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On the Electoral Action Referendum TII

by l"ilze Harrington

(1) We are all agreed that the YSL can only endorse a nrotest
vote, l.e. that our endorserent of a Party or Parties does not
constitute political support to their program, but only neanc that
we urge those who wish to protest against the fakery of the najor
parties to cast a vote in such and such a vay. Irom the i'ajor-
ity's point of view, a vote for the SP 1s Impermissable; a vote
for the SLP is irrelevant; a vote for the SP is indicated.

The SUP

(2) Our objection to a vote for the SWP, elther as a single en-
dorsement ar as part of a "Jote Socialist" endorserent, is not prir-
arlly based on our polltical criticisms of the S'7P prograr, It is
rather a function of the actua 1, practical consequences which SWP
politics had in the S/P camnaign, the fact that the campalgn was

an ersatz-Stalinist campaizne In tuis article, I anm going to con-
centrate to a considerable extent on ths docunentation of this

fact, but there must, of necessity, be a political Interpretation

to go with 1it.

(3) First, the contexte. The SWP was rumning 1ts canmpaign dur-
ing a period in which the CP was severely demorzlied, politically
disoriented, torn, for the first tirme in years, by bitter, open
factional struggles. It was a ppriod in which CPers themselves
were raising fundamental political guestions such as whnetlher Kussia
was sociallst (see, for instance, the article of "ES" in Fumbder

6 of Farty Voice, Discussion Organ of the NY State CF), Furhher-
rmore, it was the period of the Polish and Hungarian events.

(4) At such a time, the SWP attacke-appeal toward the CP was
based on....the conception that Stalinism represents a nro=capltal-
1s t force. Time and time ajain the SWP marzed this as the cruc—
ical difference between itself and the CP: a case of revolution-
ary soclalism versus refor:lsn,. Occasionally, thare were refcre-
nces to the basic questlons wi.jch the CPers themselves were rals-
ing, but only occasionallys The $UP was characterized so consig=-
Teatly in the terms of socialist opposition to refornism and oppr-
tunism that tvo SW2 theoreticians (Stein and Ring) explalned that
the CP course in the last decade was not left-sectarian, but oppor-
tunist, i.e. that "it continued to pressure U.S. imperialism to re-
estallish the broken alliarce" (i ilitant, September 17, p 2), Aand
this, as we shall see, has interesising consequences in terms of

the current internal fight in the CP.

(5) liere are sore exaiiples of the SVP campalgn orlentation:
"Csing the Corrwunist Partics to disarm the Hasses politically in
the strugple against capitalisriees” 1M1litant, august 27, Platform);
editorial attackiing llorris of the Daily Worker as "1007 in favor
of Reuthert's princinle of class collaboration in politics (ifili~
tant, Septemher 3); lumps 3P and CP together because "they stand
for p olicies contrary to the interegsts of the working class" (in.
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(Cowley's letter, also September 3); in letter to CP Natlonal Comm-
ittee, pitches the attack prinarily agalnst "class collahoration
(11111tant, Septerber 24); without specifying the perlod, charac-
terizes the C2 as "driven to help prcserve the status quo throughe
out the world" (Veiss letter, October 1, p 2); ard so on and so

one Thus it i1s that the Militant editorial which Corrade liohlforth
= singles out for pralse 1is primarily directed to this one point, to
the question of class collaboration and the CP.

SR W

(6) Taken 1n the abstract, one might say, well, just another casc
of programatic inadequady, but nothing bLasic about the nature of tis
campalgn, Then remwsrber: first, in this particular neriod, with the
CP 1In 1i%s specific sltuation, this is an incredible polnt to pick,
one which feeds Jllusions. The occasiocnal atteupt to gilve some

kind of explanaticn to the factors Lehind the CP 1line 1s swallaved
up in the whole g fog of analogizing ths CP to Reuther and the SP,
of implying that it 1s simply a radlcal party gone wrorg, oppor-
tunist, etecs But, secondly, it led to a grave agltational distor=-
tion in the campaign, of which the following, the use to which

Dobbs put one of the best pleces of TV tine whlch he received, 1s

a classic example. It i3 pondly related itn the October 29th 111~
ltant, the transcript ol Dobbs on "Renorter's Round-Up";

"Lucase Ifr, Dobkts what is the relatlonshilp between the soc-
iallst Vorkers Party and the Cormmnist Party in the United
Stateg?

"Dobbse The Soclalist "Torkers Party and the Cormunist Party
have an altogether different erproach to the gusstion of
political action by the working people of the United States,
We advocate the forratlon of a labor partye The Cormunist
Party advocates that the worling people support the Deroe
cratic Carty."

That, comrades, is the differcnce betveen tl.e Stalinist Party and
America's "resolutelv" anti-Stalinist Farty, 1.e. the same as the

difference between the S.JP and tle LPT=CTI0.

(7) Now this approazh had important consequences in the cam=
palgne It wasqnot Sinply a matier of televising 1llusions abont
Stalinisme It was more than thate One of the chlef sspects of the
SWP campalgn w as its endorsement by licAvoy and Hallirian, This
was trurpeted by the SWP, it was charccterizeAd by Corrrade Wohlforth
as an event of a "strikingly progressive nature."” Iet us look
at Hallinan in his "principled” endorsencnt (the liilitant's phrase)
of the SWP, In his initial stateirent, he proclaims that he is for
left unity, 1.e. unity on a Stalinoid basis. And the various Par-
ties? "Their mutual recriminations, based principally upon names
and slomans which have lost their meaning, should be relegated to
the Ius ewnl of Polit.cal I'actlonsllay” (ity emphasis, !Militant, Sept
17, pl)e Later, Halinan, now firmly in the SWP camp, tells what
he thinks of the CP: "Doss not that party adyocate soclalism? Is
1t not onposed to war, raclal discrimiration, the exnloitatlon of
‘man by man - for friendly »ela tions with Chlna, the Soviet Uhéfn
o
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and the other nations of the earth?" (Iilitant, October 22, p 2).
: When the S$Wpqdid answer  this, or rather a "leadlng comradeﬁ an-

B swered 1t, the reaction was that of a slap on the writst, so imuch
: so that that 15 contained the follouing kird of statement: that
the CP's politlcs were "anti-socialist" "in 135G"J

(8) Tn all of this, let me emphasize, the S'/P did not bocome
Stalinist. It ran a campairn which hed the effect of allowing Stal=-
Tholds a nd Stalinists to retain the raximum nunber of 1llusions
gbout Russia and the CP, while breaiing on the one gquestlon of class
collaboration in 1956, Again, one mist underscro the context, The
Stalinist world is in a state of turmoil, it is practically upside

G down, and at this Jjuncture the SWFP runs this type of a campalzn,

B Such a campaign can be rightfully characterlzed as an "ersatz" Stal-
= inist campaigne.

(6) But more. Shortly after the election, when sumning up 1ts
ideas to the CP (and giving them in a fuller presentatlon than at
any time during tle carpalgn), we £ind the following in a letter

to the CPers (Ifilitant, Kovember 12): "Our criteria is the inter-
ests of the world socizlist revoluvtion which colncides fully with
the inserests of the defense of the Soviet Union." Ilow does this
cormpare with the following? "ile rmust not loose sight for a single
moment of the fact that the question of overthra:ing the Soviet
bureaucracy is for us subordinate to the question of preserving
state property In the rmeans of nrocduction in the USSR; and that the
question of preserving state property in the means of productlion
in the US3R is subordirste for us to the guestlion of tle world nrol-
etarian revolution .V (Ly eusnasis; srotsiyy; In Defense of ilarxisn,
D 21) GCompare "e.eis subordinate” and "co-Incldes fully": a re-
vision of some signficcnce, thougli only two words lonzge The point
nay appear petty, but It isn't: lor this is a theoretical revision
of an lmnortant position of Trotslky's Dye..the "orthodox" Trotsky-
{ats. It 1s a part in a larger process of capltulationist actions
ard formulatlions. .

(10) A1l of this 1is, of course, intlmately tied up with the
current crisis of Stalinisme And, in this rcgard, it is well to
remark another dimension of the same factors which expressed then-
selges in the SUP campsigne The SWP is clearly leaning heavily on
Protsky's farmous analysis of the Stalinlsts as a "center" tenden=-
cy, caught between right and left, but driven eventuvally toward
capitalist restoration. Thus it is that for them Nagy in Dungary
is an "opportunlist" who rallies "pro-capitalist™ elements, that is
his crime, Thus it is that the same issue of the Ifilitant refers
%o "right-wing CP" forces in lungary, l.e. the grouping which broke
with the Warsaw pact and called for TN ald, Thus it 1s that SWPers
in New York, when speaking up at Stalinist meeting, give the aplear-
ance of siding wih the Fosterites against the Gates tendencye The
S70 campalgn was of a plece with this theoretical approgch, While
the best, the rost important, elements in the Stalinist novement
were being torn by basic quesilons about the nature of the rfarty,
of Russia, etc., the STP 1s offeringes.its theory of Stallnist ref~
ofmism, its recipe for retaining illusions while shiowlng independence.
We camnot endorse, in any way, such a camplgn. ‘o

I




i R Py T L i

(11 (As this was belng written, yet another example of the
dlrection of the SWP line confirms our general analysis. At a
CP discussion nmeetirg in New York, John Geates cane out apalnst
Russian intervent ion in llunzary, both when G2roe called in tne
troops and wnen %thsy were used to aervsh the lNagy government. By
doing so, he explicltyly placed himetlf in opnozition to the CP
statement on the question., This was grected by an SVP speaxker at
the reeting with an attack onsscGate's reformism, his belief in
a peaceful, parliamentary transition to sociallazm, etc. There are
many, many thlugs in Gaves! position wnlch no socialist could
agree with (hils continuzd defdnse of Russia as "sociallst"; ase-
pects of his point of view on how to tuild an "anti-ronopoly co-
lition", etc.), but the fact rerains that he represents the vest
tendency In the CP, i.e. tlhe only oue really noving Iin the dilrec-
tion of sociallst polities. To ignore tii’s bas:c rfact and to
concentrate on non-essentials (norn-~sssentlals o this movenent) 1s
an increditde act. It 1ls onre mors casc In roint ot how the S7TP
progrem leads to practical scts of cugitulaklon such ags thelr
campaign,. )

The SP and the SLP

(12) he irrelevance of the SLP and tiie relevance of the SP
are best taken tcgetiier. ‘he conception wiill which we began must
be repcated at thls point: there 1s no quaation here of determin-
ing whether the “iP's political progran can be endorsed (we could
not do that), bui rather ol wheiher this is the Indi:ated way to
campelgn for a protest vote. In the care of the SP wo can meke
the endorsement. Anl in our particular situetion, and given the
kind of camnoign which we called For (tc be treated later), the
question ol Lhe GLi 0GCOnEs irreievante

(13) To begin with: for a variety of historical factors, a
vote for the SP is the "rormal" rmode of American nroteste, The

SP 1s not identified with the politics of Darlington Hoopes and
Samuval He Friedman. t 1s thousiat of: (a) as the "historiz" im-
erican Party of Socielien, &le Pariy of Debs; (b) as the party of
Norrian Thomas, in the sense thaet 1t is for clivii liberties, for
production for use, ths labor rnicvement, zgainst big huainess rule,
against twoedle-~dun erd twezdle-des; est. Wot thel this concep=-
tion i3 not ours; bubt it is, os Jonwrsede Shane woeuld say, a facte
For the varicus neople wilh wiori we esre ir conbacs, our pushing

a vote for the SWP or 3¢ woeuild bs pernlexing; thsy would alricst
immecdliately ask us to teil why we were not for the SP, and they
would expect a progromacic ansver,

(14) Lere 1a a crucinl differance betwszn the SP and SYP-
SLP. Since the 3P lg thw "nummsl" node of protsst, no partlc-
ular programnatic arpvment for thas LP is necesscry when one en-
dorsese it as we have dons. ARG siace a vote Tor the SWP/SLP

is "abnommal", people would alrmost always demand programatic
reasons. Dilalectically, corcretely, historically, an SP caplt-
ulation to American imperialiesm 1s not, as for as a protest cam=

(4%
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palgn goes, symmetrlcal to the SWP capitulations to Stalinism,
That 1s, they have a different political meaning,

(15) All of thils holds true for both groups to whom we appeal
in the campalgn (and, as will be poirted cut, our conception of
the campalgn was partleculer and snscificy our slogan was raised

in a certain vay)es For the Tib-La>., the remarks about the SP are
obviously truve = a jilllon of them rave already voted for Thonas
on the grounis described gbove, Tor the Stalinist-Stalinold, two
factros are imrortant: (a) even Eﬁ%y tend to consider the 5P tn = /'
the "historic' sense (sec Steve NG.son's article in the current Lo
"Political Afflars); (b) in martlcular, in thls campaign, we want
to keep them as far away from the illuslon-encerdering campaign

of' the SUP as possible. I'alliznan, clted by Corirade Wohlforth to
prove his point is, I subrit, a confirmation of the exact opposits,
of my point.

(1.3) To sum up the above:; The SP 13 gensrzlly understood as
O J

tha party of protest vots, as a party on» votes for without nec-

€ssarily agreeing with itz politics; tho LWP/SLP are not,

(17) lHoreover, a legitema te apsect of this campalgn 1s how
it effects us internally. And, in this recgard, the wey in which
the majority endorsed the slogan, Vote for HF, becores important, .
Eere are the two relevant sections oi the lajority resolution;

"(11) vie rust view this question in terms of the kind of a
campaign the SP propcses, It vwill not be on the ballot in
mos t states, ard support of the 32 ticket means calling
for a wrlte-in vote. The SP itself voted for a campalgn
primarily in an effort to get radlo and television time.
There 1s no 1 ndication that tihere will even be a campalgn
organization, rallies, etc. In other words, the SP itself
does not view 1ts campaign as agltational,

"(12) Given this situa tlon, we endorse the campnaign of the
SP, but_in a certain way. The slozan, Vote for Hoones,
should not play the major point m in our aritational work,
Our supoort means that we call upon nembers of the League
and its sympathlzers, as well as radical workers, Negroes
and liberals = those who cre thinking in terms of a protest
vote = to cast that vote ITor Hoopes and Friednan.”

(eriphasis added)
Now this is a very definite conception of a type of endorserment,
It means: (a) thatkx ouvr agitational slogan during the campaign
was to be that of the Labor Party (and our major article, reprinted
as a pamphlet, was accordingly oriented in that cirsction end did
not mention H&F; (b) -hat our educatloral work. .2. arguments
addressed to those ne:r us, those wigh wiaonl we . Lied politics iIn
a meaningful sense, was to include the recowrenc ilon for a vote
for H&F. It also meant that in various localities, our units and
clubs would invite S2 speakers where that was on the agenda,. work
with lccal S£'s where posslble, etce

(18). Now some of the corrades, and I am thinking of Correade
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Owen and those who agree with hin in Yew York, agree politically
with the HMajority, bvut argue against our conclusions on "wractical"
grounds, Thelr point of view, I fecl, is based on a mis-under-
standing of the kind of SP endorserent projected by the ilajority,
In an agitational campaign, the argurent for simply shouting, "Wote
Sociallst™ from a sound-truck would lLeve considerable weisht, For
there, one would not have the opporturity to go Into all the de-

ta 1ls, to spesak of the vay in which a write-in ig cast, etc. BPBut
v%e cid not endorse an ezitatlonal carpalgn for the slogan, Vote

for F&F; our aritational work, as pointed out before, centers around
the Labor Part: sleogan, Our Tep slogan %s addressed to a situation
where we are telking witl, a conscious stuaent, legro, radical vork-
er, where we aie doing a ich of political education, Under such
clrcumstances, it is imoontant (a) to reject an 37p vote, l.,e. to
exilain our attitude on trs 3WP; (b) to place our iine in the con=-
text ol the Anerican "protiess vote" tradition, i,e. in terms of

the SP.

(1) Simllerly for the "mechanical® crguwent, I our voting
slogna were agitatloral, then the cuestion of whether g party was
on tie hellot or not would become of congide=able Inportance. But
as ean educational slcgan, we rust consicer oprimarily, not iis
physical avatlability, but 1ts political function, Tn the limited
sense of our endorsement, the mechanical argunent coegn't hold,

(20) The same factors play a part in the stress glven to

the probing of unity, to the theme of soclal’st regroupment, in

the Majority stand. We are in contact with the S,: in Chicago and
LA, a continuing and sorewhat friendly contact; in New York, a nore
hostile situation, but one which 1s undergolng change. We did

ma nage to do valuable nolitical work shrough our H&F enforSerent.
Thus, in terms of the kind of capeign projected, the unity con-
sideratlon 1s a relevant ons. Could we have had simllar relations
with the S7P/SLP?

(21) To sum up thils section: the generally underssood neaning
of an SP vote hasx, In Lib-Lab and even Stalinist circles, long
been that of the protest votes Not so with the SUP/SLPe  In this
context, we have a ppwerful arcunient for the slogan, Vote for Iied.
Second}y, the la jority projectad thisg slogan 1n an @ducational,

not an agitational, sense, Therefore, the various "practical
objections, based as they awe on an Implicit concepfion of an agl=-
tatlonal campaign, are not controlinge And finally, the fact or
our concrete political relationship with various SP sections 1s not
wnimportant, From thece considerations, and from the snalysis of
the 8'P campaign which we have already made, the l'ajority's posi=-
tlon is placed in persi.ecilve: a vote for the SiyP 15 Impernisszahle;
a vote for the SLp is irrelevant; a vote for the SpP 1s indicated.

Bloes: Principled and Unprincipled

(22) At the very outset, let me return to a cructal point,
one which Comrade Vohlforth chooses to evade: thet 1t is clear
that among the comrades calling for a referendum, there is a range
of polltical opinion which enbraces qualitatively dlfferent attie
tudes; that this should e rado clear by these corrades themselves
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80 that we can havs a clear notion of the internal political sit-
uation in the YSL, so that an unprircipled bloc is avoided. There
1s nothing wrong with people with different political points of
view agreeing on some immedlate polnt and vioriing together. But
when this comion action results in an obscuring, a éistortion, of
the p olitical differences, then one 1is on the high road to an un-
princl pled bloc,.

(23) Comrade Wohlforth describes his grouping (in which he 1n-
cludes both Corirade Shans and the LA comrades): "ee.that we have
political difi'crences au~ng ourselves 13 known to everybody; hut
the comnon peilitical bas e of our position has been stated and it
13 TVaged cn inCevencent -csialist politics, not on Cannonism,"
(ry emphasis) low let v: ¢23 where thisg “cowmnon polltical Baglis"
is ateted, and liow the poiltical differeaces work in this partic-
ulary bloce. ;

(24) At the Plemmn, which Cormrade Vechlforth atsended, Comrade
Shane made it very clear that the basis oi Ilg nositicn was synm-

ps tay for the Si/Pe In his flrst docuren®, he hzd characterized the
SWP as being "as resolutely antl-Stalirist" as any othsr soclalist
tendency. ©n the basis of Shanet!s defense of the 372 at the Plen-
um, I attacked hig written statement, using alnost the same argu=-
ments which he had rsjected at the Plerun. As a princlpled pro=-
ponent of his positlon, Corrade Shane replied with a deocument that
is clearly and unequleuacally Cgnuonite.

(25) Now, Corrade Wohllorth in his docurent, "Diverse Corments":
"comrade Share in his latest docurent has made vassing references to
a new posision adopted by him on Korea and Fomiosas I for one do
not intend to answver Skane on this matter untll he precents these
1deas in sore substantive forma and not just in a casual references.
They are not pertinent to the present discussion, except that
Harrir_-ton's reaction to them is an 1llustration of the extent of
~his Stalinophobisn, To him, Camonism becolies tersatz=pro=-Stalin-
ism', Shane's state capitallism becomnes 'Camionisn,” and the left
wing's argumentation - which clearly states its diffeiences with
the S.JP - becomes 'based on Cammonite pcliticse! Such a tendency

to smear political opporents and to refuse to differentulate between
basicall y different politlczl points of view ha3 no »lace in a
soclalist movement and simply is an exarmple of the extent of Com=
rade Harrington's capitulation to the atmosohere of the times."

(26) This passege is classic as an 1llustration of the dangers
inherent in an unprincipled bloc. Let me take individual aspects
of the paragraph to demonstrate tihis.

(27) For Cdmrade ‘Johlforth, Comrade Shane has made "passing
references," "a casua 1 reference", which do not require repudi-
ation by one who is in a bloc with him. This is his characteriza-
tion of several, single-spaced pages of revision of basle inde=-
pendent socla 11st positions, including a repudiatlion of the Third
Corp line on Korea., Turn thls around to get its full flavor, Just

suppose thatk a member of the }jajority wrote geveral pages in which
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he proclaimed? that he solldarized himself with the SP position
on the Korean "lar, with its 1initial line on Guatemala, and with
its initlal attitude on Guy llollet. Comrade 'Wohlforth, who can
find a "disastorous tendency" in one answer to a letter by Comrade
Draper, would, I am sure, fill the air with chargea against the
majority = and they would be a little stronger than Kautskylism.
Point: in an unprincipled bloc, there is the danger of the double
standard, one for your pollitical differences with those in the
bloc, another for those outside of i1t; there 1s an almost inevita-
ble tendency to gloss over crucial political differences,

(b) For Comrade Wohlforth, Comrade Shane's position on
Korea and Formosa 1s a "new posltion" stated in a casual "reference"
On Kerea, yess On Formosa, 1t 1s a restaterent of a line which
C mrade Shane lLas argued for in Iabor Action = and, in my docunent,
I celled attention to that arguentetion., Once agailn, the danger
cl the unyrincipled Lloo, the inevitatle glossinz over.

{c) Do skip a lizile. To me, Corrade Johllorth tells us,
"the 1lefs wing'a arcumanbtetion - which elcerly staitds its xdlf{-
gironces wiil whe SYUP - haccmea 'based cn Usanenite nolitlesc? Two
Cistortiors . Flrst: whai ls the "lefv w.rg"? Dees 1% incluie
Comrade Shane? Does (CurreGe Shane cliecarly state hls diflferences
with the SWi? Ilas Ccorrade Tim, or any other meriver cf whset he
calls the "laft wing" differentiated himsclf from Conrade Shane on
various guestiong (such as ths &WpP) whille basing their common
pcint of view on Independernt socialist nolitice? Seccnd: in my
Eeply to Comrade Shane, I diflerentiated ecd nauseam between Shane
end others who now sliare his conclusions but not hls politics (£F,
for exemple, parecraphs 1 end 21 of my Qocument,e For ZJorrade
Wohlforti thls becorega.e.s"a tendency to smear »nolitlcal oponents.™
In other words, I did not say what Ccmradec Vonlforth implies I
said, DBut why these contortionson his pairt? Decause he is in an
unprincipled bloc and doesn't think that this fact iz "pertinent.”
Thereforsa, he has to mis~state my point of vicw, and to invent a
"left-wing" which clearly does not include Corrade Shane (since it
states its differences with the S P, and sShkane doesn't), but which
isn't without him at the seme time., A furtlsr step in the progress
of the politiles of Corirade Viochlforth's unprincipled hioc,

(d) Tonze Thils has nothing to do with the politics of an un-
prirc ipled bloc, with 1ts glossirgs, but rather with Comrade
Wohlforth's unfortunate stvle. "To him (larrinpton), Cannonlsm
becomes ‘ersatz pro-Stalin:ism", (wrong: I solidarized myself with
the ISL characteriz .tlon that ths Camnonite aro rumming an ersatz
pro-Stalinist campairn) Shane'!s state canitalism becones !'Camion=-
ism" (wrong: I cidn't mention a word about Shane's state capltal=-
ism; I documented his pro-~SWP politics), and the left wing's arg-
umentation...becomes !'based on Camonite politics! (wrong: as noted
ahove, tie confusion is not mine, but Comracde 'Vohlforth's)e The
conclusion of this argument: thot this is "sim»ly an exannle of
the extent of Comrade FHarrington's capltulation to the atricpphere
of the times." Judge for yourself,

(e) 1y original point rengins, Comrade Wohlfortk has glven
us a fine demonstration o the twistings and turrings wnich devel-
op out of the politice of en unprincipled bhloce Once again: imeg-
ine that a liajoritylte had a pro-SP position spnmetrical to those
of Corrade Shane on the S"P, Would Comrade ‘jonlforth find thiz(pé




"not pertinent", a "casual reference™, etce?

Summary
(28) Let me recapiltulate some of the basic issues and idess
involved in the Referendun,

(29) The 8WPs The SWP 1= a Party based on a crucial progran-
atic contradiction: its socilglist struggle against the Stalinist
bureaucracy; its a mi=socialist defense of "nationalized" property
in Russias The Pabloites based themselves on one out of the two
polnts and became anti-soclalist, In resisting them, the Camnonites
were taking a socialist stand, but this did not wipe out the anti=~
socialist element in their basic programe That element has been
bresent in a whole serles of cases, 6.g5. attitude toward the Korean
War, toward China, etce It was present in the 1956 carpa ign. In
the campaign, the SWP adopted various positions which were capit-
ulationist, In varticular, 1t ran a campairn which differentiated
the SWP from the CP primarily on the basis of one questlon, that

of attitude tow ard the Democratic Party, As a result, it was

able to attract various Stalinoid-Stalinist types, but at the price
of not shaking them up too ruch, at the cost of providing a new
basis for all Dut one of their 1lluslonse Such a campaign is not

a "protest" campairn; 1t is an ersatz Stalinist campaign, For this
reason, we cannot endorse it in any way. '

(30) However, 1t would be wrong to go from this characteriza-
tion of the SWP campaign to a chaaracterization ol the SWP as such,
The Party renains a socialist party with a profound anti-socia list
element in its programe In this perticular period, one in which

the socialistx movement is developing & nzw type of relation with
the Stalinistx movenent, that contradiction will be sharpened, it
will have (and has had, as with the Gates faction) bad consequences.
Still, the S'/P has yet to resclve its contraciction, even though

a specific act of its, like the '56 campalin, may be based more on
the anti-soclalist parts of its program,

(31) As a matter of general chargcterization, the SP remains

a "centrist" tendency (and not, as Comrade Shane would have it, a
party of "deep-dyed reformism")e. It is centrist, but with various
differentiating characterisiics., It is, for example, a highly bur=
esucraiized centriet pariy, and this must be taken in%o aczount
wiien deeling with it, though it 1s not particularly ralevsat to the
question of electoral erdorsement. It is a ceinurist party which
1s the focus of the ancrican protest~vote tradition., This is a
diferentiation w hich beccmes exsSremely significant when the ques-
tion of endorsement is raised.

(23) By calling for a vote for H&F, we dc rot mate a nrograri=
atic endorsement of tiwe SP. ‘jhat we say is this: that in this

given s ituation, the best way to carry on an educational canipaign
for a protest vote withirn the context of an ggitasional carmalgn for
a labor party is to call for a vote for H&l'e Thas follows, not so
weh from general consicderations abous centrist parties, but from
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ell kinds of concrete, spccific.and historical political conside-
erations,

(33) Anf finally, the llajority called for a certain kind of
endorsement. This must be underscored, the educatiornal nature of
the campaign which we proposed be understood, the fact that our
agltational slogan was that of the Labor Party must be remembered,
In thls context, with a vote for the SWP excluded, a vote for the
SLP becomes irrelevant; a vote for the SP is indicated.

Politics of the YSIL

(34) In concluslon, every corrade will vote on the question as
he must. There are many motivations on both sides of the queg=
tion., However, the Refererdum has, T belleve, made ore thing
clear: that, for the overwhelninrg majority of us, our discussion
and disagreement takes place within a basic comitment to the
independent soclalist position. The clscussion wiilch was inite-
iated on the lssue of electoral sction rmast now be broadened,

in preperation for tiie next Plerum and Conventiorn, and for our
day to day worke This 1s clearly a perlod of chanse, of re-orien-
tation to a new situa tion. In the coming months, we will have

to range over a whole serles of crucial, irportunt uestions -
work with the Stalinlsts, attituds tovard sccilalist re-groupment,
etce In thils context, we camot over-estimats the importance of
this Referendum, whose meaning is more syriptomatic then conclusive.

(35) S5till, the liajority stand should be afiiriied. There wa,
no "appealing" choice for us in the elsction, none at all, But
given the situation as I Lave described 1t, given the kind of a
campalgn pro jected by tihe I'ajority, the slcgan, Vote for H&F, was
the right one to put forward.

VOTE FOR TEE MAJORITY POSITION}
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SOCIALIST POLICY AND THE 19566 ELICTIONS IXI
by Shane iage |

Courade Harrington's essay " On the Zlectoral Action
Referendum " sesus to be of such a nature as to confuse as
much as possible the political issues involved in this
question. In renly, I seek only to pose those political
1ssues as clearly as possible. I will evoid followinp
up id%e's difressions, unless the polemical form of this
diccussion makes it unavetdable, and I promise never to
-ref'er to .illle as a " Shactmanite ",

wlke and I may dlsagree on what soclalist policy should
have been or should be toward the 1947 UAW fight, the Korean
war, the Chiness revolution, the Formosa situation. For
purpos ga of the discusslon on Electoral Actlon, however,
the question of which of us is ricght on whkat issuos is
perfectly and completely irrelevant,

The only significance of thiese issuos is this: Mikeo
brought them up as proof of the SWP's " canitulation to
Stalinism ", As he stated his point, " Tn the four cases in
point enumerated above, the truth about the SWP is plain
enough: that 1t has been capitulationist with regard to
Stalinisma" E )

It is necessary for Mike to prove this - necegsary
but insufficient. It is necessary for him to show Ehat the
SWP 1s " capltulationist with regard to Stalinism " before
even thinking of support to the SP, which is capitulationist

( to put it mildly ) with regard to U.S., imperialism. But

even if he does prove this, he still is required to show
sufficlent political reason to single out the SP for support,
He fails even to come close to doing either,

Let us now look at each of Mike's " cases in point ".

First, the UAW fight. Originally, Mike charged that the
SYP were " leading elemants in the Stalinist caucus " (ital.
mine, s.m. ), obviously implying a generally pro-Stalinist
role in the union movement. Jow, he admits that his charge
was unfounded; the " Thomas-Addes " caucus was not a
Stalinist caucus, and the WP line in the UAW was not the
expression of a pro-Stalinist trend, " as was made clear
by their blocing with anti-stalinist forces in other unions."

Having had to admit this, Mike then tries to show that,
though his original statement was false, the consequences
he drew from it werc completely valid,

And how does hec do this? Ry asserting that the SWp's
characterization of Reuther was based on a pro-Stalinist
theory. What pro-stalinist theory? 'Tat Stalinist partiss
are analogcus to social-dcmccratic parties.

FFike has here mangled and distorted the SWP's views
on this theoretical point. But even if his version of the
SWP theory was true, what right does Mike have to call it
pro-3talinist, even pctentially? The SWP is entirely
against the Social-Democrats - it considers them treacherous,
counteér-revolutionary, etc, If it equates the Stalinists to
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them, isn't it rather an anti-Stalinist theory than a pro-
Stalinist one ¢

Mike, assuming that this supposed swp theory is pro-
Stalinist, then goes on to assert that the SWP's anti~
Reuther line was based on it, But he doesn't show the
connection between the two. And in fact, if we look at
the actual basis of the Swp'g policy, we see that this
"theory" had nothing to do with it., ( I quote from Cannon's
speech on " Some Facts About Party Eistory " )

" The question of the Stalinists =- who were backing the
Thomas-Addes group ~-- was only one factor in the discussion
at the 1947 Plenum, and not the main oie. The main question
at issue was the factual question as to which way the main
mass of the non-Stalinist militants were lining up in the
UAW pre-convention Iight, 7 .

"The adopted resolution listed four reasons for the orienta-
tion toward the Thomas-Addes bloc, The first reason was
Reuthert!s combination with the reactionary Catholic outfit,
the ACTU, and ' their increasing hostility towards us, as
well as all radicals in the union." The second reason was
the danger of the Reuther-catholic bloc getting a monopoly
in the leadership and stifling democracy in the union --

a very lmportant point, and for me the decisive one, The
third reason, I quotes ' The overall more progressive
character and militant composition of the Thomas-Addes

group and thelr demonstrated deslire to cooperate and work
with us.*,...,The fourtli, and final, reason the PC resolution
gave for supportifip the Thomas-Addes bloc.../was/! The
Aegrine of Stalinist strength and influence; and their
virtual absence from the top councils of the Thomas-Addes
grouns " ( A1l italics in orig. ) L

In passing, let us note that Mike did not deny my point
that the swprg analysis of Reuther had been proven correcct -
he merely asserted that it was based on a false theory. But

analysis flowing from a theory 1is confirmed, what then
follows about that theory ¢ '

The burden of the above hag been to disprove Mike's
charge of the SWP's"capitulation to Stalinism" in the labor
movement, I have not even attempted to deal with the clasg
nature of the CP!'s, and that question is entirely irrelevant
Fo the present discussion, Ny voint of view on this subject
18 on record ( in my " Drarft International Resolution " of
last year ), and I am more than willing to discuss this at
any time that someonc is wllling to present a criticism of
my position, .

Secondly, on XKorea. Mike says, corrcctly, " But this
1s not the placc to arguo theo question of ¥orea ", after
he has spent two paragraphs arguing " the question SF ¥oreca L
I will not answer him on it, solely because I wish to
restrict myself to the question at issue = the SwWp's
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allegod " capitulation to Stalinism ", Mike has in no way
answercd mc on the two intertwincd aspects of the war which
motivated the SWP's positlon on it, and difforentiate the
SWP's stend from any variety of pro-3talinism : The war was,
in part, a national struggle of the Korean pcoplc against
U.5. Imperialism and a revolutionary struggle of the South
Korean peasantry for the land., Thcse are facts which cven
Labor Action rccognized ( undor the form of " Stalinist
political warfarc "). Whether or not thesc aspects of thec
North orean struggle Jjustify supporting it, tho rfact .
remains that the SWP differentiated them from tho Stalinist
lcadership which it continued to opposc, And that 1s not

" capitulation to Stalinism ", unless proven to be no more
than a systematized rationalization.

A word on " Stalinist imporialism ", Mike complains that
I ignored his disavowal of his " previous ideas on Stalinism
and Imperiallsm ", cxpressed in passing in his article on
State Capltalism. ,

In the article in question, I very carefully stated
Mike's view as that " Stalinism as a social system cannot
be called imperialist ". What d1d he say on this point in
his article on " State-Capitalism "2 Nothing at all | At
no point did he repudiate his belicf that there arc no
inhcrently imperialist drives within a " bureaucratic -
collectivist " system - rather, he considered " Stalinist
Imperialism " as tho function of an isolated national state
under imperialist comvctition, Thcrciorce Tic has a right to
talk about the possibility of Russian, o» Polish, or cven
Albanian imperialism, but he has no right to talk of
Stalinist impcerialism,

His new approach is compatible with statc~capitalisn,
but net with bureaucratic-collcctivism, because its basic
avproach 1s to abstract from all soclal differences between
tho contending world powers - and this can be a theorectically
permissible methodology only on the assumption that thesc
social systems have a fundemcnlally iacntical nature ( And
vory often.1t isn't permissiblo evon thon 1 )

Cn China, Mike mercly repcats that he considers Chincse
Stalinism to bo " bureaucratic-collcctivism ", " the new
enemy of socialism ", a " set back for an indefinite
poriodZEg7 the workingclass, democracy, and socialism." But
he doesn't ecven answer me as to the existence of tho
Chinese recvolution, ie., the mass action of hundreds of
millions of human beings as the motor forcec of China's
social transformation. Howocver, this is the decisive gqucstion.

If there was no such revolution, then both the SWP and
myse¢lf arc guilty of " glorifying " Chincsc Stalinism in
capitulatory fashion. Rut, on the other hand, if thils
revolution actually took place my criticism of Harrington's
vicws must be admittcd to be valld: that ho countervoscs
" to the actual histcrieal tasks and accomplishments of the
colonial reveolution his cheory of tun ' burcaucratic
collcetivist future 7 W77
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In his discussion of tho Formosa question, Mike distorts
both his original vicws and nminc in welle-nigh incrediblc
fashion, Hc originally accuscd thc SWP of " opposition to
a soclelist slegan of sclf-dctermlnation for Formose ", I
pointcd out, to start with, that sclf-dctermination is not
a sociallst slogan, but a bourgcois-domocratic onc. In
reply, Mike quoted Lenints criticism of the Luxemburpgists,
to the effcect that it is senseless to contrast the Socinlist
revolution to a single bourpgeols-democratic demand,

Of course, anyone who has read Ienin with a more
serious purpose than quotation plucking knows that Leonin was
arguing against tho theory that self-determination in

cncral has become reactionary, And what has that got to do
with the difforencec befwoon socialist and bourgeois-
democratic slogans? I gpoecifically repudiated Luxembcrg!s
counterposition of socialism to solf-determinaticn. Does
Mike mcan to suggest that even to difforentiatc betwecn

them constitutes " gschematism " ¢

Next, although thc whole point of my argument was that
the national question has no bcaring uvon Formosa, whilc his
original viow was based upon prcciscly thce opposite position,
Mike now charges mc with " social-patriotism ", ic., with
Justifying imperialist actions by national considerations,
This 1s pure invention. As I stated in my first " roply to
Harrington ", thc SWP's, and my own, " position on Formosa
is a simple cxtension of its position of dcfensc of the
Chinese revolution, and stands or falls with that position,"

To sum up the first four points -~ On the UAW and
Formosa, Nikc has found his position untcnablo, and has had
to rctreat from it with a grecat deal of confusion. On Xorca
and China he has morely repecated his political differences
with the SWP, ncithor adding nor admitting a thing. In no
casc can he claim to have proven SWP " capitulation to
Stalinism ", -

As to Mikc's criticism of the SWP's electoral tactics
toward the Stalinoids and Stalinists, I havc nothing to add
to Tim's comments, But I must confess mysclf amazed at
Mikec's carping at the number of referenccs, in the SWprtg
opcn letter to the CP,”to ™ the hatcd burcaucratic
dictatorship in thc Sovict Union,..",

- o o 0 en

Mike 1s made cxtromcly uncomfortable by tho neccessity
to discuss the SWP's stand on Poznan, and vith good causc,

ic starts out by denying what was pcrfcctly plain in
his original statcment, that he cquated the SWP's stand on
Poznan with a Stalinold onc. Yhat othcr conclusion can
anyonc draw from his statement that if the 8%P did not
dofcnd the Poznan workers "it would not be a case of
caplitulating to Stalinism, but of Stalinism as such " ¢
Pcrhaps he didnt't mecan what he said, 1in any casu, 1t 1s good
that Mike now admits on page 8 of his documcnt that the SUp
did not dcfend the Poznan workers " in a Stalinoid fashion ",
Alas, by the timc ho got to page 10 ho had forgotton what
Moo o i Te . R I S oo T, A 672—
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he said on pago 8, and was oncc morc lunping thoe SWr with
the Stalinoids: " All kinds of Stalinoids, Cochranites,
Canonites (sic.), etec., ... support tho Poznan workers, "
Can it bc that this sort of " forgetting " is not
cxactly accidental ? Perhaps, though ho would probably
refusc to admit it even undcr oriental tortures, MNike
unconsciously is porfectly well awaro that thoe SWpts
position on thc Eastern Europcan rcvolution placcs it in
a diffcrent class camp from cvery varicty of pro-Stalinist,
Thiis must bc The central point in cvaluating tho SVP,
Jt is a question of - which sidc of the barricades 1s it on ¢
This is not a matter of formal logic, it 1is onec of political
loglic. In tho workers revolution against Stalinism the swp
lined up with thc workers poasants and studcnts of Poland
and Hungary, and against all the varicties of Stalinigts,
including the " Titoist " Stalinists 1like Gomulka and Nagyo
Alcengside this monumcntal fact, what place has talk about
the SWP's " capitulation to Stalinism " ?

e e o =y o ey

Mikc starts his discussion of the Amcrican SP with a
statement of my goncral attitude toward entry into Social-
Democratic partics which, it so happens, 1s entircly falsecs
" Comrade Shanc disagrces with our basic position, that the
indevendent soclalists should now constituto themsclves, in
goneral,...in the loft wing of the...mass workingclass
parties of social democracy, "

In point of fact, I agree with this position. In my
" Comments on the Martin and Harrington recolutions on the
International Question " (YSR, Dec, 9, 1955, p.5) T quoted
Martin's statement of this thoory thus : " In gencral..,
all revolutionary socialists should entcr the Europcan
Social-Democratic and Labor partics in which the workers arc
to bo found ", and then commontod that " this position is
quitc corrcet wherc the SP's do in fact contain the bulk of
the working class ", The only cxcuptions I named wero Francc,
Italy, and Spain. If the prcsent posslibility of socialist
unity in Italy is consumated, I will of coursc bo for
entering a united socialist party - but all events of the
past year have made 1t cven less inteclligont for socialists
to onter or stay in tho party of Guy Mollct,

. e On - .

In discussing thc Amcrican SP, Mike finds 1t necessary
to dispute my statcment about T the consistency of the SP's
decp-dyed reformism " - and tho arguments which are the bosgt
he can find to do this with arc instructive indecd. Since
1954 ( But tho leadership, and thercfore tho political linc,
of 1954 is still solidly entrenchced, isn't it? ) a loft
wing has dcvelopcd in the SP. " The fact that a Third Camp
resolution almost carricd the 1956 SP convuntion is certainly
& rcfutation of tdecp-dycd! rcformism ",

Now I don't claim to know what was in that famous " Third
Cam» rcsolution ", bocause sincc the SP not a word of it has
becen reprinted in eithor LA or the YSR, although,presumably,
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herc was and is an obvious ovportunity for tho pro-sP group
to offcr somu sort of substantiation for its casoc.

But why should anyonc think that a rcsolution is
rcvolutionary, or cven anti-roformist, bocauso it uscs the
phrasc " Third Camp " ? I would, in fact, bo very much
surpriscd 1if this rcsolution containcd cven the slightcst
doviation from rcformism, sincc the political charactor of
this " left " wing is perfcctly clear., Isn't it for unity
with thc SDF ¢ Didn't Mcheynolds scck to defend tho SP
right wing's rcfusal to condemn Mollot ¢ Havon't our Los
Angcles comrades, who know these " left-wingers " intimatcly,
statcd that on the qucstion of Stalinism thc S'P has na
botter positlon than they do 7

Finally, lct us come dircetly to the question of
clectoral policy. Thosc who favor supporting thc SP have in
onc brcath told us they aro in no way onportunistic, and in
the next told us that the relative morits of the SP and
SWP orograms werc irrclevant. Dravcr cvon accuscd S.R. and
Tim of " opportunism " for raisins the question of political
comparison, ’ '

This approach has at lcast the virtuc of brazcnnoss,
but it is no loss sclf-contradictory for being exnrossged
so gsclf-confidently. No amount of vorbiage can get over the
fact that to support electorally onc party as against
enother mcans to support its program as against tho prograri
of theo other party. Not to acccptit lock stock and barrcl,
of coursc, but in general to prefor it to all compoting
programs.

Mike rejocts Tim's contention ( sharcd by the San
Fransisco and Los Angelcs comradcs ) that thc SWP " Fag a
far better pogition on Stalinist impcrialism than the SP
has on American imporialism ", Hc recplics, " Where tho
'bottor! comes from I dont know." But he rcally ought to
know, on tho basis of his own point of viocw. The 7P 1is for
rcvolutionary overthrow of tho Stalinist burcaucracys thce SP
is for rcforming capitalism. Thc SP consistently supports
tho national strugglcs of pcoplcs oppresscd by Russian
impcrialism, as in E. Gormany, Poland, and Hungery: When has
the SP statcd that it is on the sidec of Algoeria, British
Guiana, Guatcmala, Kcnya, ralayae, igypt, against their
impcrialist ooprcssors ¢ The only"justification" for ;"ikc's
plea of "inconsistcney" is that the SP has somctimes
supportcd Western imperialism, somctimcs beon "ncutral"
botween impcerialism and its vicetin, somctimcs bcen complctely
silent. But support an opprosscd nation in war ? Its refussl
is firm and consistcnt,

I belicve that T have shown, in my previous article end
in this, that tho politics of tho SWP arc clcarly supcrior
to thosc of the SP ¢ven Ly "Third Comp" critoria. How 1s it,
thon, that wo aro not dlscussing whothor or not to single
out thc SWP for support, but whcthor or not to sunport tho
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The answer 1s to be found in the political naturc of
thc pro-SP tcndcncy. Though thesc comradas continuc to usc
" Third Camp " phrascology, their actual politics in this
instancc arc not bascd on " Third Camp " critcria but on
tholr dcsirce to liguidatc the YSL ( and ISL ) into thc SP.

Ovcr a ycer ago, I characterlzed this tendency as
taking " the position of a loyal lcft tail to the Sccond
International " The cvolution of the official YSL lecadership
since thcen has confirmed this,

Mike ncithcer accopted nor rejoctecd my political
charactcrization of thc NEC majority position: " If the YSL
appcals for votcs for thc SP tickcet alonc, it will be giving
political support to a supnortcr of The Statc Depte. It will
, appcar bofore Amcrican youth as a critical supportcer, at
sccond rcmovce, of U,S, impcerialism, " ;

Unquostiona