiel: runs the SP todey,

and not a word of which has hecn resudisieds" Tot a word from
Shane that 1954 rewzresonted the hich=vater mark of rizght-ving
influerce; tht it resulted in soveral left=-wing resigratiors; that
1t occa sioned sle creation of a cauncus w Irich »resanted a Third
Camp resolution to the 19250 Conventlior; and that this Third Camp
resolution wlmozt carrieds Tals is not %o say that the 1956

SF program muta forth our politicse Ik rer.ains, a3 I character-
ized it in my NIC RefeTnodun siotaiens, inconoistent, reflecting
all of the various tendencies in tho 5Le¢ The difference bé&tween
thils iInconsisteicsy and the 3 's prograil ls huge; w e rmust note
ity wo must act unon 1t, for it 33 o diflference with political
ConsSeyuUences, 067



=10=

457) Now let me turn from Courzde Shanelg fuli-blown, pro-
anonite position for a ioment and take up Corrade Tim in his
NEC Referendum statement,

(33) At the very outset, Tim, preswnably, does nob Share Shane's
political point of view, It i3 therefore incuabent upon him,

as upon the LA Courades, to state éxactly whet his differences
aree, To pass this over in silence would be the tactics of an un-
princinled hloc, Put, in Corrade Ti1'g referendwm statement, he
chooses to emrhasize those things whicl btind him to Shane and to
let the basic o»posltion go,

(39) There is the honest broker point, The YSL 1s open to all
soclalist youth, it is broad, and "by celling for a general soc-
lalist vote we emphasizo the broazd nature of our orzunization,"
What this misses 1s that, thouzh The YSL is indesd broad, it 1is
not neutral. It is not a loose alllance of socialist tcndencies,
or an Informstion buresu, It isg a political argdnization, Trose
who are in a minority- Shane, for exainle = kave the fullest dem-
ocratic rightses But that doesn't wean that we don't talie g po~
sitlion on Stalinist lmnerialism, or on ths naturs of the Stalin-
ist state, or on tie guestion of the Stalinist moverment, Th
"broadness" anguient would ondy hold if there were no political
reasons for us to oprose the S7P and endorse the SP campalgn,
There are,

(40) Next, Comrsade Tim shirlly nroclaims that to oppose sunnort
to the SP while suprorting other tendenrcics is "pure stalino-
phobism and zectarian radness." ‘hat iz the basis of thils extrene
characterization, Tre follwing: "The STP supports the Foznan
workera, the tasht current %eat of one's attitude toward Stalinism
eee" (my enohzsis) 2ut, a s I pointed ovh To Shane, %this is not
true. A 11 kinds of otalinoids, Cohranites, C_nonites, etc., =~
bPeople who do not pass a decens polisical %est on the question of
Stalinism - sudsort the FPoznan vorkera, What Poznan does, in gen-
eral, is to differentiate Stalinists, those vho still support
every dotted 1 and crossed t of the line, and various types of
Pro-Stalinists, Stalinoids, etc, Second, Tim notes thay the S;P
1s "for the revolutlonary overtirow of the stalinist bureausracy,
True, but not sulficlent; the SWP also defencs the Interests of
that bureaucracy lhea it supports Staliniss imperialisi, that too
Should be notveds And then, the clinciher: "it (the SWP) has a

far better position on stalinist imperialism thzan the 8P has on
Aunerican imperialism," Vhere the "etter" coues from, I don't
know, asgswiing t'umt this tyoe of formula 1s valid at all.Tlie S7TP
hac supported stalinisst inperialisn; the SP haa supported aAner-
leun imperialisrm; both do so "eritically", What, from Tim's
point of view, nakes the SP "better"? Iut then, Tim's point of
view, lile Siicne's, is schematice, abstract, a coxparison of words
1 taken out ol context, The SWP has its views witihin the context

1 of a "finished program”, i,e., they a re thought-out, they reveal
2 & hardencd theorctical errore The 3P, as T have noted, acts

out of its inconslstens nature, 1its novw-you=see-it-now-you~don't
Suprort of Anerican Imperialism is of a »0litically different char-

648

n




acters To put it on the most imediate level, the SP position
1s open to change much more than the 3213, @4 we can Influence
it.

(41) Tinm's cuarge of "pure stallnophobism and sectarian madness"
cores out, then, to rest unon an error, a half-truth, and an ab-
Straction, It does not rention the profound diffe:ences besueen
Tin end Shanees This I am sure we will hear during the course of
the discussion, from Tim as well as fro: other Ccaareades who agree
with Shane's conclusions but not with 1is arguments,

(42) Next: softness on social democracy, Pirst, Tim concedes

a previous point of mine: he refers %o tle SF's supnort of
America as "equally treacherous" ("better"9) with the SWr's
support of the Stalinlsts in Korea., Dut he then goes on to pin-
point a "disastrous tendency in our moveisient to apologize for-

or at least not protest agaiust - tiwe S£'s polltics." One won-
ders: did Tim read LA on liollet? Did hie read the couparison's
with Nos k and coimpany? Did lhe read Draper on America as the
Imperialist arbiter, and the references 4o tae counter-revolution=-
ary character of Social Democracy under virious circimstances?
I'm sure he did, but the "disastorous tondency" is documented on
the basls of one case, e.g. the handling of the McReynolds! letter
in LA, Now tactlcs are one thing, ooportunism is another, It
would be opportunist to blunt the soclalist criticism of liollet!s
Imperialist role one bit (LA dfdn't); i% would be tactically non~
sense to deal with a tendency with whom one is conziderins vnit-
ing In the same tone of volece one would use toward a rabidly
rival organization, The line which divides tactics ard opportun-
ism 1s not one of tone (which nmay be varied Tor a whole series

of reasons), but of basic political oricntation (whiclk cannot)e.
At any ratc, oven sranting Tim's case for tle purpoza of argu-
rent, the characterization of a "dilsastrous tendercy" still
doesn't hold waters It is just one more case of Tim's own affin-
ity for the overly-sweeping generalinations As for the "pation-
alization" of ilartin and Ilarrinston on %he FAC, I only ask tha t
the comrades Jjudge from our actions.

(43) °  DBut now, let me return to Comrade Shane and to a con-
clusion of this staterent. One bf the things which outrages
Shane 1s the evidence of opportunism in the Majcerity stand.
"Whatkx does it (the IMAC nosition) mean to ta%e a nolitical po=-
sition (such as support of a candidate) on the basis of organ-
1zational maneuwers?" Once again, the nezt, the schematic, On
the one side, the political-prineipled; on the other, the organ-
1zational-opnortunist, But whatk is the real situation in the
currernt campalgn. None of the soclalist tielkets are politically
neaningful in a broad sense of *he term, le.es they will 1ok
effect tho disposition of political powere Thelr nain P201litiral
significance 1is as a protest vote and thas is why we can even
consider endorsing any one of the thres cimpalgns even though we
disagree with all of ther, Taat i1s, mo3t of us disarres with the
SP, SUP and SLP; Shane docsn't, Iig politics are Canonite, and
there's no rroblea for hime, Dut for Llo VSL, endorsement means
prinerily endorsement of s protest vole, not of a political pro-
gram. That 1Is the political neaning of what we are doing,
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(44) But 13 all of this a million removes from organizational
questions? As I pointed out Lefore, the SWP attitude toward the
Stalinlst organizations is the greatest single point of divis’on
between us, it indicates the real sicnificance of the theoretical
difference between us on the Rucsian quostion, Further, we have
to estlimate the current campalgn in terms of the »nolitlcal real-
ities facing the socialist movement. There has been a quantata-
tive shift on the left (not a qualitative one, i.e. the nature
of the neriod has not been fundavwnua*¢v altered)s The impact
of the Twentleth farty Congress has rosulted in a shift within
the Stalinist-Stalinoid novemant, a shift in focus from tune CP2
i1tself to the varlous Stalinoid grousinzs. In this context, the
gWP is runring a campalsn which offers \eoole a ch uge to pro-
claim a certain organizidtional indeoenupncc of the CP vhile re-
taining their 1lluslons about Stalinism, The mammer Im which
Haliran anm liacavoy hiave come over is an illustretion of this
pointe It is a political fact (politics not existing in the ab-
stract). On the other hand, there i1s a growlng conviction that
1t 1s necessary to regrou) the soci=list siovement for the Lreak-
out that willl come, The SWP, as noted, has one position In this
situation, The SLP remains sactarian, isolated, The only poss-
ibility of movement for us in this recerd is tied up with the
SP. This hapnens to be an impjortant polisical dimens’on of the
current campalzgne It 1s sense, not onrortunism, to take this
into considoeration., Shane here confuses oprortunism with tac-
tical intelligeixe., And 3s I polnted out bLefore, the two are not
the same, ‘

(45) Negatively, the V3L camnot endorse the SVWP or SLP. Pos-
itively, 1t has basic criticisms of tlw 3P, but not of such a
nature as to perclude endorsemcnts The SP renmailns the tradition-
al vehilcle for a rotest vote in AmeZrica %oday (if the corwrades
have been telking to lib-labs, Indulzging in all u¢ndo of onvor-
tunistic 0071txcul work such as that, they will know this). Jore,
there 1s a tendericy - and v ¢ rust not ex ag'er1 se 1ts strength,
but it 1s, as Share would say, therz, we can't ignore it - in the
P which has a Trird Camp line (is that brue of the SWP? ol the
SLr;?) An endorsecnent will aid thens

(46) But tlie maln noint remalns: In nox case is our criter-
ion Tor endorscrert in this campalzn one of agrecing vith a
PLarty's progzram leck, stoclk and barTell. If that were true, we

could not enaorse any farcye. Among the +hroo Parties, the type
of role which the S92 plays - that of DU ning an crsatz Stalin-
ist campsisn - porcluaes endorsericns of that ticket, The SLP

is an irrelcvancs, cven in tle limited context of pushinz for a
nrotest vote, In terms of tihe Anerican tradition of protest vob-
ing, in terrs cof the developrent of the SP left, in terms of that
"opportunistic® tliing, the development of a revitolized, healthy
socialist woveaent in aAmerica, owr course must ve to endorse the
SP campalzn (nobt, note this, the SP; tlie SP campalgn)e

(47) A Tinal word about Shane. I have spent so much time on
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on Shano's vieus because they represent a tondency baalcally

hostlle to our political point of viewWe One last example. Shane
ambiguously refers to the liajar ity gogsition in thls w &oy: "Tts
definitive adoption would mean colversion of the YSL from an orz-
anization tha t secks %o be revolutionary into a fellow-traveler

of the International Social-Democracye" "mellow-traveler"? Is

this a reference to the independent socialist position which sees
our role in the present situation as one of operating within the
left-wing ol the international Social Derocracy? Or sinply ol a
manner of doing this that is objectionanie? From Shans's argu-
ments, one would guess the former, lece the Canonite vosition. There
1s no way in which such an atsitude, it this 1t be, or Shane's

other attitudes which are clear enough, can serve as the political
basis of the electoral action position of an indevendent soclal=-

1st group? I must repeat once more; tiiose who agree on.y with
Shane's conclusions, must (2) make clear thelr opposition to Shane's
polit#cs and (b) provide an 2lternative political besls of thelr
own,

(48) Finally, let me address myselves to those corrades who do
ankxazree with Shane's conclusions but do EZXER noy agree with his
poiiticses I an conviemced that 1f they take the current campalgn
in 1ts actuality and if they do so Irom the »oinu of view of our
politics, they will see that the only course s %o endorse the
campaign of Hoopes and Priedmane

Iiike IIarring ton
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THE ELSCTORAL QUESTION, Being Divers Commonts on Comrade Harrington's Ansver to
Shenes By Tim \iohlforth

To begin with lot us get ne thing straight: the Los Apjeles comrades, Com=
rade Shane, Comrade Vallier end myself ha ve made clear the pclitical basis for our
position on the eleotoral questions Any insinuation that this politioel basis as
presented by Shane in his iirst dooumeut, by the L.i. comrades in their notionally
oiroulated document end by myself in the IEC referendum aocument, is Cannonism
is a complete and unadulterated smear on the pert of Harrington. The faot that we
have political differences emong ourselves is lknown to everybody; but the common
political basis of our position has been stated end it is based on independent
socialist politics, no on Cannonisme

It is therefore rot incumbent upon us, as Harrington esserts, to present a new
politiocal basis for our positione I feel it is unncoessary here to repeat in de-
tail this area of politioal agreement--calling for a vote f or any of the socialw
ist candidates, refusing to tow to stalinophobism and bar support for the SiP along
with the other parties, and our feeling that sirzling out the SP for support alone
is a form of oapitulation to social reformisme--and I refer interested comrades to
the aforementioned doocumentse '

Comrade Shene in his latest dooument hes made passing references to a new position
e3opted by him on Korea and Foimosas I  for one do not ipternd te cunswer Shane
ontis matter uctil he presents these ideas in some substantive form and not nust
in u oasual referencse They are nof pertinent to the present discussion except thet
Haroington's reamction to them Yo an illustration of the extent of his stalinophobism,
T¢ nim Cennonism becomes "ersutz prostalinism™, Shene's state capitalism becomes
BCaynonism® and the left wing's argumontericv--which clearly states its differences
with the SiP-~becomes "based on Canronite pollbias," Such a tendenoy to smear po=
litical opponents and to refuse to differeniiate va*moen basically different po=
litioal points of view ha s no place in a soclalist mowement and simply is en
exmmple of the extent of Comrade Harrington's capitulation *» the atmosphere of
the timese -

THE SWP QUE3TICN

In the midst of the eleotcral discussion Martin end Harrington have come up with
e new position on the S.iPe It is being _proesented to the movement w ithout any
rezl argumontation, vith ean attempt to apreal to stalinophobism and the prejudices
egainst a oompeting revolutionary socialist group The relstionship of vhis "hard=
ening" towards ths only other revolutionary movement in the country and “softening"
tomards the sooial democracy is obvious; they are but different sides of the sam«
coine

But let us examine whot they saye The statement in Labor Action with whioh
Harrington has solidarized himself states that "In addition to its previous repid
movement in t he direction of political capitulation ‘o Stalinism end political )
solidarity with “Stalirism in the louming world war, this year the SWP is putti..
itself forward before the vobters es, in effect, the ersatz electoral instrument
of pro=stalinismose"

If there is one thing that has been characteristioc of the SWP over the last

15 years it has been its tenacity in holding to Trotsky's origirel degenerate wgrke
state theorye Without understanding this how can ore understand ths fight e alESF
+he pro=stalinism- of . the Cochranites? Thus I do not see this "rapid movement' 1
any direction, as their present position is basiocally the positicn they have had
sinoe the Thirtioss . Vould Harrington charaoterize the world role of Trotsiy
ism in the Thirties es "capitulation to Stalinism"? Logleally he must if he

oondemns the SUP?s present politics. Otherwise he must argue that the 5ii” has broke
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with Trotskyism in its general historiocal sense as have the Cochranitese Seoondly
he must state that the WP was wrong to call for unity between the two revolutionary
tendencies in 1946 and to try to reenter the Fourth Internationale Sinee this
argument is not made we must assume that the comrade feels that only in this partice
ular oampaign has the SWP exhibited its prostalinist programe

In ooncentrating on the endorsement of the SWP by Hallinan and MoAvoy, Harrington
and Martin are correot in at least recognizing its importancee Today when much of
soolalist politios is isolated and of little meaning this event is of prime impore
tance and is an illustration of the disillusionment of the stalinist camp and the
desire on the pa rt of its better elements to remeain in some wey, shepe or form
socialistse lithin this context the moves of Hallinen and lcAvoy are of tremes
dous importance and of & strikingly progressive naturee Harrington's reaction to
this development proves that despite all his attaoks upon the left wing as seote
ariens it is he and the right wing who re blirded by sectarianisme To expeot
stalinist fellow travelers to adopt our politiocs overnight is ridiculous and even
to expect them to adopt the SWP politics immediately is likewise illusorye But for
them to move in the direction of the SWP is a progressive step and must be
applauded.

Even if Harrington does not reoognize the meaning of the Hallinan and lcAvoy
endorsements the CP doese From vhat I hear from the West Coast the CP is enw
g~5ing in a smear oampaign in the "People's World" against-Hallinan and the SiPe
Alzn Max, using e new variant of the old "sooial fasoist" line said in the
Miorker" that the politios of the SuP and MoCarthy "dovetail neatlye"

Harrington fails to answer Shane's challenge to prove that the SIP has aotually
ohanged its politios in this cempaigne A1l he oan produce as "evidence" is the '
faot that the SWP wrote a letter to the CP calling for its support of the SWP's
electoral campaigne This teochnique, of course, has been used in the revolutionary
movement for ye ars and by Trotsky himself (whom Harrington has failed to convinoe
me was prostalinist)e :

Let's look at the "Militant” in the period during w hioh it was sesking the
support of +the ALPerse I ochallenge Harrington to find anything "prostalinist"
with -the SWP's ooverage of the Poznan trialse This has been so completely
different from prostelinism or stalinoidism in its hatred of the bureauoracy and
its revolutionary support of t he Polish people that there oan be no comparisons
Cae artiole starts out "A revolution oan not be put on trial? It goes on to
attack the Stalinists for trying to meintain that the fighting that took place
was that of hoodlums and not workerse It states "this is +the new lie they have
ooncooted to save their regime from the onus of being 80 oppressive as to have
oalled forth a revolutionary uprisinge"

Is this not olearout antistaelinism? Is this not the voice of a revoluticmary
movement tied to the working olass (even though having an incorrect Russian positio:

How about the SliP's attitude toward the CP? I challenge Harrington to find
anythin g cap itulatory about the following editorial in the "Militant" on the
CP's NC resolution:

"In its contont the resolution presents no rupture with the Stalinist paste
Stalinist dominetion of the CP meant that its course was determined by the foreign
polioy requirements for the soviet bureausratio caste in whose interests Stalin
ruleds The bureauoracy is still in commend in the Soviet Union and its requ iree
ments continue to shape the politios of the American CP leaderse This diotates an
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intens ified effort at this time to achiove a new Yalta-type a grecment with UlSe
impariaiism" e

"oaste" to "class" and it ocould be & quote from LAY

Change
But before Harrington and his stalinopholio friends stexrt frothing at the mouth
and casting me into the limbo of Connonism, let me state the obvious: I am not now

nor ever have been a Cannonite, e Coohranite, or a Sweezyite (not to mention an
Ohlerite, Stamite, Brandlerite, Weisbordite, Jolnsonite, or heaven forbid, a larlen=
ite)e I pledge myself to cCefend the revolutionary movement from the evils of the
degenerate workers state theorye I bolieve that this theory is incorrect not only
in the abstreot but that in the ooncrete it leads to ocertain prostalinist (as

well as antistalinist) political actse Thus tie WP is commitled to defense of the
Soviet Union in a wear but at the same time it will relentlessly strug;le against
the Soviet bureauoraoy and support the workingeolasse Its position is internally
oonsistent but objeotively incomsistent on the Russian questione

But the question at issue is not whether the YSL should support the S\.P alone in
the electionss It is simply whether it is permissible to support it along with othex
socialist tendenoiese The majority in my opinion is moving logioally towards the
position that the SWP is not o socialist rarty-that it is o party of ersatz bureauw
cratio collectivisits, is antieworking olass, and the like, Otherwise it makes no
politioel sans e to rofuse to support the SUP along with other tendencies when the
issie is simply their s oclalist natures 1o are calling for support of eny party
wh.5h we consider to be socialiste

The real politioal meaning for the YSL of a socialist vote is its nature as
e protest against oapitalist politios, and not the relative werits and demerits of
the soocialist ‘parties running candidates. There are those w ho support our posi=
tion on the electoral question w ho are Tfor supporting the SP in certain looalities
(see Comrade Debbie's statemont), othors for supporting the SLPs

In my opinion it is the duty of all revolutionary sooislists in the YSL %o
vote for the only revolutionary party on the ballot, the SuFe Those of us partious
leriy who bese our politics on the great tradition of Trotskyism in this ocountry
end throughout the world =for all our dilferences with the "orthodox" Trotskyistse
muss support theme '

But I reiterates the YoL &5 & broad student organizetion must emphesize simply
the socialis t navure of the protest votes Howsver, sinoe it s too late now to
formulate such a policy for this election I hope that ell third oamp scoislists,
while voiding their oriticisms of the 8uP, will support its ocandidatese

THE ELECTORAL  QUESTICN AND SPelile?ol, UNITYwews

The first thing that must be said about the reletion between the SP unity guestior
and ‘ele otoral support for the SP is the point raised by oomrade Arlon in & oommunie
oation to the NAC: it is impcrmissible to develop a line for the workingolass siuply
on the basis of internal politiocal needse /e must base our request for the support
of mdicals for the SP not on the basis of our relations w ith the SP but on
the basis of the ability of the SP viswa-vis tho other ssects to represent the
radicals in this e)estione .

T ot a majority has chosen to Cdo  ctherwise is obviouse The whole question of
support for the LP cendidates only cmie up cfter the desire to unite with the SP
become & phobie emong the right winge Thus have & clear out erample of unparale
leled opportunism. That oppo rtunism is elweys tied to voformism will soon beocome
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The ridiculousness of oalling for support of the SP when tho SI $g hardly running
o corpaicn is cbvious, In lew York, for example, the only vicible sign of a cams
paign supporting the SP oardidates wus a distridution of LA's and leaflets in Harlem
by gusss who-the YSLo le are in effaot "ersatz sooial demoorots" in this eleotionmor
at least a far better casc san be made for this proposition then for thet of Harringt

In many states either the SWP or the SLP will be on the ballote To write in
Hoopes and Frisdman under thoss conditions wuld be paramount to not getting your
vote oounted at alle Thus the size of the total soocialist protest vote would be
diminished.

But when one 1looks e the real politios behind this opportunistio move it is
even more eppallinge To Harrington the "inconsis tenocies" on the part of the SP
on Amerioen imperialism are mere trifles when compered uith the S1P's "capitulation"
to the stalinists,

All T cen say is that if the SP would only be half s diligent in ettacking
Ameriocan imperielis m as the SWP is in fighting the stelinists it would be o great
viotory for the working oclass movements, The fact is that at evory step the SVP
is at variance with the ourrent politics of the Kremline It is ezgainst go~existence;
it supports the oolonial revolution; it is ageinst the CP oapitulation at homeo The
SP, on tha other hand, at every point oritiocally or otherwise supports american
inpavialis my itc alliances and iks politios, One little point in the SP platform
is “ilustrative of its politiose It supports the witchhunt of fedoral employees,
the* is, the screening of people for their political 1ce6s in the interest of "Nationa
Securitye” It is know n that Thomas for years has agreed with Fook on the Staliniast
teaoning issue but now e witohhunt point of view is aotually in the platform of the
partys As another examgle of the SP!s cepitulation to the witohhunt atmosphere Sanm
Frisdiman, in e debate in New York, characterizad the SWP's senetorinl candidate as
"a trotskyite Communist who believes in totalitarianism"e

Thus we see that the YSL and the ISL are being manevuvered into the position of
boooring the left=wing apologizers for the social Cencoracys FHarrington and Mertin
hove teken a correat position that revolutionists must enter the mass working olass
social demooratic movement, in order to win support of the workers, build revolu=
tionary aadres, and prepare for the eventual split of the sooial demooracye They

~have taken this position and epplied it to a movement with no roots in the viorking

olass, with aimust no members, which is completely - demoralized, which has a left
W ing that could at best be charsoterized es confused centrism, and which is

~headad with or without us for the ashehanp of historye

Thus we oan chavacterize the political direotion in which Harrington and lartin
Wwish to see our movement develop es towards beoominz the tail of the Second
International; of becoming certrists in our politicse Herrirnglon and plartin are
galloping in Kautsiy's direction et an iroreasing rate of speed just at the time
when the hope of building a real ravolutiorary viorking oless movement in this country
is c oming closer to realizatione 4s the oountry begins to vake up, with the Neyroes
oarrying out their tremendous sstrug;les, with militanocy beginning to inorease in
the working class, amd with the students beginning to awalkoen politicall o 4%
this time of great possibilities for revolutionists Harrington end liartin are roedy
¢o dive head first into the dungheap of yeformism and its twin oppcZtunisme

For an exemple of e correct third caip attitude towcrds the gquestion of unifying
the viorking olass moveument I refer our oomredes %o Libartini's recent artiole in
Lhe Here we see that the Italian inde:endent sociclicts (US1) are fighting for
unity on the basis of third camp pblitios and Tighting against unity on the bLasis of
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Saragat?s politics. They do this even though Sarezat's left wing is a hundred

times better than the SP's in Amerioca, Al) we of the left ask is the same politiocs
in this countrye We ask that the Y5L go on the record in favor of unity of the
democratio socialist movement on the basis of third camp politiss. This, by the way,
is not asking ocomplete capitulation to usc Anyone who thinks that our politios

are simply third camp does not understand that on this gquestion we egree with a
variety of centrists and pacifists such es the peacemakers and the motley orew that
essembled in England undsr the name of the "Third Way Movement"o
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