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EDITORIAL NOTES

What the YSR is

The Young Socialist Review is the information arnd discuscion bulletin of the
Young Socialist League, It is prepared by the Chicago unit of the YSL.

The aim of YSR is to constitute a forum for the exprossion of all points of view
vithin the YSL ard is cpen to all members. Contributions from non-members will
be accepted if of sufficiently Ligl interest.

Articles signed by individuals do not,of course, necessarily represent the views
of the YSL; "official" material will be clearly labelled as such.

The YSR is published at least bi-monthly, or more often when there is sufficient
materials So, FLEASE SEND COPY AS SOON aS IT IS READY! Send copy to 1343 E, 50th
Street, Chicago 15, Illinoiss Send it stencilled or typewritten,

The circulation of YSR is not restricted to YSL members although it is issued
primarily for members, iembers should meke every effort to get copies into the
hands of all other interested persons. For information write the editor or the NO.

This issue

This is the third pre-convention discucsion issue. It contains three articles

(one a compilationl) discussing various aspects of the faction fight and the major-
ity's unity propossal, a statement of resignation from the LWC and finally, part

of a three part resclution be!ag submitted by comrade Shane to the convention.

The page numbering in this issue is consecutive, and articles begin on either odd
or even numbered pages, depending on where the previous article ended, (logical)

We remind all contributors that unless their articles come to us stencilled, we
can make no guarantee &s to vhen they will appear im YSR for we are without the
help of our normal typing crew due to spring examinations.

The average YSR costs us between $25 and $50, all expenses included, Since that
is & lot of money for the YSL we want to make sure it is being fully utilized.
fherefors -enclossd in this issue is a questionnaire, vhichm know beforehand most
lazy YSL members will ignore, However, we hope that there are some unle zy ones

so that in the next issue we can inform our potential contributors just whom
they are addressing, what kind of material is least and vhat kind most appreciated,
and help us in Chicago improve YSR technically. Unit organizers note this :
questionnaire in particular. and also remember the NO nceds money!

The next i1ssue of YSR will be out very soon, we imagine, as we elready have heard
from various meubers that they are stencilling articles and amendments for us,

So if you want material included in the next issue, send it in quick, and send it
in stencilled. Remember, if you send in stencilled material do not put_your

ovn_pace numbering on the stencil, rather pencil such information in onm the top
of the s tencil for the editor's information.

-=Debbie Meler, editor
April 29, 1957
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The Minority and Splitting the YSL
Mike Harrington

At various times during the course of the current factlion
fight, the question of "splitting" has been raised., When I, In
my original analysis of the "Left Wing", characterized that group
as moving in the direction of a split and toward the SWP, I wes
sharply attacked by three comrades from thicago, In my reply
("What 1s a Caucus"), I tried to explain the politlcal basls of
my statements, But now, we have an crportunity to view the split
question in terms of some very interesting moticns presented by
comrade Wohlforth, the spokesman-of the minority on the NAC..

(1) At the NAC meeting of April 2, 1957, the €ollowlng motion
by comrade Wohlforth was under consideération; "The NAC stands .
united in opposition to any split in the ranks of the ¥YSL. We urge
all sections of the YSL to oppose any disruption in our ranks and
- td dedicate themselves to resolving our problems within the YSL,
as 1t was founded, as a Third Camp independent youth organization.'

The background of this "unity" motion is: there are two sharp-
ly opposed views within the YSL; one calls for unity with the SP-
SDF, 1.e. a fundamental change in the nature of the YSL "as 1t was
founded"; the other opposes this move (I hava yet to fathom what
the minority 1s for; that it 1s against the unity program of the
majority 1s clear), In other words, one group proposes to alter
the organizational structure of the YSL; the other claims that 1t
wishes to maintain it, S o

In this context, for comrade Wohlforth to favor "resolving
out differences within the YSLa as it wan founded, as a Third Camp
indegendent youth organization" medns...that conrade Wohlforth is
for Munity" of the YSL if his point of view wins} :

In other words, comrade Wohlforth's unity motion is a sham,
- It says, "unity" on his terms, : '

, The "official" statement of the "Left Wing" contgins the same
gimmick, i.e, "We dedicate ourselves to bullding the YSL as it was
formed,.." (my emphasis) '

(2) But then, comrade Martin moved to ammend comrade VWohle
forth's statement. He proposed:

(a) to drop "as 1t was founded, as a Third Camp indepen-
dent youth organization" = so that the statement would be for unity,
not unity on the basis of the victory of one or the other side.

Comrade Wohlforth voted against.

. (b) Comrade Martin moved to add to that statement of
comrade Wohlforth (in place of the deleted section): "In this
connectlon, the NAC unanimously declares that all comrgdes of the
YSL should remain in the YSL, or any successor organization to the

YSL _so designated by the Leage, regardiless of the dccisions made
y the YSL on regroupment, and regardless of any action taken pur-




suant to such a dscision,"
Comrade Wohlforth moved to strike the underlined section.
VWhat does thils mean?

.. 1t means that comrade Wohlfarth is willing to go to the Con=
vention, to participate in it, to attempt to win it to his point
of view, but that he amounces in advance that if the YSL, as en
organization, by democratic majority vote, decides to deslgnate a
successor organization, then he will not go along. In short, he
would gplit from the democratically arrived at majority.

At various times, comrade Wohlforth has argued as if the "YSL"
were an eternal organization, thet if the YSL ma jority, 1i.e, the
- ¥YSL,. decided to change the organizational form of 1ts existance,
then 1t would not be the YSL any longer, having violated some timee-
less principle which alone legitematizes an entity called "YSL."
This, I feel, is absrud, If the ¥YSL, b§ majority vote, decldes to
unite with YPSL, for example, then the YSL, as en organization :
. ruled by a democratic majority, and commanding loyalty, would be
part of YPSL. - : ' T ' '

Theré is,.wé are told, s former comrade of the SYL who re-
fuses to recognize the legiteriacy of the SYL-Y¥PSL unity. By come
rade Wchlforth'!s logic, this one comrade 1s now the SYL!

(3) St1ll, coamade Wohlfarth has a defensible :position., If
he feels that a unity pollcy is a complete sellgout of socialist
principle, and if the organization democratically decided to {4n
his view) "capitulate", then he would be e hypocrite to go along
with a unity. He would split, and it would be a principied slit.

But as comrade Wohlforth tells us, he will stay in the organ-
lzation after the Jonvention, even 1f 1t decides to make the VSL
a "capitulationist organization"; he will not split, '

Yhat does that mean,

It can only mean that comrade Wohlforth will participate in
the organization in arder to recruit others to split when the unity
takes placs, l.e. he will be doing opponents work against the dem-
ocratically arrived at Convention decision (assuming that decision
1s for unity), He will participate in the Convention, If 1t
adopt 3 a perspective which he fundementally and on principle
opposes, which he announces beforehend he will not go dlorig with,
he will nevertheless stay In the organization. He will stas in,
although by his own admission he will not go along with the de-
cision of the organization, ' ' )

This policy can only serve one purpose: a attempt to impede
the carrying out of thy Convention decision, to thwart the ma jority,

But, comrade Tim may answer, I will stay in to win a new ma j=-
ority, call a special Convention, and save the arganization, But,
assuming that the unity line carries, after a most th wprough and
democratic discussion, by an overwhelming vote (as I am sure it
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will), where will corrade Wohlforth get his ma jority; how will
he act?

discussion 1s necessary to a democratic organization.
And oglcl;la' position 1is taken by a mjaority, aftdr discussion, ghe
organizatlon, 1f 1t is democratic, must act accarding to that be-
sision., That doesn't stop discussion. But the majority mast be
given 1its democratic right: to carry out its policye.

comade Tim announces that he will stay in only soO long

as thgug@ority 14ine 1is not carried out; that he will discuss only
so long as the Jonvention decision has not been implemented. In
that c ontext, his menbership and discussion can only serve to
harrass the democratlc majority, to impede it from carrying out
the line of the orgaenization. It means that he 1s embarking on a
1ine which is not actually oriented toward winning the organization
(since he will then be only half a member of the Qrganizatiog;ta
pember under conditions which he, and not the YSL defines), bu

=== “toward splitting as soon as the majorlty implements 1its
policy. . .

Such a "unity" with the organization is twenty times more rep=
rehensible than a principled split, ,

(4) The strong hold of the minority 1s Berkeley. The leading
comrade of the minority in that unit resigned from the YSL and
the NEC some time ago. At the first sound of a factlon fight, he
and several other comrades suddenly sppeared to "save' the VSL.
Comrade Jim also has comrade Wohlforth's position: that 1if the.
YsL, at the Convention, adopts the unity line, 1t will have caplt-
ulated to social-democracy, made its truce with imperialism, and
that he intends to stay in the "capituilonalist," "soc lal-democrat-

1c", "pro-imperialist" etc organizatlon until it implements 1its
democratic policy.

(5) Two of the leading comrades of the minority, comrade Wohl=-
forth and comrade Shane have, admittedly, SWP polltics, Given
the above, glven the fact that all leading minoritylte spokesmen,
i.e. Shane, Tim, Jim, have made 1t clear that they will not go
along with unity, that they will take as many as they can out of
the organization at that time, where will they take them?

I say the SWP, or (which is the same) the AYS.

(6) Le me summarize:

(a) The minority are willing to resolve their differences
within the YSL if the minority wins;

(b) comrade Wohlforth, a leader of the minority, has mde
i1t clear that he will split before actual unity, 1l.e. that he will
not honor the Convention decision;

(¢) at the same time, comrade Wohlforth has also made 1t
clear that he will not make a principled split; he will stick around
al"gap%tulationist“ agenization until the very momment it "capit-
ulates";

(d) comade Jim, vho has some experience in these matters,
has the same general point of view;
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(e) comrade 3hane and comrade Tim are both pro-SWP;

(f) the minority, as a tendency and caucus, in its own declar=
ations and those of its leaders is, in my view, tending toward an
SWP=-oriented split, but only after attempting to impede the carry-
ing out of a democratic decision of the Convention.

.- This, I belleve, adds up to a reprehsnsible political perspec-
tive on the part of the minarity. It is no secret. It is openly
stated by some of the minority leaders,

To those minorityites who arevloyal to the YSLf(not the etern=
~al YSL; but the democratic, living, breathing YSL) I must aslk: how
do you feel about the direction of your leadérs? Will you disavow

their positions?



- 7“
Fiie,Articles,on Problems Relating to Unity

by Don Harris

1. The YSL and Unity: Vhat ve Should Seek

The YSL is today faced by a major decision which may well effect not
only the future of the tendency it represents, but tc o large extent the
future of the socialist movement in America, at least in the coming periodl
The Draft Resolution of the NAC prepared for the coming convention poses
the problem clearly and decisively--the affiliation of the YSL or of a
vouth organization the YSL helps to create to a new unified Socialist Party,
This unity and the regroupment which would follow ccnstitute the major
perspective for the next period; all our efforts must be aimed at achiéving
this regroupment. Indeed should the perspective projected by this resolution
continue to develop favorably toward the actual consumation of such & unity,
this resolution will become the basis of the most important organizational
step in the history of the YSL or its predecessors.

It is necessary, however, for the YSL ta have more than just a general
attitude, insofar as we consider this question of urity as a practical
possibility. Were the question merely one of genecral propaganda, similar
to our advocacy of a labor party, it would suffice to lay down certain
general ideas about its implementation, Thus, in speaking of a labor party,
we can say that its program and structure, its origins and formation and
the character of its left and right wings are all indeterminate; any more
concrete ideas would be useless theorizinge With respect to our om attitude,
it is always sufficient to declare our intention of participating as a
"loyal left wing seeking to educate and influence in accordance with our
general socialist and third camp program" or some such vague formulation.

The same situation would exist with respect to SP-ISL-YSL unity vere
the question merely one of general propaganda. In a sense we have alwaya
included the idea of socialist unity in some form in our projection of an
amorphous "socialist educational force" inside of the future labor party;

At various times vwe have discussed the question also in the context of
ansvering the question—"ihy can't all socialists unite?"  lie gave an answer,
entirely consistent with our present position of favoring unity, indéed
anticipating it in many important respects. Unity between the sects, we
answered, is entirely impoasible in the absence of any possidility of build-
ing a socialist movement., American socialism is not a movement, and in the
absence of such a movement our most important task is the promulgation of
our kind of socialist ideas as against those of the other sects. It is the
only task open to us, and an important one for the future. Decide between
the sects: join the one you agree with most; work for socialimm in the only
wey it can be done today. Here are our ideas. If you sgree, join us. If
you agree with another group, join them. -

In this answer, we never proclaimed our undying love of being a sect,
Nor did we proclaim our tendency as the inevitable future leader of the
american working class, as does the SiP to this day. Any real socialist
movement, Wwe always understood, would of necessity be different than any of
the sects. It would win to it as its basic cadres new social ist fOrces——un-
familiar with the experiences of ealier soc¢ialist generations which are the
ideological basis of sects, but developing its consciousness in accordance
with the real problems arising at the time. Our task would not be to "{ mpose"
on a revived socialist movement the program and conceptions we learned from
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en earlier period, but with that .experience, and those .conceptions as a guide,
to upply our marxist viewpoint to the contemporary problems &nd ‘help créate a
new marxist movement. Implicit in this general conception was the willingness
and the desire to become a part of amy real socialist movement. whatever:its
origins or explicit program, in order to accomplish this,

Prort the General Goncqption to Our Present Uhity'Posiéion I

The purpose of a YSL resolution on socialist regroupment today. however,
cannot be merely the foruwslization of such a conception. We are not spelling
out some attitude of purely conjectural significances Perhaps we siould have
"done so with greater clarity in the past, so that faced with an historical op-
portunity we would not have to discuss and debate the correcuness of such a
'view at tn;s time.

Instead we face the actual‘possibility (vy the. time of‘the'convention
it may be more or less so, but it is certainly now a genuine possibility) of
bezinning the process of building a socialist movement on the foundations of
SP-1SL-YSL unification. There are a whole host of. problems, immediate and
- long~range, which such a unity poses. Unfortunately, a discussion of ‘them is
seriously hindered by the role which the Left iing Cauous has shosen to play,
but irsofar as possible it is necessary to ignore this faotor and clarifv our
viewpoint on a mmber of questionse

The firat sueh yusstionm ie %he- desirabilitv of even discussing “conditions"
or perspectives for a uniiied moveuwent, much less what our feo&eoqy viemwpocint
" ghould be toward thems Let's get unity first, might be one aigwe The
obvious reason for such a position (which, by omiasion, WQv'd apuear to be the .
ansver of the NEC resolution, and the NaC resoiuiion to a Yesser oxtent) is
-that such a discussion mig sht tend to delay or even prevént the accomplishment
of unity. In actuality, however, we cannot accept this argument as correct.

On opelling Out the Details of Unity

Aa a mattar of politlcal fact, the only barrier to achieving unity in the
near future (aside from the LIiC which may be. disregarded ag a seriocus factor)
is the opp031tion of the SP-SDFe DBehind thut opposition lies ‘the knovledge
that what the LWC haa been declaring is simply not trie.' Unity betwsen the
ISL and SP does not mean to us "capitulation" which up t1ll yesterday was the
condition that the SP imposed upon anyone wishing to join, ' We have perfectly
" good reasons for advocating unity, which we are willing to tell the SP as well
as anyone else interested. Our task with relation to this SP is 1) to make
" known our reasons and 2) to cénvince them that from the standpoint of their
polities tisse reasons make unity desirable also.: e will not be able %o
exert ,suca an influence on the SP without answering their questions about
< our perSyo\.lves. and the answer vhich we give for ourselves, can never murt
the prospeci of unlty because they will-be honest answer;, consistent with
our polit;cs, devold of reservations-and. entirely open and above board.

. In this respect. the 1SL has ‘already gone far beyond the YSL NAC, In
"addition to adopting a formal statement favoring unity, 1t had published
‘several: articles in Labor aAction outlining its views (and hence, 1implicitly,
its fubure viewpoint within 'a united.movement) toward a rumber of political
and orgenigzational. questions. For exemple, it has criticized the International
section of the SP-SDF hmemorandum of understanding from a. Third Camp viewpoint.
"It has outlinedits Jvieus Jith respect to vhat the attitude of & united organ~
ization should be toward the groups and individuals breaking from Stalinien,

-~ ]



=

in contrast to the present policy of the SP; it has developed its position on
vhat should be the attitude of a united organization towards electoral action,
and also its attitude toward individual members participating in dourgeois
political activity; it has discussed some of the implications of its concep~
tion of a "broad Debsian party" with particular emphasis on the necessity of
internal democracy. In this way it has assured the Socialist Party (if not
Tim) that it would not expeoct ite members, once unity is achieved, to henceforth
confine themselves to attendance at anmual Debs Day Dinners. No, the ISL
would hope to play an important role in building a common movement.

The ISL can say these things openly because they are true and vell appre-
clated by the SP. They will not (or should not) serve as a barrier to unity
because the ISL declares also that its primary aim of building a broad social-
ist movement is common to the SP-SDF also, indeed an indispensable step in that
direction. «nd because that is the aim of the ISL it can without reservation
answer some of the most persistent objections to unity put to it by the SP.

The ISL is not interested in "uniting" with the SP Left Ving, It is not out

to "capture" the SP at its earliest convention. It is not for imposing its
program on the party. It is not for "cleansing! the party of all but the ISL
and a handful of left-wingers. It is not going in to engage in a knock-dovm-
drag~out factional struggle the only purpose of which could be to produce a
slightly larger or slightly smaller series of sects after demoralizing splits
or expulsions. Its members vwill certainly not give up their views, dut they
will work for them within the framework of a broad movement, the primary aspect
of which will be not the internal struggle of an ideological tendency, btut a
party vwhich seeks to rewin the loyalty of a section of the American workers,
which participates in the decisive social struggles of our time, vhich seeks
once again to maeke socialism assume political meaning and achieve political in-
flue ces The general nature of the role we would seek to play has been thus
spelled out by the ISL in advance,

The YSL's aApproach to Unity

The answer given by the ISL, hovever, cannot serve completely as a guide
to the YSL. That is a fact which can also not be concealeG by ignoring it,
With reference to any kind of contemplated unity, the YSL ig in an entirely
different position than the ISL. Vhatever form the unity took, the inescapable
fact is that the youth and student section of = unified socialist party would
be initially composed mainly of forces supplied by the YSL. There is literally
no way in vhich that could be avoided, even if we wished to do so. The bulk
of the members, leaders, organizers, writers, contacts, finances, ete., of a
unified youth movement would comefrom the present YSL., Zven assuming the rapid
growth of such a youth movement, the members of the present YSL would undoubt-
edly continue to play a leading role, if for no other reason that their greater
experience, their proved devotion to the socialist cause, and their superior
political ability compared to inexperienced never members, etc.

Moreover, in terms of its politics, there is every reason to expect that
such a youth organization would be in its majority overvhelmingly third camp,
anti-var, and broadly speaking, "left~wing" compared to the adult movement.
This is not only because the youth movement is traditionally in such a position,
but concretely because no organized" right wing" would participate in the ing-
tial formation of a unified socialist youth movement. The only candidate for
such a role (SLID) cannot be considered as a viable force in this arena.
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But this means that the YSL must be prepared. to assunle the ‘role of leadership
in such a united youth movement. It must also be preparsd’to ‘fdce the problems
which that leadership will bring.  These.problens are not- ccnceried ‘'solely with
insuring the success of unity. That would be simple 1f the 'SP had ‘its ovn strong
youth movement. We could. then proclaim ‘ourselves to be loyal 1eft-vt1ng critics,
willing to act in a loyal-and:disciplined fashion, until such time as we won
a democratic majority to our third-camp viewpoint, A unity achieved by the I1SL~
SP, hovever, sutomutically .mdkes the YSL together with the present anti-war -
YPSLs the overwhelming and a.utomatic maJority of a youth organization.

The YsLis Qutline for. _52. _z

Without laying: d.own any “conditiona“ for unity, it is easy to outline in
general what the YSL should presa for in terms of unity with the SP, once iie

_stage of concrets negotiatlions:is reached. IiIn our opiaion, theae viems' bemng
in any YSL. resolution adopted as a guide to the achievement of such g unity, or

' st be concretized in resolutibn form side-by-side with our unity resoluti one

1. The YSL is for wsgp srate: youth organization, separate from the adult

' party, although affiliated to ite This is simply a demahd for or;rahizational

independence, traditionally the status of a socialist youth'orgacizallion. Having
gxisted for the past three yéavs -vithout  such an orﬂanizaoion fur 2il practical

' . purposes at any rate,. the SP-might oppose any such organi ..a,\.i.:mn ‘79, Jovever,

‘;.'muat be in favor of both the prineiple of youth 1ndepender.ce, akd ‘ts n}zmeeuate
: applica.ti ono .

.2 The YSL is in favor cf a- lar.o'a measure of gutonowy for a V"’l“h organi..

o .zation. 1% must have the rigat. to have. 1¢s own. politzcal pregren, tue right

. all bodies .0F “xe aduld organ zat* on.-

to publish 1ts own viewpoint, and the right to act in a"LC""ﬂa\ wivh its pro-
gram in those arenas which are of primary' concern to %%, in oaml,\“ar, on
campus, Thus, with respect to academic freedom,: Bl Aons vith other student
organizations, etc,, we wouid favor the right of the youth u‘gzmization to act
entirely in accordance with its own program, -and. ‘urider its own discipline,
Similarly, the youth organization should bé free to publish its own youth
peper and student magazine, expressing the vie\@oint of the ma.jority of its

membership gnd elected bod.ieso :

.3 "‘he vouth organizgtion should be granted adequata "epregentation on

'L, The youth organiz.atmn should be permitted %o discusd Both its own

- .;'pdlitical problems, and. those of the movement as a whole, *ree Y and without

interference, A —

'With ';;1.‘9 eqtabl’ vshment of a soclalist youth organization vnier #ich con-
ditions., %uw ViU would not have to enter a unified movement. with any doubts
vhagever atovil its ability to-defend. the ideas of 1niepeadsnt socialism, It

“would be; inian ideal. position:to win: large numbers of new youth who wili be

attracted 1o any unified movement to the basic program of the YSL &s 11;9 exists

..tod.ay apnd as it will- d.evelop in the tradition of inue?endent thi;-d camp social-
. ism in the‘fumrm .L.,M v ,,. , ‘. | |

The SP'e Rea.rtion to Such an Outline for Un‘lt.v

Such an outline of aims for the YSL may be criticized as tending %o produce
the reaction. "that’s all very fine for the YSL, but how is the SP supposed to
feel about such a statement of intentions coming from the YSL at this time? Why
they aren't even in yet and they are already declarinz themselves practically an



=11~

independent 'left-wing,' with all kinds of rights, subversive ideas, leninist
or quasi-leninist, or pseudo leninist doctrines about democracy, etc." To
this hypothetical SPer we can only say the following: Yes, you are right that
the YSL will want the kind of organization, with the political ideas, that it
believes in. And we will work and fight for such an organization if we have to.
But if you want a real socialist youth movement, as ve do, that is the only
kind of movement it can be., You know that as well as we, for it is not a
question of political differences between us, but a matter of common knowledge,
based upon the fact that the YSL is the strongest force in the youth arena.
Furthermore, you know that sociallist youth organizations are traditionally
left-wing, and would be worth nothing if they weren't.

Continuing, we can say to this SPer--in the same frank and honest manner
as the ISL--this third camp socialist youth organization vkich we pronose organ-
izing and building may not be entirely to your liking; it may not formally
endorse the official program of the Party (although it will loyally circulate
it as a part of that party); it may even embarrass the party by defending the
rights of Communists to teach (even if that would continue to be a difference
in program); it may advocate and circulate anti-war ideas; on this or that
question it may argue publicly for a different point of view. But, unlike a
dozen other times when the old YPSL was in existence, this new socialist youth
organization which the Y5L proposes will not be merely a factiomal prc*lem for
the party. It will be a source of strength to the party; a source of members,
a source of activity, a source of Jimmy Higglns vorkers; a source of future
cadres for pmerican socialism. 4nd further, unlike a dozen previous "left-
wings" in YPSL it will, in our opinion, not be an arena for continual raiding
by other organizations. It will become the undisputed voice of socialism among
American youth; it will represent a real barrier to the revival of a stalinist
youth movement in any form; it will be firmly committed to responsibly building
a socialist movement rather than splitting off to set up its own organization
or joining some sect. For these reasons you must be for the kind of organiza-
tion vhich we propose, and will help to build, even though it may sometimes
raise the hackles on your necks: : :

And finally, we can conclude, addressing precisely that factional antag-
onism vhich is the key to the SP's fear of unity with the ISL and YSL: you
say you are £raid that our ideas may win out in the long run. Ve certainly
hope so. But why should you be afrald, more than we, Its true, we start with
en initial advantage, by supplying the most members, and uniting with other
left-ving members in your ovn youth, But after all, you will have the party
jtaelf. And in the kind of youth organization we hope to build there will be
a continual influx of new members, whose political alleglance will be "up for
grabs" as e say in the YSL. You will have a chance to win it, even as we
mill., We will even help you (note that well, Comrade Tim, and quote it if
you wvish tol) by guaranteeing the same democratic rights to your views as e
ask for our own. In fact, recognizing the politically subordinate position
of an affiliated youth organization, we are willing to grant in advance certain
special rights to your views, and establish the linits of the independence we
will seek to establish.

The Ycuth's Responsibilities and the Limits of Its Independence

Thus, we would propose that every member of the youth organization
receive the official party organ; that the membership lists of the youth or-
ganization be available to the party for any purpose; that the youth organi-
zation will undertake to distribute the official press of the party to the
best of its abilities; that it will not have the right to expell any member
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against the advice of the party (we don't believe in expulsion enyvay); that
when 1t speaks or writes in its own publications in disagreement with the party
that it shall speak in its own name, and at the same time éxplain the position
of the party and the reasons for it;.that the party shall be granted reciprocal
rights of representation on all youth committees, with automatic right. to pres-
ent its viewpoint on any question; that its membership shell be bou d by -
party discipline (such as it will be in this new unified SP) on all questions
not strictly within the youth and student arenas In other words, we declars
in advance that we will have an organizational and political policy ccnsige
fent with our perspective of loyally building a broad, liDedsian, " type of
socialisy movement, while at the same time develoning and making known our.

ovn independent-socialish, third cemp point of vier as effectively as we pos—
sibly cen, within the framework o a common socialist youth movement,

###.

I1. The Future of the Left iing Caucus in the YSL

Comrade Tim, who is the political and organizational spokesman for the
minority (if not its real leader, personally or politically) has vritten an
article entitled: "who is the Wajority." Takén together with the editorial
in the Left iing Bulletia No., 2 on "The Future of the YSL," we can now piece
together a picture of the perspectives of thé Minority, explicitly and implicit-
‘1ly. The first-mentioned article also opens for discussion the question, "who
is the minority?" or, what constitutes its political and organizational pro-
grale : ' ‘ :

In essense, comrade Tim'svérgument congists of the assertion that the

. present NaC is politically unrepresentative of the national membership of

the YSL, that its position on unity has not been endorsed by the membership,
and that on this question, at the very ledst, it deserves no confidence., The
two grounds advanced for such an assertion are (1) that the NAC-NEV position
on unity has been adopted in contravention of the last convention's resolutions
and (2) the referendum vote on electoral .ection, which defeated the notion

to support the SP alone in the election.. B . :

. The-first argument, of course, has neither legel validity nor politifal
relevance., The question of socialist regroupment ‘had not arisen at the time
of the last convention, npr had the events vhich caused the NAC-NEC to adopt
so overvhelming & position on unity with the Socialist Party.: The consti tu.
tional-provision that between conventions, and subject to their approval,

the NaC -NEV shall have full authority to act on new questions .is & necessary
provision to cover.exactly such situatfon. The question. of the right of the

- NAC-NEC to'do so cannot be questioned. And in face of the overwhelming support
- the unity resolution had at the last WEC plenum its obligation to do so

is even mere obvious.. . [ U

L 9

This leaves to be considered the political'authority 6f the:present
NAC and NEC. It is Tim's contention that this authority has been decisely
destroyed by. the vote op electoral action, With his usual flair for fatuous
flamboyance he speaks in terms of 'a "pelisical- slap-in the fate:,! thpe, "serene
confidénce of: bureaucrats," Mright wing capitulation," and all the other
‘rhetorical devices of umestrained factionalism, He ‘concludes,- "the minority

" on the NEG is the real majority on the important electoral issue.” (i.e,,

Tim and Shane, -the NEC minority, represent thé‘majority‘onfthis question,)
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The Meggigg of the Referendum in Terms of Unity

There ia no reason to discount the significance of the recent electoral
referrnium; despite all of the reservations rhich must be attached to such a
procedure, it may be taken at face value us & true expression of the current
state of opinion in the organization on a particular question bothering many
of its members. Wwithout even discussing the gquestion of vhether a democratic-
ally convoked convention might or might not, after full discussion, have sup-
ported the NAC's position, or modified it, or rejected it entirely, one can
demonstrate conclusively however that Tim!s claim to a potential majority is
fraudulent,

The minority defines itself politically with reference to one gquestion:
opposition to unity with the SP. From this standpoint, it spoke unanimously
against sole support to the candidates of tne SP in the election. In contrast
to the minority, the "majority" stands for unity with the SP--and this is
clear precisely on the basis of the results of this referendumi But this
najority, unlike the minority, is not a politically homogenous group. It
has, u doubtedly, different modes of approaching tlhe question, perhaps difo
ferent perspectives for unily, and more iumportant, different tactics for car-
rying it out, At the very beglinning of the discussion of uanity, with a vhole
host of new problems confronting the YSL, it is inevitable that this should "
be the case; anything less would be a sign of political sterility so character-
istic of organization which can change thelr politices overnignt with absolute-
ly no reaction in the membership whatever.

Ths reml political meaning of the referendum was that many who are for
unity (luke-warm, moderately and even paessionutely) voted against unilateral
support for the S5P. For ourselves, we believe this to have hecn mistaken, a
failure to think thrcugh the question to its most intelligentsolution. On
the other hand, it is by no means a decisive question; rather, it is the kind

of error, in our opinion, that can easily be made without serious consequences,
It is & "leftist" error of the same order and magnitude and importance as

soom "rightist" errors vhich are probably equally inevitable as we maneuver
tactically, but not decisive in the long run.

Flowing from such aninterpretation of the significance of the electoral
question, it is clear that the referendum cannot be taken as a serious chal-
lenge to the political authority of the NAC, in terms of majority-minority.
An examination of the known views of different sections of the orzanization
bears this out fully. Taking only those vhose articles or discussion in the
New York unit or in other public ways have edplaincd their point of view, but
who may be taken as representative of others, we know that comrades Oven,
Debbie, Arlon, Joan, probably Jim B, of Los angeles, and most of the Pittsbugh
unity, all voted against the NAC's position on electoral action, and not all
from the same point of view either. But it should be obvious, even to Tim,
that he cannot claim to have the slightest right to speak for anmy of these
cojrades, or those who voted on bases similar to theirs, Comrade Owen, for
example, even wrote an article rejecting in advance the contention that hig
views on this question had anything 1n common with that of the "official
minority. ‘

If Tim had confined himself to making another point, far more limited
in scope, it could be considereifor vhat it is worth, but it would provide
far less scope for boasting, threats and hopeful progno8iications on the
future perspective of the "official" kinority.
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That point is purely and simply thisi at the time of the referendum, the
presently constitnted majority of the NAC did not adequtely represent the diver-
sity of viewpoint within the majority of the membership, This in no way fore-
closes the possibility that it will be able to win that majority in the convention
discussion, but even assuming that it is not able to, there is no comfort in
that which Tim can take. ' ‘ S

A more representative majority NAC is not in the least of interest to Tim.
None of the questions hich divide the majority, perhaps on perspective, tactics
and the like, can be considered as even parallel to the purposes of Tim. A
more representative NaC, using the electoral referendum as a criteris, mizht
include arlon, or Debbie, or Owen.....but such changes would in no way effect
‘the essential division between Tim and the NaC majority. For vhere we ray dig-
agree on how to get unity, TAm is opposed to it unlaterably. That is why his
role, and that of the minority as a tendency have no common basis of agreement
or purpose with any section or group of the majority. Tim's objective is to
at all costs prevent unity with the Socialist Party., The mejority seeks to
consumate it——in this or that way, on these or those "terms.” The question
is that clear, and allows for no "svamp," no "bridge," no "center" between
" majority and minority. Such a situation complicates the problem of holding a
discussion among those who differ with various aspects of the NAC's aporoach to
unity, but it cannot prevent it, nor can it fundamentally alter the bdasically
isolated position of the Tim-Shane~Left Wing Caucus and hense its inability
to have any decisive influence on the future of the YSL, -

Where is the LWC Eeaded

This brings us to the question of the perspectives of the Mincrity in
"the YSL. Ve do not know vhether Tim has been carried gway by his o™m venomous
interpretation of the HAC's position as being the equivalent of "dissolution"
of the YSL, or whether his use of this phrase is merely azn attempt to conscioug-
ly creute a fictional perspective for his own supporters by implying that with
entry, the YSL could become the property of the Left-"ing Caucus, with per-
haps some remeining "centrists who might stay with the YSL vhile joining tke
PS (i.e., see especially Tim's reply to arlon and his "appeal" to Arlon to
remain in the YSL even if unity goes through, etc.) ¥e suspect that this is
vhat the minority leadership is outlining to their follovers, perhaps in com-
" bination with the idea that this YSL of theirs coyvld then become the center
of attraction for their "regroupment of the revolutionary left" on the youth
field,

One of the facets of the NAC's approach toward unity has been to avoid any
discussion of perspectives, for reasons obvious to them, but in our opinion
‘not necessarily valid. It is this manner of postponing any discussion of pere
spectived in a unifieaorganization, particularly on the youth field, vhich
. has enabled Comr~de Tim to misrepresent, distort, and hence mislead some
people about the nature of the NaC's position. Fortuuately the final form
on ;the NZC proposed resolution tskes away much of the cround under this type
of distortion, particularly in the section dealing specifically with youth
regroupment. - In eny case, since we have no inhibitions on the scére of
spelling things out a bit in terms of cur concrete perspective, we see no
reagon not to inform Tim that any such idea as he may have regarding becoming
the dominant force in the Y3L, with unity or without it, can have absolutely
no hope whatever of consummation. (In another article, we have outlined our
own perspective for unity, and take up some of the problems corcrétely cor-
nected with achieving it; here, we will confine ourselves to the question as
it relates to the Left ..ing Caucusey '



On _the Notion of the Yol as abstract Property

To express it crudely, the YSL is too valuable a pizce of politicel jeal
estate to allow any of its loyal members to cven consider letting T™m and. Shane
build a political home for themselves or thiir friends on its location. Some
of us who have been in the YSL (and SYL und YPSL before then) a little longer
then comrade Tim have a big enourh investment to make cvery effort to see that
it does not become the location of scme house of ill repute. This makes Timig
gracious invitation to "the right wing" to remain in the YSL even after they
becomgeﬂagenta of Dulles" a contemptible piece of organizztional demorogery,

In whg name is he extending this invitation? and to whom? You are not yet
the landlord, comrade Tim, and we are not prospective tenants., The sheer

" effrontery of such a statement is galling. But more than that it also indicates
something about the political mentality of its orisinator.

The Tradition of the YSL

Wihat is the Left /ing Caucus in relation to the YSL, considered purelfffrom
the standpoint of relative contribution? Aside from Shane, who can claim some
genuine contributions over several years-~and who deserves and. receives the re-
spect due those contributions~-the left wing can claim little credit for the
previous historic capital which the YSL has accumulated and which is our poten-
tial contribution to the future of americun socialism. Long before Tim was
hesitating about the YSL because it mizht isolate him from students and inten-
fere with his circulatuin cf Pissent on campus, the YSL (and S7L and YP3L be~
fore) was creating a tradition, an educated membership, a circle of syrpathizers,
and a history of some small importance to literally thousands of studerts., On
a dozen important campuses; through twenty~five issues of Sgucdent Partisan and
Anvil; through hu dreds of meetings, large and small; through a hundred cam-
paigns on civil liberties and academic freedom; through political relationge—
hostile and cooperative--with every political force and organization vhich ex-
isted in the past ten years; in all thése and other ways the YSL has been a
consistent socialist force to the point where it has established itself as the
spokesman for socialism, by and large, against all competitors on the imerican
campuse And as the spokesmen for socialiesm, we have a formidable reputation
for our ability to defend and advance our views.

These political assets, actual and potential, are not up for grabs under
any conditionss They could not be sold to the highest bidder at bankruptey
sale, even if foreelosure took place. The assets of the YSL are the "property®
of those vho made them, and precious few are in the possession of the Left
iing Caucus. VWhat is the average length of membership of the Left Ting Caucus?
What is the extent of their periphery? lhst is their proportion of the pudblic
knowledse and respect belonging to the YSL?T any test will demonstrate the fraud~
ulent character of Tim's inheritance claim,

This is even more trus when the political reputation of the YSL is con-
sidered, Tim could not =znd would not went to claim most of the elements of
that tradition and reputation which ths YSL has createds Contrary to his claim,
the fundamental idea of the YSL never was an "indevendert revolutionary youth
orgaulzation." That was the idea for many years only of the Berkeley unit
‘of %he SYL and now the Left wing Caucus. For them, the YSL staznds for suzh
things as irreconcilable struggle against liberalism azd labor Yureaucracy
and. social democracy--dowm with the main ererr~. treating stalinism as a common
radical viewpoint, %5 be attacked primarily 'from the left;" an ¢rientation
toward primary concern with stalinist apolcg.sts and d-fonslsts; ete. Fut
tuat_is not wha% the YSL is known as, end if the LiC is merely interested in

some property thel nave made an ill-advised choice, For, cn Yhe corirerv Sre
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YSL is known and respected for precisely the opposite of these attitudes, Poli-
tically (as differentiated from its organizational reputation) the YSL tradition
 is based oa its leading anti-stalinist role in AVC—along with its stalwart defense
“of democracy in aV0, it is known for its anti-stalinist role in Sgudents Govern~
ments, the Cohference,for Democracy and Education, the kadison Student Confernecs,
etc. It is known as the inventor of the concept of tiae all~inclusive socialist
student club (as opvosed to or unimplemented by sectarian attitudes of both the
SWP and SLID, YPSL, etc). It is known as the group willing to collabarate with
pacifists in anti-war clubs; with social democrats in socialist clubs; with
liberals in general political clubs; with Kepublicams in civil liberties clubse

It has "capitulated" hundreds of times to other political viewpoints, i.e. it

has declared that its common agreement on one or amother .general or specific

task superseded our theoretical-pdlitical disagreement on other questions, Ours
was a policy of political collaboration (which is not always. the same as united
front, either in intention or.consequences). Even before the unity question
arose, Tim fou d himself in disagreement with thistradition as ‘e applied 1t
concretely to SDA. M"ie have no business in SDA; it means-dilluting our noliticsy
for a split perspective in »DA," he argued at a crucial stage in that fisht.

The YSL carried through its line in that situation with the best conceivibls con-
sequencese : : R Do L S

Who llas Vhose Confidence?

Finally, let us reverse the question of "confidence." Vhat measure.of "econfidence"
cen comrade Tim claim for the position and leadership of the L.C. Cgn he clai-

to speak for the majority of the YSL, or even all of his ovn caucus, or anything
like it? Of course not, 4and that is true even on the electoral question, His
"victory", as ve showed earlier, on that question was a negative one, i.e, a
rejection of the NaC's position on support to the SP alone. But.vhat was the LWO
for? It stends on the platform of support to all. socialist candidgfes, but in
Antioch, it applied that to support of the S\P alones . Had the Li.C had a mejority
is that vwhat the officiadt position of the YSL wonld have been? Ve assume 0.

And vhat measure of support would that position have received?

Comrade Tim is rapidly loosing even that confidence usually conceded to any
member and leader of the YSLi the confidence that he is acting in good faith, with
honest intentions and a regard for the -truth. His privately circulated misinfor-
mation about the Shachtman-Haskell debate is only one of a series of such attempts
at misrepresentatlon and misreporting. Another is his claim that the NAC opened
the pages of Challenge to the kynority only under pressure fror the units-—vhen
in actuality that decision was based on: the feelings of leading comrades of the
Majority and was carried out by the NaC. before ANY respensg from the units was
received whatsoeverl . =~ = L - L

Finally, the LUC can claim no confidence for its future loralty and member-
ship in the YSL. Tim's refusal to vcte for a motion which pledged that beih
the majority and minority would remain in the YSL and abide by the decision of
the coming convention, is nothing less than an open declaration that Tim's perw
spective in the YSL, unless his caucus vins a majority at the convention, vhich
is an event higgly unlikely to say the least, is exceptionally temporary and is
limited to continued efforts to block the democratically arrived at decision
of the July YSL Convention. , o

i



111: One hiore Open Letter

The Left 'iing caucus proudly publishes the jetter of Paula and Harold Bram
ezplaining their reasons for joining the 1eft-wing caucus. aside from revealing
the fact that the decision of these two comrades vas made on false political
gréunﬂs-i,e.'a misunderstandirg of vhat the real political differences are be-
tween the majority and kinority and the fact that actually they agree not with
the Left wing Caucus bub with the majority on the fundamental question; 1t
also casts light on the methods which the Minority uses in order %o create
this kind of nigunderstanding. TPhese methods should be made known to the en—

gire membership of the YSL, because they help establish the character of the
Left Ving Caucuse , .

After explaining why they were initially dubious about the Left-Wing caucus
(correctly recognizing that its 1ine on unity was, as ve have churacterized
the position of both the SWP and the Left Wing Caucus--not a line permitting
the building of a broad, all-inclusive movement, but a line favoring the contin-
wed existence of different sects), comrades Psula and Harold explain the basis
Qf,their‘factioaal choice of the Left Wing caucus: WHowever, after reading
a report of the Shachtman-Haskell debate, we begin to see ttat this is precisely
the kind of unity we are not sbout to get under the leadership of Shachtman,
Haskell, Martin, eb sl." any perceptive reader 7111 have immediately acked
himself, what was this report which had such & persuasive effect on comrade
Paula and Harold? Was it some report in lebor action? No. Was it some re-
port published in Forum, YSR or the Left wing Bulletin? No, liell, vhat was
it? '

Unless you are & meuwber of the LIC or one of those designated apparently
by them as a Neentrist," you mey be as much in the dark about thls as ve
were. And if you attended that debate you will certainly be as confused as
we were about vhat this could conceivably refer to. Well, only by accident
we have learned what it must have been. Nemely, & privately cirfulated report
by comrade Tim, We emphasize, despite John Worth of Chicago's gtatement %o
the contrary, privately circulated, It is not a public report. It 18 not
and has not been availaple to every members , Qot only did we, of the right
wing, the ISL or those attending the’débate,?see a copy at the same time 28
did members of the LWC but we have never to this day been handed a copy of
that reports This is true of the entire New York membership of the YSL and ISL
and according to our information is also true, for example, in the case of
the Chicago unit where only the members of the LWC and several Ngo~called

centrists' apparently ever actvually roceived or vers ¢iven copiese

~ bnly by verbal account, we have heard it described. And neither in fact
nor in substance, We can gsay even on such a basis, vas this report en honest
report of this debate. That is +hy. Tim has chosen not to make it public, be-
cause he cannot defend its veracity nor claim for its accuracy the view of a
sinzle other person vho vas at that debates ’

_ Comrades Paula and Earold, it is necessary to tell you frankly and directly:
you have been deceived, lied to, hoodwinked and irtsllectuslly betrayed. It

ig not a pleasant thing to say, because agide from Wim, you have to take respon-
) sibility for allovwing yourselves %o be so misled by this kind ci report, mith-
out first qhecking its vefaciﬁyi/'waever in your case there are extenuating
cirqumstances——your_saurces of information are limited and you do not have the
‘opportunity-of obssiving either the majority spokesmen, or the minority at

first hando ' ' :



But by now, with documents, articles, etc on hand, it is necessary for you
to reconsider. Indeed, if your statement was correct, and you based your deci-
sion so largely on the report of that one debate you musi certainly now recon-
siders It is necessary for you to decide whether you will adhere to the Left
Jing Cauvcus through its predictable, inevitable course of disruption ir the YSL,
split, adherence to the S P and iniediate and perpetual political death. How
far long this course will you go with them. . You are not Cannonites, or that
particular brand of Trotskylite which Shane proudly labels hiumself. You are
not for the SWP program of "regroupment™ vhich is the policy of perpetuation
of the political sects in their present shape, with the SWP merely hopiag to zet
a few more members into lts own kind of sect; you do not want to end up fcsp-
tured! by the SWP through some kind of phony "unity" between the LWC and the
ASY. You belong with the YSL, with it in a "broad Debsian type socialist re-
groupment,!! as part of the isfrong left wing caucus inside a unified organization

What you are really in disagreement with is vhat you think would be the
_posaible course of "Shachtman-Martin," ‘l.e., a rigid, bureaucratized narrow
social democratic party such as the SP is todays But just think a moment, and
you will see that trat is an impossibility irrespective of whatever nefarious
intentions "Shachtman~martin" might conceal in the bosoms of their heart. The
minute it became known that the ISL and YSL are part of the SP-SDF, the SP auto-
matically becoems tiue center of attraction for a whole host of presently unaf-
filated individuals and groups hich see in the SP the same Rossibility which
we do--of making it into a broad and even influential movems..%, This develop—
.ment is absolutely guaranteed. Take just cne example. The l&sst Eilitant
carries a letter from just such a person-~k:G. from Kingspors, Tenn, This
individual writes, prcbably without knowing any more about the point o: view of
the ISL on unity than he is able to glean from the.ui ilitaut (e know :¢ has no
sub to LA or the NIE) exactly what we say about the iine of the SWP on Unity,
and more or less what we say about the SP-SDF unification, YAithough the merger
of the SP and SDF leaves much to be desired thej have shown the right road to
socialist unity....the;y have found the key to socialist unity." This senti-
ment-~that the key lies in the co-existence of tendencies and views within the
SP~~irs widely held teday and will be increased a hundred fold and move hundreds,
if not thousands of native American socialists as well as all of the Sroups so
profou.dly shaken by recent events that they are only waiting for a viable
organizational alternative to leave behind their past stalinist: ‘associations,
ideas and perspeétives. Such a development is, we repeat, guaranteed, and
along with it is guaranteed the perspective of a v1gorous. polltlcal y revard-
ing, albeit loyal andreeponsible left wingof o

From your letter, I can glean only one pdssible‘significanﬁ difference
between us~-and that is over the one requirement for such a broad movemént vhich
we feel absolutely basic, to.wit, that whatever the individual or tendency
views of various actions of the party are, the view of the movement and hence
. the political majority, must clearly be defined asanti-stalinist. And that re-

- quirement we make as a precondition for any viable socialist movement, We see

no perspective at all to any "revolutionary regroupment" or any regrovpment based
~on the ideas and organizations which in one form or another still are apologists
for Russian totalitarianism and imperialism, : Such & "stalinoid" organizational
center would be doomed to rapid disintegration and futilitza

In conclusion, comrades, ve ask you ta studv the material published, compare
your views with those of the Lu0 and with others in the YSL, Agree ith my
article, with Debbie!s, with Charles -Wglkers or with our Fhiladelphia courades.
But join the loyal membership of the YSL in condemning the S'P oriented, splite
ting faction which the LwC represents. Resign from their caucus, do not vote
for their delegates, run for delegates yourselves so that you can play zan inde-
pendent roles Do not be a party to the disruption-split action which the L0
is preparing to carry through to the bitter end. F——
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IVs How Shall e Define the Left wWing Caucus?

Three courades in .Chicago have written a letter of indignant injury at be-
ingpcalled meubers of "an organized sectarian tendency,... (with politics) not
o??ardinary loyal faction (but leading) in the direction of a split ‘toward the
Cannonites." They repudiate the idea that they are in sympathy with the S7P,
they imply a differentiation between themselves and any possible Cannonite per~
spective of Comrade Shane, and end up by denouncing Harrington for slander and
dishonesty, :

41l right, let us examine the evidence for such a characterization, modify-
ing it if necessary in order to arrive at a sclentifically precise characteriza~
tion of the Left iing Caucus. This problem is not of interest so much as a.
factional device, but rather in order to hekp the majority determine what its
attitude should be with respect to the LWC. S ' .

Comrade Harrington's characterization was based primarily on the political
record and documents of comrade Tim and Shane. Naw the open letter does not dis-
pute the characterization in this respect, because among other things it is .
true. For Shane's part, he has made it abundantly clear, in‘ern. ally and
in public, that his political allegience is oved to the SWP, and that as between
all the socialist organizations he favors its politics end wishes to aid in its
organizational growth as the main adult socialist tendency. In other words
Shane is no longer part of the "independent socialist teadezcy.! One can say
this about Shane not as an unfou ded charge, slander or rumor, but as an estab-
lished political fact because he makes his politics an open book to any inter-
-ested party. His writings for the kilitant and * International Socialist
Review , his leading role in sponsoring SiP speakers at Antioch, his publie
campaign for the SWP in the fall election, his campus distribution of the
Militant, all are common knowledges , ‘

Comrade Tim's relations with the SVP.are more a subject of conjecture, be~
cause, unlike Shane, he prefers to keep them to himselfs In so aoting, of
course, he misleads not the Majority, but his own supporters in the Lo, 1If
the ccmrades in Chicago really wish to dispute hikels characterization, let
them privately inquire from Tim vhether or not it is true that 1) Tim consults
with leading members of the SWP with reference to matters of internal concern
to the YSL; 2) that he received advice and aid (including documents not made
available to the YSL) from them; 3) that he keeps the SVP informed of current
developments with respect. to matters of concern to it., Now these dre things
vhich Tim will not proclaim, because they would serve to give his political
role a ¢ rtain definition— a definitlon vhich ve shall refrain from applying.
On the other hand, we doubt very much vhether Tim will deny them, If he does
g0, then we can very easily establish the facts of the matter, as Tim himself-
knowss  They need not be such secrets; Tim, like Shane,. could function in this

respect quite openly., But Tim is not prepared to take this risk, :

But such g %ts are not really at issue, say the Chicago Cemrades. Whatt.
is at 1ssue'are?,he politics of Tim and Shane, but those of -the -Left Yinz Caucus.
The Left ling Caucus is bound cnly -by-its original policy delceration on the :
unity question and cfficial statoments-which incorpsrate only a uiior part. of
the politics of Tim o Shane. ZFurthér,declare the Chicago com.. les, the
question of the "leads: ship" of the caucus is purely a caucus mavier, and is no .
business of anyone u> question, o - o

Uéll. let us see. Apparently the comrades are incapable of distinguishing
between the right of a caucus to elect its ovmn spskesmen (althouch a discussion
of that question might also prove somevhat embarassing) and the political sig-
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nificance which can be attached to any such election.

It is true, any caucus has the right to select its owm leaders, or to form
on the basis of a cull by such leaders. The question then is~—are Tim and Shane
leaders of this Ceucus? If not, who are. We contend that uniess the L7C simply
vants Yo rest on the claim that It has no leaders, no spekesmen and speaks
only through official statements that by this time Tim and Shane have by de
facto, if nothing else, become their leaders, Tim 2nd Shane originated the
caucus, called it into being, are the LiC's NEC and NaC representatives, And
the Left Jing Caucus 1s responsible for the records of such leaders, hecause
they have the right also to repudiate the acts of these leaders and to appoint
other leaderse. :

The political intentions of the leaders of the left-wing caucus are per-
fectly clear, not only on the basis of their personal records, but wha: is de-
cisive, on the basis of their role as spokesmen for the LiC . Eet us take the
Fditorial Statement in the first LiWC Bulletin, This is explicitly put forward
as an "official viewpoint" of the ceucus, and should be accepted by Scoft,
John Worth, et al as such a legitimate representation. VWhat is the pelitical
line drawn by the editorial between itself and the majority? .

) The division is nothing less than "revolutionary socialism." It directly
links its opposition to unity to its revolutionary standpoint as opposed to the
reformist orientation of the lajority. _ ‘ ;

Obviously, since the unity question is based on such a fu damental dichot-
omy of vievpolints, it cannot divide itself on that alone, Thervefore it proposes
as a major task of the LiC the application and extension of its revolutionary
orientation, Step number one is the rejection of the concept of an ail-inclusive
party, Secondly it explicitely sets the goal to be the working out of g
more full and extensive political program, Aad with the second bulletin, we
have the beginning of this process; of filling out. :

~ But what are the related questions vhich the editorial lists as subject to

discussion by the LuC? "The Russian question, the colonial revolution” etc.

In other words, precisely those questions which call into question the basic
- third camp political program of the YSL, and which distinguish it prim-rily
from the SWPl! So that we ses how the question of the "leadership" and indi-
vidvr® ieanings of its members is not unrealted to the character of the caucus
even as it defines itself "officially." If we are limited to this editorial
alone, we could still say that the L.C is ori-nted in the divection of the SiWP
simply because it officially considers the "Russian question, the colonial
. revolution, etc." to be "open questions," i.e., subject to itis reconsideration,
re-evaluation and revision from the standpoint of the Third Camp politics of
~the YSL. In other vords, "officially," and as a tendency, it does. not base
itself on the program of the YSL. It is true it does not base itself on the
program of the S\P either. It simply states that it stands against ths type
of unity the majority seek, and that it otherwise neither necessarily agrees

‘nor disagrees with the politics of the YSL! -

Is that "evidence", comrade arden or is it Mslander?" It may not be very
much, but according to your rules we are supposed to limit  ourselves to docu~
ments about four pages in total length as of the time I write thisl Slace we
are so limited to "official" statements, it is quite proper to try to establish
the political character of the LWC as much by vhat it does Dot say officially,
as by vhat it does. and what the LiC does not say is extremely significant,

- (Yo, comrades of the LiC, we are not attempting to draw up a program for vour

caucus, He are only pointing out vhat it means to have a program like yours.)
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It limits itself to separating itself solely from the YSL majority on the basis
of "revolutioaary socialism," How does it apply its viewpoint to other ten~
dercies? How does it "officially" characterize the politics of that other inter-
osted party, the SWP? In particular, how doee it place itself relative to the
SWF? In not one vay and in not one instaiace is there &nything in the statements
of the leading spokesmen of the LVC or its official pronourcements either:

which distinguish it from that group. Tim can be heard to mutter somethins cce
casionally about the S.P being too "sectarian," but what this means to Tim, or

how it is supposed to represent the views of the LWl remains unknowm.,

Since the original articles were exchanged, the Left Wing Caucus has held
a national caucus meeting, at which it had the opportuuity to establish its
viewpoint on all questions it considered necessary (and elect its leaders),
ile have not yet heard what transpired at this meeting,. other than the fact
that they now favor a rather fantastic scheme concocted by 3 former comzades
of the YSL in Newerk, but we venture the prediction that this meeting did not
see fit to correct any misimpreswions arising out of its strange silence with
reference to its attitude towgrd the SWP, Ve are sure thet it adopted some kind
of  vigorously worded statement rejecting the majori§'s charge that it has can-
nonite views and loyalties, but we doubt very much vhether it adopted any
statement whatever criticizing either the political,_theoretical or organiza-
tional principles of the SiP, .

‘We would be very happy to modify our characterization of the LUWC (as, me
are sure, would comrade Harrington as vell) if, together with its repudiation
of ike's characterization, the caucus found it convenient to repudiate the
same claim put forward by the S/P. If, for example, the caucus would issue
an official Open Letter addressed to the Lilitant in which it said something
like the following: -

"i%e have taken note of various public statements by spokesmen of the
Sociczlist. Vorkers Party claiming that the Left Wing Caucus in the YSL is
'studying harxism under the guidance of the.S P! or words to that effect, we
take note also of information that an SWP spokesmen is now distributing the
Left% ving Bulletin of our caucus and making other claims upon the political
loyalty of our tendency. ‘e wish to take this opportunity to state that,
while various individuals in our caucus have expressed themselves favorably
»with,reference'Q9 your organization, our caucus rejects the contention made
- and implied both/your spokesmen and by the YSL leadership, that it is in poli-
tical agreement with the SW. while we consider our differenies -Ath the
lajority of the YSL serious and deep~going,. those differences relate to thke
question of sociallst regroupment, and do nd:@dVolvé any reconsideration of
our traditional views ~ith reference to our Third Camp socialist viewpoint,
while it is true that our opposition to the proposal of the YSL wajarity %o
enter a unified organization of the SP-SDF and ISL shares in part at least the
evaluation of Social Democracy made by yourselves, and in othéer ways ds vell

of the SWP with repsect to the

our caucus.probably considers the viewpoint of .
question of regroupment superior to that of the ISL and YSL bajority as a
‘basis for an approach to this question by any revol:tiopary marxist movenent,
we do so from the standpoint not of comsidering the SWP to be the representa-
tive of revolutionary.warzism, but.rather from the standpoint of ‘a third“Cémp
revolutionary marxist tendency. In particular, we have not modified in’ any
vay - the traditional viewpeint of the YSL (indeed, we have based our entire’
struggle in the ¥YSL on the necessity of preserving the YSL as a pokesman for
"~ Third Camp spcialism) that  the strugcle for socialism must not .in any may  be
subordinated to or connect®d with "the Defense of the Soviet Union" as the
Socialist uorkers Party contends., ¥Flowing {rom this also, of course, is a
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rejection of the SWP's ckiteria for socialist regroupment, which places the
question of "Defense of the Soviet Union" in a primary positions Naturally we
reject the SwP's contention that only those who accept the prograrmatic position
in favor of "Defense of the Soviet Union" have a right to participate in the

kind of revolutionary socialist regroupment which we favors In fact, of ecour se,
ve hold that such a position is a detriment to a true and militant socialist
program, and would, within the revolutionary regroupment we seek, counterpose
_our third camp politics to your "defensist" position and its related illusions
and misconceptions. Our point of view, while not fully worked out in ali .-
respects, nevertheless holds firmly to the necessity of advancing the idea of
Third Camp socialism within the ranks of all revolutionary ‘elements, with the aim
of incorporating it into the basic program of an American revolutionary socialist
party. Sincerely, for the Left iiing Cauvcus, YSL." etc, o

Now comrades, so "Righteously Indignanty we ask, what objection does your
caucus have against issuing this kind of statement? It doés not misrepresent
your professed views in any respect, and in no way compromises your position
in the YSL... On the contrary, it would strengthen it enormously, in so far as
it would constitute a public refutation of Harrington's charge. Doesn't it
express more or less exactly what you must claim to be true internally? And
further, isn't it a more or less minimal step incumbent upon the caucus,
in a situation vhen another dutside organiz tion haes taken such interest in
alding and intervening in the YSL'g factional situation, to establish its
public loyalty to the YSL and its program of third camp socialism which, aside
from Shane, the caucus presumably has not abandoned? quite simply--is the
above type of statement representative of your caucus or not; and if it is
wvhy does not your caucus pui forward this type of statement to counter
Harrington's charges instead of mere indignant denials, '

But the left wing caucus vill not take this elementary step of political
loyalty and conviction because it is not an "ordinary loyal faction," whatever
a few of its less experienced members may believe. This characterization applies
not particularly, and not even primarily because of the LiiC's peculiar politifal
attitude toward the S5iP, but because of the means of factional strugele which
it had adopted from the beginning, and because of the partidmlar forces compri s~
ing the disparate sections of the LiiC vho have subordinated everything else in
order to collaborate with a couple of SiPers. .

First, let us examine the LWC's record in the short period of its existence.

How has it functioned outside the normal and acceptable limits of loyal faction-
alism? 1) From the beginning of ite existence, the LiC has proceeded on the
basis that its differences vith the majority were of the most deep-going amd
fundamental character. If only a tenth. of what it said with respect %o the
politics of the YSL kajority were to be accepted as true, then it would follow
axiomatically that the questions in dispute could only be solved by some form

of political separation. 2) The bulk of articles and editoriais in tne wo
caucus bulletins have been written with a tone of virulence unrestrainsd by

any considerations (alithough I understand that some were "toned down" from

their original even more viscious form) of the possiblevconséquences. It is

a tone adopted only by people who do npt expect to be able to function col-
lectively in any way with those whom they are attacking. 3) It has carried

on its fight against unity entirely without consideration of the publi: conse-
quences of its behavior. Thus it remained unmoved by any consideration of

how its functioning might hinder or prevent carrying out the line of unity.
proposed by the majority. U4) 1In its fight against the YSL majority it has
behaved as though its main enemy were the NAC majority of the YSL., It recognized
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no political limits on the arguments it used or the allies it accepted. It made
no political demands on its followers other than hostility to the majority.

‘This last point of the LUC's program of strugcle brinss-us to the question
of what really unites the LiC on this comuwon program of hostility to the YSL
majority. For the fact of the matter is that it is not political 'sympathy with
the Socialist liorkers Party (yes, comrade nrden, et al, we will admit that free-
ly) which unites the caucus., Nor is it the unity question eithers

The unity question is merely a convenient issue on which the three differ-
ent political tendencies (with half a dozen people vho are in the LiC only be-
cuase they are primarily opposed to unity--the formal basis of the caucus) have

‘combined to make up the wrecking exzpedition which the LiC is engasged in.,

The set of three tendencies which have united under the banner of the L7C
are, respectively, the Cannonite viewpoint represented by Shane and less hore stly
by Tim, the pricnipled sectarianism of the leader of the Berkeley continent, and
the simple Yanti-majoritylsm" of courade arden. From their separate standpoints
thege tattered remnants of past controversies have united in a common effort
- to paralyze the ¥sL, to prevent its effective reorientution in the face of a
series of highly complex and difficult political problems, and to create the
gredtest possible amount of confusion, disorientation and demoralization possible

L Newer members, both those in the Li0 and in the majority, vho may feel per-
-plexed at the forum which the discussion hes taken, will perhaps understand
better if they learn something about the history of these three tendencies in
the YSL. The "cannonite" tendency has been adequately dealt with by others

and 1t needs really no documentation as Comrade Shane, in particular, is

not ashamed of his present political position and sympathies.

The Ber¥Xeley section

This section, numerically the most important in the LWC (about half of
its present caucus strength), is composed of two elements——the most numerous
by far -re the completely new members whose backgrounds, political ideas, etc.,
ve cannot speak fors The leadership however comes from those with a lons back-
ground of sterile, sectarian and personality-dominated activity. The historv
of the Berkeley organization, as comrade Robertson proudly boasts, is insepar-
ably connected vith the history of comrade Robertson. Unfortu ately the comrade
does not realize that even in this boast he is characterizing somethingz about
the type of organization he builds, During his long tenure over the SYL and
Ysl, only one capable comrade of national stature was producei by the youth,
comrade walker. Otherwise, unlike other units, Berkeley has no "graduates"
throughout the country--a fact vhich is in our opinion related to both the
theories of comrade Robertson and- thé approach which he hus taken in building
and rebidlding that unit time after times The only typeof Berkeley "graduates"
around the country to testify to the effectiveness of the Berkeley unit are
- the many left-vwing SPers and pacifists who became enemies of the SYL and YSL,
on the basis of their experiences with this rigid and sectarian unit.

Berkeley's sectarianism and rigidity consists of stressing the necessity
of attacking reformists, social democrats, left social democrats, etc. with
exactly the same degree of hostility as they would the class enemey-—the -
‘capitaliste and stalinists: They opposed the conception of broad socialist
clubs, and our general orientation of cooperation with left liverals,
pacifists, etc. Nothing less than the social democratic chracature of bolshev.
ism was every satisfactory to comrade Robertson as a political line for the
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YSL. Comrade Robertson has for years expressed his opposition to. the "oppor-
tunist" character of the SYI-YuL!s politics, tone and approach. Finally, last
year, comrade Robertson gave up the hopeless task and vithdrev to find another
arena for his revolutionary activity.

Now he has rejoined us, and the LiC. In answer to the attacks of Comrades
Harrington, Becker and Denitch, he has even explzined vwhjn he returned. His
reply, intended as proof of the inaccuracy of the charses of these three
comrades that Robertson Lad no serious perspective in the YSL, is strange in-
deed. He returned, he says, because he felt "the need. for an organization
throuch vhich to worl:;" and since he had enough new members in his pocket to
recreate the Berkeley unit again.in his image he decided to "resume omerating
from the YSL as the focus of activity." This meant, incidentally "teking up
YSL membership again." In kindsight, he has decided, it turns out it was
unofottunate that he had allowed: this "discontinuity® in his membership. The
Berkeley YSL today is then the framevwork throuch which Rovertson has decided
to functiona nd which he will contimue to function in as lons as the national
organization or the local unit don't interfere with his own ideas and schemes.

Comrade arden

Comrade Arden is a different. case—althouch with certain similarities.
The different views he has advanced at various times in oppecsition to vhatever
political leadership and prosram happened to exist at the time are not as con-
sistent us Comrade Robertson., They have tended however in one direction-—an
attack on the organization for bureaucracy, for stalinaphobia, for being too
nice to liberals and pacifist types, and for more revolutionary activity and
greater "nilitancy " Interested members may acquaint themselves vwith the
type of activity and militancy involved by securing back files of the YSR
and reading a famous document called--appropriately and .revelutiorrily--"The
Tasks of the September Plenum." Despite comrade arden's dilicence in carrring
out the routine taks of the national office during his tenure as National
Secretary, the general political impression which he has made on the membership
is best illustrated by simply noting the fact that of the .(as our memory
serves us) 13 candidates for tie MNEC at the last Gonvention._lZ vere elected,
and Scott defeateds

. He emersed again into "national prominence" recently and- ‘has played a
leading role since in the LiC. as usual this does not mean: a leading role
- in determining its basic politics, but he has made a major contribution to
the tone of the faction fisht with his- rather amusine folk nale, his various
letters and comments, etce .

Every single aspect of the LiC's form of disloyal factionalism is 1llus-
trated by the motion which comrade arden introduced into the Chicaso ' YSL vhich
specified that at the public meeting for comrade.Shachtman the chairman state
that Shachtman was not necessarily presenting the views of the YSL, This is
the reverse of the ordinary treatement exténded to any speaker. The procedure
proposed by comrade Scott constitutes, a public repudiation of the fene ral
viewpoint expressed by comrade Shachtman on unity, which could serve only to
imply that the YSL's position on this question vas sub"tantiallv different.

Such a procedure is used only under exceptional circumstances when a
unit sponsors a speaker for some secondary-—-publicity, free speech-~prupose,
4 motion then, liice this, could only be interpreted as a willineness to foraze 1
all consideration of possible future collaboration, insofar as it insists on
the public expression of the LiC's view of the "fuudemental" charscter of its
differences over unity, and in fact demands that the majority view be misg-
represented for this pur,ose, thus also weakening the genzral authority of
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the YSL national organization in the eyes of the general publice.

Such a motion is justifiable oaly on one basis! that a proup is preparing
to split and hence wishes either to accelerate the process and/or to bezin estadli~
shing its future position as an independent organizution in the eyes of the
generel public, Otherwise such a motion has no place in the legitimate tactics
of a minority faction. (Ve understand that comrade srden's counterproposal vas
that comrade Skocitman otherwise only be permitted to -discuss unity if the
meeting were turned into a public debate between him and comrade Shanel!) This
entire series of acticns is an example of precisely what we propose to forgo in
the future as a "loyal left wing'! inside of a broad socialist movement. -

There is, of course, the possibility which we cennot overlook, that comrade
Arden's niotion was only another of his irresistable and childish attempts to dis-
credit the bureswracy, the leddership, etc., with no more thougtbut or advanced
motivation than theti

The Direction of the Left Wing Caucus

There is no need to document the history of comrade Shane’s evolution toward
the politics of the SWP, vhich constitutes the third thread in this faction,

The next question to consider is vhether or not the LWC will actually carry
out the perspective which the lozic of their fight would indicate. For it is not
alvays true that a "split-oriented tendency" always splits, his depends on many
things, including the internal pressures vithin such a tendency. Here the heterom
geneity of the LiWC is a real problem, The lmpcrtant thirg, ho-ever, is that
vittingly or unwittingly the LNWC has burned its bri.dges Lakiad its Iis altenr-
natives are few, and of these an.eventual split is perhaps the most attractive,
Certainly this is the perspective of the real SVP -oriented comrades., From
the s tandpoint of the Berkeley group other consideraliions dominante., Robertson

ecds an arena both as the basisg for attempting to recruit to his own revolutione
any perspective and circle and as a busis for meneuvering in the local regroup-
rent activities. In the end he and his group may decide that the YSL offers
superior prossibilities to the SuP if it can continue to function as a little
“ loeal satrapy outside of the .control of the national YSL, uithout that assur-
ance, hovever, its split seems assured--perhaps arain to an indevendent local
exlstence. rinally with respect to comrade arden we predict Ycapitulation'
to the YSL ard its rigsht wving sell-out. Ve predict this not because comrade
Arden behaves loyally but because he knows the SiP---knows now sectarian they
are and how impossible it would be for him to function within that organization.
While he s mpathizes often with their strident approach to politics, he also
_understands that the¥ alienate people that he also wants to effect. While
comrade arden denounces YSL bureaucracy and suppression he knows that we come
closest to giving that full democracy which he necds. hen push comes to shove
vwe therefore predict that comrade nrden may remain with the Y3L and leave
hig friends, repudiating in effect every vord and action ofthe L7C in doing so»

As for the few LiC members corralled on the basis simply of the unity line,
their final decision reste entirely with them, They can remain without capitu~
lating since they are not responsible for the conduct and level of the present
faction fight, nor are they responsible for the methods of fighting which the LTWC

‘ ' . o . S o - has
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adopted, they can rewain in.the YSL with their vieupoint, vithout capitulating
or giving up their ideas on how to build a left 7ing revolutionary group; thek.
can, in other words, submit.to pajority decision. Uhat they choose to do vill
have a result more important for themselves than for the YSL., - ’ :

Of cource, there is one other even hore "dishonorable" perspective vhich the
LiC may have in mind, and which it would be well to consider for a moment. And
this perspective is to hold off the split until the las%t possible moment, or to
try to engage in the kind of activities vhich will force the orgarizailon to
takes measures against them., It is conceivable that ther intend, after being
decisively defeated at the Convention, to simply go on their merry way within
the YSL rithout chansing one iota of their present fuactioning, tone, eic.
Under the pretext of working for the next convention, they may engage iu con-
tinual paralyzing and wrecking activities, forcing the majority to spend its
time trying to circumvent its clever strategems, outwit its maneuvers and
outansier its voluminous attacks. It is conceivable that in Chicago they might
continue to create obstacles between friendly YSI-SP relations (as was done
recently in the LiC's attempt to prevent YSL participation in a joint iay Day
with the SP-SD¥, YPSL, Bund, ete,), continue to.propose SiP speakers, - continue
in other words to object to all actions aimed at consummating unity. The = -
aim? Possibly to iear the majority out, to try and prevent unity, to try to
tear the organization apart and take vith them as many as pissidle, etce
But certainly if the}r choose such a path they cannot have ir mind building the
YSLY This is a perspective the Convention will héve to consider; it will

have to give the wajority the pover to carry out the democratically arrived : .
at decisions of that body. : ' :

Finally, we are nov in a position to give a somevhat expanded, but more
scientific definition than Comrade Harrington, of precisely what the LG rep—
resents, e hope that it 7ill satisfy the three Chicago comrades.

The Left Wing Caucus is acmlition of sectarian viespoints, united Prim-
arily in its opposition to the basic political tradition of the YSL, It has
placed its leadership in the hands of its Camnonite-oriented section, and
conducted its fight in a manner consistent only with a perspective of either
immediate or eventual splite It may thus be characterized as a disioyal,
cannonite-led, split-oriented faction *n the YSL. - , .

A
V: On Harrid's Epoch and Some Other Epochs

In a short meeting with comrade Robertson, he expressed. the feeling that
"the majority was getting bored with the faction fight." Tithout speaking for
others, e would readily admit to holding that sentiment. Particularly so ~hen
"theoretical questions are involved. The reason for this feeling is undoubt-
edly that e are forced to discuss questions -hiech for us.were settldal, e
thought, a long time ago; that are so obvious that they constitute the very
foundations of our whole approach to american politics, Our only sclace lies
in the avareness that vhat to us seems obvious now vas after all knoledge ac-
quired only through a lengthy process of discarding cherished illusions, petty-
bourgeois prejudices and utopian dreams. However, it is still a-some-kat dis—
tasteful task to go back to fundamentals. Because of this, we will pass by
Tim's articles on Ipochs with a few debater's points,
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1). Tim says that he will not discuss the kenshevik position on the Russian
Revolution "whether expounded by a hartov, or by a Plekanov or a Dap," Is he
implying that be knovs vhat the viewpoints of these firzures were? Then he
has, perhaps, read them? o, he has only read some critics of theirs, nanely
secondary sources. So vhat is thie point of the reference t¢ the different vare
iations in vievpoint betveen these writers? Only to establish Tim as an "author-
ity" on the Russian Revolution. But of course, he is no more an authority on
- enshevik vieupoints than anyone else who has read the Appendix.

2) Not pretending to be an authority on the Russian Revclution, we are in
no position to dispute Tim's definition of iienshevism, But we would like to
have a little evidence before we believe that the wensheviks in Russia "in~
sisted that Russia must go through all the stages of development in the same
‘general vay as did the German Social Democracy." Aside from being a gremma—
tical impossibility, that definition seems a little dublious since it is tell
known that kenshevik perspectives for Russia included an interrelationship be-
tween the Russian bourgeois (democ atic) revolution and the estern Enronean
proletarian or socialist revolution, and it seems as thoursh that should have
had some influence on their perspectives for Russia, precisely insofar as such
a perspective would permit "skipping" stages. But, as ve say, the details of
lienslhevism are a little obscure to us. Just out of a sense of feirness, how
ever, we would like to have Tim give a litile more detailed erpocition of just
vhat various wmenshevik theoreticians really believed. af%er all, Bolshevism
never claimed as a revolutionary right the richt to debate with critics it
had not read. . , : ’

3) But On To The New world. It seems that, unbehno'ms’ to myself, I
am -transplanting menshevik theory into the YSL in developing an imerican per-
speciive. This is rather a late discovery on Tim's part, since I was the
author and reporter at the last YSL convention on nothing less than the Amer-
ican resolution, a resolution which vas adcpted -rithout any modification
vhatever, as I recall, and even without any serious criticism., 4nd in %hat
resolution, black on vhite, I tried to develop more or less the thegis thich
Tim only nov is discovering to be the new menshevism of our time., Aside from
the use of the term stages (vhich tends to imply some fixed, definable de-
limitation betvieen various periods, and hence is false and schematic) the
ptoblem of evaluating the various periods of development likely to uafoid in
the future wad dealt with in that resolution in a way somevhat sinijar to
vhat Tim nov describes, The reason that Comrads Tim fourd my speech at the
plenum so "commendable" can only be because he has not realized the extent to
vhich he has already revised most of the basic formulations Ceveloped by the
YSL, and any programmatic platitude of the YSL now seems to tim a startling
discovery. and these ideas are nothing more than platitudes. It is a plati-
tude that politics is not a direct reflection of material (i.e. economic) de-
velopments. It is a platitutde that political development flow rather from the
level of consciousness achieved by classes (and pzrticularly so in the case of
the working class). It is a platitutde that consciousness is the product of
. historical experiences, and that the human mind is notoriously conservative,
~i.e. that it does not immediately adopt the ideas and outlool of its most ad-
vanced intellectual representatives--~it seeks to hold on to prejudices of the
‘paste It is a platitude, confirmed by all histeric experience, and sxpressed
& hundred. times by Lenin, that the development of consciousness is a reciprocal
prccess of the interaction of historical experience and the role played by tkre
intellectual representatives of the vworking class organized into parties, Flovw-
ing from this series of platitudes is another, expressed by every American radi-
cal seeking idecloglcal influence among the workers! the ker to socialist
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success is through the labor movement. How7 can that be accomplished? Dif-
ferent ideas may exist, but we advance nothing more then a simplé, e;ementaxy
idea; which may be right or wrong, but vhich hag to be treated as the product
of this analysis, and not as the wild delusion of ‘some would-be labor flunkies,
Let us try to state it once more:. o

The aAmerican working class is overwitelmingly bourgeois and petty~bourseois
in consciousness today. It accepts the conditions imposed upon it by capitalist
society, with no greater aim than to increase its oun share of the national
wealth (trade union consciousness). Politically it is 1liberal in outlook (over-
all, that is, and not with reference to every,questions~sometimes}on_certain
gquestions it tends to even be reactionary....) In no important section of the
novement can it be even suggesved that there exists any form of socialiist or
anti-capitalist consciousness. That socialist consciousness can only develop
as the consequences of a series of experiences in which the political view-

" points between liberalism and revolutionary socialism are successively tested
in lifes e have not yet even begun that series of experiences, of which the
Labor Party is both the columination of one set of experiences and the beginning
of a new seriese The task of vhat. Larx called "the advanced intellectual rep~
resentatives of the class" must be determined by = their estimation of exactly
vhat "stage" of experience-consciousness has been reached,

Politically, we have said the present period is one of foaservatism, That
is not merely a charscterization of the relationship of polizizal forces, but
also a characterization of consciousness in the vorking class (they are directly
related). Given a movement to the left, initiated ty seneral social and ecom
nomic conditions, e ask, what is the most probably form of the consciousness
vhich will develop? #hile Harrington may equivocate, and say that perhaps it
may be revolutionary consciousness, I am quick to admit that I see absolutely
no such development as an initial consequence, and since it will be left of
liberalism, and less than revolutionary consciousness, I cey} it socisl demo-
cratic. and vhat is dismaying about that? aAbsolutely nothing.

We believe in pursuing the task of the all-sided education, organization

" and political leadership of the vorking class as it exists today and as it will
exist tomorrow—in reality and not as ve might like it to be, And in that pro-
cess petty-bourgecis illusions about the imminence of "revolution" are scarcely
of any help. (Does that sound contradictory—to call such illusions petty~Dour-
geois? Yet that is precisely what they are and what they represent, a petty
bourgeois form of radicalism.) ' ,

But aren't we in the "epoch of imperialist wars and proletarian revolu-
tions?" (that is the correct citation, not Tim's loose "siars and revolutions" )
ah, it is so painful to have to explain. But, no comrades, “e are not in such
“an epoch. For while imperialism is decaying, and capitalism is, historically
épeaking, on a world scale, disintegr.ting, the conditions for moletarian
victory do not exist at the present time, and, to. quote Tim again-~"then e
- look at the world" we see. « o . . that Lenin and Trotsky . . . vere Trongl

ah, the cat's out of the bage The full depth of my kenshevik views stand re-
‘vealeds Unfortubately hovever, that happens to be another one of those plati-
 tudes I learned something over ten years ag0s+.in the SWP{ At that tige, —e
vere discussing exactly this same guestion. The theses presented at. that time
by the S'/P .guaranteed a Soviet Europe after World ar I1 7ith fascism the onlv
alternative. 4ll kinds of quotations ere aduced shoving how Trotsky's views
proved that this ~as the only perspective. But history, that inevitable school
mistress, shoﬁed that even great Larxists can be Urong, not to speak of epigones.
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And because we have not seen proletarian revolutions succeed in the present
epoch, utopians and petty bourgeois radicals have to find a substitute for the
only force vhich can bring about socialism~a trained and organized working
class. They cannot accept the gifficult, hearidbreaxing and usually painstaking
task of trying to create a real force for socialism, So they have to look for
some shiortcut—some substitute, something to buoy up their hopes. And vhere
can they find such a substitute? - No place except some mythical "degenerated
vorkers state" which in some mystical way is going to be a force for socialism,
From that point on the logical development is predetermined, and is ~het cor~
stitutes the basis for what we characterize as the pro-stalinist politics of
the SiP, but vhich is fun damentally nothing more than a form of petty-bourgeois
utopian radicalism, capable of seeing in the least movement to the lef% the
symbol of not-too-distant barricades, and of transforming a reactionarv force
into a revolutionary one. (Incidentally, I take no credit for "discovering®
any of the platitudes cited in this article. The only thing I ever &iscovered
vas that the liorkers Party--predecessor of the ISL--already had developed more
or less these ideas and this approach as the basis for its political program,
which)is thy I decided that it vas the organization for serious socialists to
Jjoin. ‘ :

But let us return to applying platitudes to politics, If w5 are in a
"social democrgtic epoch," i.e. a period marked not by insurrectionary uprisings
but the development of political comsciousness along lines of legal political
strugegle, one must ask, that will be the political form withia which the work-
ing class movement will develop? Now it is impossible to maks an absolute state-
ment, but vwe say that the most likely form is *that of a broad, gereral socialiab
movement, not the kind of tightly-knit, highly disciplined gromos knom as the
dmerican socialist sects. 4and the place for marxisis, we sey, is inside that
general socialist movement. Vhether the SP~ISL unity can develiop such a move-
ment is also not established in advance, but it could be the beginnirg of such
a movement. That, nothing more, lies behind the general approach ve have
toward unity, as the beginning of the beginning,

Perhaps e are wrong that it is possible to begin that task today, Perhaps
SP-ISL unity is not the way. But the argument against such a proposal must
be in terms of the real world, and not an unreal one., And such an 2 roument
cannot ask for our proof or guarantee of success, but must be based on a milling-
ness to take political gambles, within the confines of a well thought out and
real approach to the particular problems which we live amidste
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CORRECTIONS in RESOLUTION ON PERSPECTIVES FOR AMERICAN SOCIALISM

The NaC Draft Resolution, which appeared in YSR, vol., 4, no. ~, March 30th,
contains two typographical errorss The NAC, at its meetings of April 6, 1957 .
took note of these two typographical errors which they felt might be misleading
and directed that they should be noted in the next issue of YSR. Apologies for
being an issue late on thiss v

1. Paragraph 23, sentence 2 (page 6 of YSR). Add Mand ISL' to end
of sentence. It would now read "from the unity of‘the-SP—SDF and
ISIJ." '

2. Paragraph 31, last sentence: (page 7 of TSR), Aadd ”the VOLth
affiliate” so that the last part of the sentence will now rzads
"either part of the youth affiliate, or the yoa,h affiliate of
such a united organization.!

Please make these corrections in your‘copiesvof this resolution in order
that youz will have as final a copy as posslible a%t “he tims of the le=vention
to make easler and simpler discussion of amendmentz, etc, at %a.t %imsz,

The Editor
April 22, 1957
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WHO'S WHO AND WE®'S FOR WEAT,..,anymore?

" By Debble Meier

S R ' _ has :
Reading the LB cen be a confusing experience. Because the L¥g # finally
~evolved upon a unity propessl which their leaders go not really attempt to
defend and vhich, in fact, they actually spenﬂ most of thelr time attacking!

I. The all-Inclusive Type Party

The question which is in our minds is: 1is the LWC for or 'agin the all-inclusive
party? From the first and up to the very latest issue of the LWB they seem to
be attacking this conception of a party organization. We are not, they have
said, in the period in vhich such a party makes any sense; Dvesides a socialist
organization today, being primarily a propaganda group, must rest on the basisg
"of agreement over basic politics. This means that an fall~inclusive! organiza~
tion in which various diverse teniencies would co-exist (who do not acres on
such basic questions as the nature of cepitalism or stalinism, the natnure ow
form of Russian or smerican imperialism, the road out of the preset cold wap.
crisis, the eventual road to power, the need for a revolutionary or reformist
ideolosy and party, or even the tactics and approach necessary in aAnerican
'class strugs gle! politics,~~i.e. the SP thinks that's its disacreement with

the ISL over Beck makes coexistence impossible for it, etr) is neither proper
not desirable nor conceivable in this period they argue. Soims members alsgo
contend that this type of socialist orgenization is never desirable since the
vanguard cadre party is the major need of the anerican working class and social-
ist movemeat,

So, we repeat, are they for or against the Mall-inclusive rarty?" The party
in vhich right-ving social democrats and stalinoid types can coexist.  The
party in which reformists and revolutionaries can coexist. This does not mean
- these tendencies or differences would be buried, nor that they would not con-
tinue to compete for adherents. It simply means that the various tendencies
nould concede that in the period now facing us certain questions are secondary
and others primary. It means that they concede that certaia minimal immedinte
demands, along with the “celo d¢finition of .the. party as anti.capitalist and

- anti-stalinist, cen form and serve as the framevork for a. viable org@nlzation
' of american socialism. ,

Of course, one night conclude, they are dpainst this type o‘ organizations Yet-
m-isn't tﬁis in _essense vhat they are propceing in. the youth field? S

and, in-fact, in’ the youth field they appear to be proposing that we have an
even more limited progremmatic agreement, i.e. thai the question of the organi~
p zation ‘being anti-stalinis® be phrased very fuzzily.

Let us - clarify one thing about this ho'ever, It is absolutely true that ve are
not today, nor were ve yesterday interested in a resroupment based on illusions
or fuzzy conceptions of Stalinism. Such a regroupment could have been created
anytime in the past, and the.Staelinists themselves have gcne in for tlhese re-
groupments time and time again. Ve are, of course, interested in credting an
anti-stalinist center to which ex-CPers, ex-LYLers would be attracted, iie want
. to create a movement which is itself unequivocable in its opposition to the
Russian system, vhatever it might be defined as, but which can be attractive to
those who are still equivocating. That means it need not and should not have a
detailed theory or analysis of Ruesian society, but simply state clearly that
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Russia isn't socialism. That means it must be a vigorous, militant, loose and
nonsectarian organization. It means it must welcome into it individuals vho
disagree with the party on the question of Russia even, but who feel that in
their opinion, they can function within the organization loyally because the
question of defining Russia is no longer decisive. For those who still think

a pro~Russian orientation is decisive, such a movement would play and could play
no positive roles Legt us make no bones about this., . For the importance of the
collapse of the Communist Party is not merely that people are drifting but that
it makes it possible to move people, rapidly and basically, if an organization
can be created which can serve as the f ramework for thelr energics, from pro-
Stalinism to clear "anti-stalinism.® That is ‘hat we are interested in, 4

- gocialist ‘party that was not anti-stalinist (1.0, differentiating socialism
from stalinism) would be as unthinkable to us as a socialist party that vas not
anti-capitalist (i.,e. differentiated socialism from capitalism). We coniinue

to hold by our basic proposition that socialism must be identified with democracy
and that the identification of socialism with Russia is, especially in america,
an insuperable handicap with which the movement must not be burdened,

The L%o, with the exception of the fact that they also remain far fuzzier and
more confused on this latter point, SEEM to be for this general type of organi-
zation in the youth field, They seem to advocate, ala the Newark proposal, that
the YSL invite the youth of the SP-SDF, SWP, aSU, ISL, former LYiers (in the
- latter case only those, we assume, who have reoriented their poiitics), the
readers of the .merican Socialist, Dissent and the konthly Revlew to join the
YSL., I assume they are therefore for creating a YSL in which bthese people,
AS THEY ARE TODAY, WITH THEIR PRESENT POLITICS, could Join wiih full democratic
rights for themselves as individuals and as a tendency. The political program
they outline (wvhich we will discuss later) is conceived of, VE ASSUME, as
meeting the minimum requirements of acceptability for all these groups, or at
least the largest share of each of these groups. ’

Or are we wrong?! ¥e wish we could be clea(r about this; that the LiiC would tell
us not only at whom their darts of cooperation are aimed, but whom they really
expect can, or will or should take up this magnanimous offer. That 1s, we would
like to know vhether they are concretely in favor of all the youth of the SP,
SSP and ASU Joining, or only elements from each? For example, do the YPSL and
AYS, the only two youth groups in the {ield at the moment, meet the minimum re-
quirements as they stand todsy in the opinion of the LuC?

There are two possibilitiess (1) That in actual fact this attractive youth
regrourment slogan is intended only for the o¥S and odds and ends of "rank and
filers" elsevhere, and therefore the LuC does not really envision an 2ll-inclu-
sive socialist youth organization, or (2) it is intended to attract all the
youth of the SP-3DF, S\WP and aSU, i.e. youth with diverse political ideas and
formulationss In the latter case the LWC is favoring a genuinely all-inclu~
sive organization, even if we feel their proposal cannot achieve it.

Ir the latter is true however why does the LiC only propose this in the youth
arena, and why do they so vehemently attack the very idea in the adult arena?
It is not merely because e propose that the SP serve as the framework (in a
manner similar to their proposal that the YSL serve that purpose in the youth
field) because they seem to be attacking the very conception itself.

lig propose to unite with, or enter ("dissolution-and-entry" for the ISL is
not a frightening word to us, it is the content of the new organization that
concerna us and our rights within it) the SP in order, NOT to make the SP into
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a replica ef the ISL (pecause then it couldn's be the frameweric eitherl) but
to meke the SP into a center for a regroupment somevhat similar to that being
proposed in the youth field by the LWC.

But, argue the leaders of the LWC ——this 18 a proposal to capitulate, to =ell
out! This is utopianism!

But in this respect it is absolutely no different from what theg CLAIM they are
proposing in the youth field. They are advocating, we think, co-existence be-
tveen themselves, the AYS, the SP youth and the present social-democratic lead-
ership and ranks of the YSL., &nd not only that but in this last issue of the

WB they have gone astep further and even agreed that it wouldn'y de capitula-
tionist (whatever other name it might be called) for them to join the youth
effiliate of the SP, vhen and if the YSL as a whole decides to do sol

Capitulation has obviously nothing to do with any of this, The real difference
between our proposal and the LiC's, if we take their proposal seriously, is that
ve say it 1s absolutely ludicrous to conceive of regroupment in the youth
field occuring separate and apart from adult regroupment. To begin vith the
LVC already concedes that the SP won't be interested and unlike the Newark
proposal they don't appear interested in apporaching it in such a way as to
arouse their interest. They speak of including those SP youth "who no longer
can stomach the SP-SDF', i.e. those no longer in the party or about to leavel
The only adult disciplined organiszations vhose youth might eater are the ISL
and SWP., and an organization in which the real political leadership and "cadre"
came from these two groups would have a short and happy time, but it should
not take a political genius to realize that it would not be a step towards a
viable and healthy regroupment.

The SWP and ISL as tendencles can coexist in an adult socialist organization,
in vhich various other tendencies . and numerous other individuals belong |,
as long as both had a loyal, open attitude tofard the party and their own ten-
denciess Today, for example, both have much at stake in attracting to them-
selves young or new faces. Today the question becomes decisive because (1)

nev members are necessary for the survival of the tendency's views and (2) be-
cause if a "contact" joins another of the sects, vhat may at the beginning have
been political accident--vho got their first--will isolate the individual from
any real, live and unprejudiced contact with all the other sects. In an all~
inclusive party with open and loose, rather than rigidly disciplined tendencies,
these problems would not arise. To begin with in such a framework a tendency
could remain alive so long as one individual within the party still put forth
its views\ Secondly, all could genuinely feel that the main task vas recruit-
ment to the party, no matter into what tendency the new member might immediately
gravitate toward. For the success of one tendency, at the expense of another
vhich is the rule today, would no longer be decisive.

Only through the formation of such a broad adult movement can the factional
struggles which create such havoc today in the youth and adult movement, be
concluded and genuine, nonfactional cooperation begin.

To accomplish this 7e urge the ISL and SP to megotiate some sort of unity, and
from this unification ve hope to see the basis laid for a new adult center for
regroupment. «ithin this framevork we hope to create the youth section for
such a regrouped movement. For the youth are simply a paert of the general
soclalist movement. e do not care in what name this youth organization is
created--el though some of us prefer the name YSL. ihat we do care about is
that the youth organization be of such a nature that it can be an attractive
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center for radical youth--with considerable political and organiZational autonomv.
with an active leadership, with free and completely democratic internal life,

For this purpose we cannot in the youth field advocate the same type of unity
that we advocate for the ISL in the adult field.:. Therefore in the youth field

ve set down a series of general conditions and demande--vhich in essense amount

to the demand for a viable, healthy youth movement.

(Shane takes us to task for only stating, in the Denitch-Harris-lieier motiun,
that e lseek" certain goals. Hg suggests that we state our minimum demands?

But because we want our maximum, not our minimum demands, we will ny% Dbe so
foolish as to state or settle upon that matter beforehand. Ws are afraid that
the YSL memoership's intelligence and povers of judgement wili have to be

tazed once again in determining whether the agreements arrived at by its negotia-
ting committee meet its om minimum standards for a viable, healthy youti.)

II. The Politlcal and Programmatic Basis for Unity

huch in the. paat has been made, by the LG, of the a rgument that it is no ‘rood to
talk of unity and regroupment until a thorough discussion of political differences
has been gone through and a sensidbly arrived at programmetic basis for regroun-
ment can be formulated. We say, incidentally, that this same argument which the
SiP also uses, is in the latter case anyhow a dodze. Flowing from their concep—
tion of a highly disciplined vangu rd party and its vital role today fcomes

the further proposition- that the only progrommatic basis for recrcupment is
‘their own, with perhaps minor concessions. That is why the; are frank in admit-
tin that no other ORGaWIZaALTION today meets their requirenents for a revclutionary
and principled regroupment. ° For example, the ISL fails in many respecits—~Lut

to give you just the ifeelt of the type of principled programmatic agresment

they require—-we are told by an SWP spckesman in Chicago that the ISL's

position on the present lubor rackateering situation would make i; ineligible
for regroupment on a principled "elass struggle! basis. The SVP wants to
regroup, they honestly state, with "elements from each"-~who are geruinaly
“revclutionery, down to the last detail or who are willing to submit to the
discipline of an organization which is revolutionary to the las% detail, We
contend that it takes no higher form of intelligence to realize that vhat the

SWP wants i8 political discussionand forums and joint activity for the _burpcse
of recruiting to thelr own program and their own organization.

But does the LiC have this same concepuion? And is the*r proposal, vhich is
so similar in every respect to that of the. SiP, real;y the same thing? For
Shane and Tim this may well be true. But it 13 our contbntxun that the LTC
as & whole is not agreed upon thig and that as a result they caanot put forth
thoir position any longer in a clear and consistent manner. 3o that they

are unable to solve the apparent contradiction of p*opoging in the youth
arena vhat we propose in the adult arena, while at the sumé %ime charging
~-ug vith capitulation, sell-out, unprincipled.maneuvering, naivete, etce

- Ip the adult sphere they still vant more discussion and forums, 1n the youy th
- field they have "unityitis."

The only "way out“ of this apparent contradiction that we can find is that
vhat they appear ‘to be saying is not at all vhat the leaders of this caucus
really have in mind. And that they have hit upon this youth regroupment
cimmick as a strategem for answering the attractiveness and appeal of the
maJori tyis- positzon.

The formula they have arriwed on calls for vputh regroupment and then also
puts’ forth 5 politlcal programmatic fprmulations as the basis for this regroup-
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ment (therefore making it principled).

Thece five points are: (1) clvil liverties for all and an emphssis on the demo-
cratic nature of socialism, (2) a labor party and opposition to the two capital-
ist parties, (3) oppcsition to the foreign policy of U.S. imperialism and sup-
port to national liberation movements in colonial countries, (4) opposition to
Stalinist bureaucracy (not the system or its imperialism, we note) and support
to the Hungarian and Polish revolutions, and (5) a firm alliance with the Fegro
peoples

The wording is not EXACTLY purg; it comes closer to that of a YSL mewber vho

is appealing to the S.P, etocs However, for the moment, let us accept i%, Es-
pecially if it isug and not Shane who will interpret ihess 5 points. Because
wo suspect that Shane is golng to interpret them with a bit more detail and with
a bit more of his own twist and exclusiveness. Interpreted in oy way the SP,

as it is today, can come under this classification. It's true theg do not
oppose "the foreign policy of U.Ss imperialism' the wey we would--thev don't for
example consider the warshall Plan or NaRO the "foreign policy of U.S. imperial-
ism," or support of these instruments to imply support of such imperialismi
Shane thinks that such a position is contradictory? That!g his right, as it

is my right to think this and that gbout the S:P's position is contradictory.
But as long as they don't...well then? $imilarly the question of support of
national liberation movements in colonial ccuntries—to scane this includes Mao
of China, to others not. Similarly with the phrase Yoppostio: to Stalinist
bureaucracy,! some think that means one thing and another inverpret it

«n entirely different way. There are some vho are "for a labor party! and
"oppose the two capitalist partiesh but vho nevertheless work within the Demo-
cratic Party. You think that!'s illogical? However, there ara those who donit.

In other wordsi is the united movement that the LVWC is proposing really that?
Is it really a unity betveen organized youth tendencies vho DISAGREE on various
questions, who would interpret.the above five points in fundamentallv different
ways? and if it is, vhat has happened then to that basic programmﬁtic and -
principled unity that the LuC seeks? _. ‘

hat the LuC is really after is unity with the SiP youth as they are today,

as much of the youth of the aSU and individual LYLer typess To gain these
endls they are willing to make political "concess;ons” to their i1llusions.
Howvever no concessions in intepretion are going to be mude to what they call
the right (the j roibussian oriented elements now constiuting the left), because
they frankly are seeking unity only with those SP-SDFers vho ‘no longer can
stomach" the SP-SDF. And finally they are forced to accept the YSL riszht,
center and left as they stand today--except that the risht and center will

be considerably diminished in relative strength,

In the overall socialist movement we favor much the same thing, except that

we plan to include also those with whom we disagree with on the nature of

the capitalist state, who have illusions about smerican imperialism but who
don't have such illusions about Russian imperialism-—~i.e. the SPers, the SDF ers,
and other unaffiliated right wing socialists. For we feel that the question

of the organization disassociating itself from Stalinism, as it 1s antomatically
disassocaited from capitaliem, is decisive. To create this orsanization no
@ravm out political debates, discussions, etc. are needed,

e do not expect to vonvince whole temdencies of our views, norlgié%:%%égecan
convince us of theirs. Therefore we susggest that we recognize the differences
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and try to decide how, based on these accspted diﬁferences, ¥e_can orranize
ourselves into one party.

This is the prohlem the ISL and YSL have addressed thehse‘#es to, and the more
closely one looks at the proposals of the LiC the more one begins to realize
that they are notv addressine themselves to this problecm at all,..

The LWC , like the SWP in this respect, are simply using faney "regrouvping
scunding words to put forth qu;te a different conception, They contend that

a genuinely all--inclusive party cannot and should not be created: today- The
task of revolutionary social ists today, as always, is to develop trei: cvm cadre
party, which party will function in various frameworks in order %o reach and
lead the masses. Therefore they oppose the very idea of a party, inSo which the
tendencies would dissolve themselves as unique entizies, which. is broad and alle
inclusive in nature. They favor this in the youth field, especially :f %% is
limited so as to exclude right wing social democrats, because they also recognis
that such a youth regroupment will serve merely as a recruiting arena-~like
broad socialist campus clubs--for the revolutionary vanguard partya

This is the only explanation which we can find for the otherw1se contradictorv '
 elements in the LuC's stutements, arguments and proposals., .

III. Some Questions for the LiC

Wo suggest that members of the L.C urge thelr caucus - to seriovsly con31der their
ansvers to the following concrete questions. : .

l, Are you for an all~inclusive type socialist party, organized so as %o
include reformists, revolutionaries, anti-Leninists and pro-Leninists, those
with illusions about capitalism and those with illusions aoout changing stalln-
ism, anti-karxists and pro~marx1sts, etco? SR

2. If you fdvor this type of party what ‘purpose do the‘present forums,
debates and discussion serve and whj cannot the SP, SWP, ISE, ASU. eteo
unite right now?

3. If you do not favor this type of all—inclusiveness, are you nevertheless
favoring it in the youth arena? If so, why do you think it can funcslon
viably in the youth and not in the movement as a Whose?

4, Does your position rest upon certain,assumptions i th. regard to tha role
of a, Vangudrd party today dr not? o _

He Hh&v groups, on the basis of the programmatsc statement . you set fo th (a)
do you hope will Join and (b) do youw ggect will join?

6. What kind of discussion, propaganda and activity cou*d ‘this diverse vyouth
group carry on and could a similarly dive se adulv group aiso do this?

T uould it be capitulation for the AYS to enter the YSL on the basis of the
YSL's present leadership and program, vwhich the 4YS considers social-demoeratic
and petty-bourgeois. Is it capitulation for you to think in terms of reminaing
in an organiz.tionw hose politics, direction, leadership.and overwhelming
majority are, in your opinion, social democratic? .

8, \hen is it progressive for revolutionary socialists, in other words, to
split from a social democratic sect??
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9. Do yom think the present risht wing lesdership and membership of the ysl
and ISL could, in good conscience, accept the § programmatic points you advocate?
Could social democrats accept these 5 points? _

IV. Our Proposal

Now our proposal, which we stated quite frankly a long long time ago, has cene
tain SImllarities. for example, to the Newark resolution - in intent,

e feel however, that

RRGROUPMENT, to be healthy, viable and nonfactional, LUST BEGIN IN THE AIULT
ARENA, i.es the real socialist movement iself.

We think that today, for a variety of reasons, regroupment can take place on
-an all-inclusive level., Ve think that various oreanizations which exisl today
could coexist on the basis of certain minimal political proposxtions whiﬂh
they do today hold in common, or which they would today be willing to concede,
fke kind of o#ganization they could co-exist in would have to have certain
charactcristicss

1. It must have a reputation vwhich enables those who have been engaged in
bitter factional and inter-prty strugsles in the pust to fesl free to join
without raising the quest*on of their capitulation to anc:ner hostile

tendency .

2. It must be an oryanlzation which is not noted for its particular analysis
of Russia. :

3. It must be an organizatiOn vhich in its reputation doe ng&i?%genate and
repel that important body of opinion outside of the preseng' 2dical world--
the unaffiliated socialists, the socialistlca.*y inclined, the militanis in the
unions, etce

4, It must be an organization which could not be labelled immeidately, by all
sorhisticated unionists, unaffiliated SOCialiSvS and leftists as 2 new " commun~
ist front."

5. It must be en organization which is democratic and vhich permits all indi-
viduals and tendencies to express themselves internally and externally.

6. In its politics it should stand for an independent labor party; for civil
rights and civil liberties, which emphasi®Sthe democratic nature of socialism
and vhich distinguishes the socialism it seeks from the Russian social srstem
and vhich mekes clear that it does not consider Russia a socialist society,
It must be a party vhich counterposes its own militant and democrstic demands
to the polocies of U.S: capitalism as these issues arise, and which defends
democracy everywhere in the world—algeria and Hungary. Ve ask no further
interpretation, judgement, committees or entrance examinations.

7. And on the basis of such a program, and such a call for all socialist
tendencies to regroup under this program and party, we feel that a party
which does not demand rigid. discipline and a high degree of centralization
can attract those still undecided and those still wavering between Stalinism
and democratic socialism and between capitalism ard democratic socialism,

The question is rthat party can do this, and how can it do it. /e think the
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Socialist Party is the only orsanization that meets the first four criteria
mentioned above. we think the uaity of the ISL and SP, or the entrance of the
entire ISL into the Si in terms of its clear statements beforehandof intention,
is the best way to transform the SP into g center such ‘as is described in
points 5, 6 and 7 abovel . This means we, the ISL, hope to help create the most
democlatlc possible Bocialist Party, ve hope, along with the present SP., to
build a party which can serve as a frauework in vhich variovs tedencies with
their own different ard distinct views can function viably and healthily
in building the general Socialist Party.

ind we hope that whether the YSL affiliates with such an SP, or vwhether the YSL
united with the present YPSL to form & new }OUuh affiliate-~it will p;axe the
game thing possible in the youth arena.

Ve think the YSL, because of its present role, because of the absolute absence
of any real YPSL and because of the radicalness of youth, can and must play a
somewhat different role in the youth field. Therefore we advocate that the YSL,
at that time when ISL-SP unity is consummated, begin the task of negotiating
for a unity which leaves the youth that autonomy essential %o its healthy
curvival. We do not propose, hovever, an irresponsible youth organizatiorn, one
engaged in hostile acts directed at weakening the party, bulﬁding a rival adult
orgunization, etc.

7e think that this type of reorganized, revived and regrotped socialist move~
ment-~adult and youth--jns a real perspective, We thirk thz LJC knovs it too.
And we think that those in the LIC who genuinely favor the type - of proposal
that the caucus APPEARS to advocate in the youih field should begin to con-
sider how this can be achieved in thes adult field, what fracework it should
work through, and who shonld and how should it be created. Ve suggest that we
have fut forward a real propcsal and a real answer to this question, and we
wiish for once we could begin to hear a discussion about our specific and real
proposal, instead a merely counterproposals and long theoretical dlatribes
sbout capitulation, social democracy, the war question, revolutionary vs.
reformist polities, etc., etc, ‘

In conclusion, we think our prgposal is real, genuine, bold and important.

and for that reason we see it as the major task for the YSL in the next period.
And for that reason we yet our strategy, our tactics and our tasks in line
vith this goal—and we propose that all those who are serious about their com-
mitment to socialism will not find it difficult %o understasl vhy we are wile
ling even to forgo imnediate organizational glory or organizetional gains for
the far larger gain of recreating a broad, inclusive socialist movement.

o
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OPZN- LETTER TC THE YSL MEMBERSHIP
from

Paula and Harold Bram

At the time we joined the Left Viing Caucus, the statement vhich had appeared

in YSR as well as the communigues from the National Office, seemed to indicate
a wvillingness on the part of our national leadeiship to enter, merse wih, cr
in some way unite with the SP-SDF "at any cost," that is, with no limitations
either political or organizational. The first issue of the Left Wing Builetin,
and letters from comrades Shane and Tim, seemed to us to indicate the formation
of a caucus primarily concerned with creating and pushineg a set of limitations
to unity, i.e. minority rights within a merged organization, & third camp
position, etc..

We joined with the feeling that the LWC was the place for those of us who

wanted unity, but wnated it with full minority rights for a left-wing third

camp tendency, the right to publish a tendency organ, the right to representation
"and a voice as a minority, looking toward the day when that minority might be-
come a majority. Ve still look toward thie ikind of unity. ‘ovever, we no
longer feel that the LWC is the place for those of us with tais perspective.

In the past two months, since the unity discussions began within the YSL, we

' have been able to gain more irsigh% into the various positicis being advanced.
After receiving personal letters, documents, additional copies of YSR and LB,

'~ we find ourselves in a much better position to evaluate the positions taken
by the NAC, individual comrsdes, and by the Left iing Caucuse.

On April 25 we received the YSR published karch 30th, which included the NAC
draft resolution on Socialist Rearbupmente We find the NAC draft resolution ex-
pressing all of those concerns we raised in our letter in the Left ing Bulletin,
vol. 1, noe 2, Wwe particularly feel that Section 5 of the NAC draft resolu-
tion covers, clearly and adequntely, our doubts concerning the path our Y&L
leadership was taking,

We can find no reason for believing that the LNC is attempt1n9 to establigh
criteria for unity that would result in unity. The LWC!s pssition was, as we
stated in our first letter, and still is, more. one of "unite against unity"
than for unity, although we do not believe that this hag been motivated by vhat
some of our comrades call "cannonite—opportunlsmo“

We repeat, we want a unity with those conditionis vhich we have already stipue.

lated, and vhich have been included in the NAC Draft Rerolution on Unity, Be—
cause we find that we agree with the NaAC Draft Resolution on Unity, we.wish to
withdraw from the Left .ing Caucus.

We would like to add one not for our comrades in tbe Left Wing Cauvcus. You
are acquointed with our position on unity, our doubts, and misgivings; we co
not intend to give up our views within the SP-SDF, and ve see no reason nhy any
of you should give up your position within a unified ISL, YSL, SP-SDF, e
urge you to join with us and your cther comrades in helying to unite the social-
ist movement, ,

ignd



I: DRAFT RESCLUTIOI ON “PERSPﬁCmﬁVES FCR AWFRICAN SCCIALISM®

proposed by Shane Mage
I. THE INTERNATIONAL CONTEXT

(1) £11 social forces in the U.So exis$ in a world context, Capitslism is an
internstionsal social and economic system. The working class also ezists cn a
vorld scale. The american section of the international working class is today
insulcted from irternational developments by a thick wall of bour@eois naticnale
ist ideolosy reinforced by the position of america .as an aristocratic isiand in
an impoverished world, UNevertneless the vorkingclass in America is no more im-
mune from the social transformaticns now taking place in the rest of the world
than is the american capitalist class,

(2) The international situation of the past two years has been marked by a
continuous increase n the strnesth and activity of the progressive and revolu~
tionary forces in the world, Thll development is showm most conspicuously in
three inter-related phenomena! the rise of the Russian and Fast European work-
ing class and its consequence, the crisis and dicirtegration of Stulinism; the
full scale eruption of the colonial revolution at the doorsiap: of Earope, in
the arab countries of the hiddle rast and North africa; aud ‘he slover, but
profoundly important, intensification and deepening of worki:ug class quruggles
- in the decisive Lapltdliot countries of Vestern Ewropeo .

THE CRISIS OF STALINISM

(3) The crisis of Stalinism was announced to the world by the Twentieth Congress
of the Russian Communist Partys The speeches at thia Congress, most notably
Kruschev'!s M"secret! report, tore away Stalin's self-woven mantle of 4 immortality
and reveled the founder of the present Russian system in his trme character ag
"the most sinister character in history.," The immediate consequence of this
action vas the total collapse of Sbalinist ideology.

(4) The international Stalinist movement since its very inception via.s bqsed on
a system of lies about the nature of the Russian state and its leadership, The
exposure of the most important of these lies has sheken, if nnt destroyed, the
entire structure in the mind of every honest "Communist.! In every Cowmunist
Party probing questions have been raised going to the rcot of Stalinist "social~
jsm" -~ the totalitarian rule of & privilesed bureaucracy. Tkis ferment has in
no vay been restricted to the Stalinist parties of the "Jest," but has appeared
most strikingly in the Communist Parties of Zagt Europe and Russia itselr,

(5) The revolt of the Stalinist intellectuals in the countries of the Russian
bloc has a double significance. It is an expression of the bankpuptey of
Stalinist ideolosy. It is also a harbinger of revolution., In Poland and Huncary
the intellectuals ere the first to speak out agalnst an unbearable system,

the first to show the people that revolt was possible, The Stalinist intellec~
tuals made themselves into spokesmen for the most profowsd and pressine needs

of the working class. Theh were able to do this because they sensed and re-
flected the enommous pressures of an aroused and restless vorking classo

(6) In Russia too, the "liberalization ! expressed in the actions of the 20th
Conzress and the increased intellectual freedom which followed it represent in
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large measure an ada tation and concession to the pressure of -the Russian prole~
tariat. The Russian working class is a huge, new, modern proletariat. Its first
unorganized stirrings made the Sgalin-type police terror an economic impossibili-
ty. Its struggles in the past year reached the level of sicnificant strike
action in several giant factories - the first successful strikes in Russia since
the 1920's, The Russian working class has proven itself strong enouch to impose
‘a fundamental revision of the Stalinist differential waze system and to defeat
the efforts of the regime to carry thru this revision at the expense of some
sections of the vorking class. \

(7) The working class upsurge in the Stalinist bloc reached its highest level
with the revolutions in lungary and Poland, These’ revolutions do not differ at
all in social nature, only in tempo, Both demanded full national indeperndence in
order to establish control of the economy by the workers themselves and a demo-
cratic political structure. Both were inspired and sparked by intellectusls vho
had been stalinists until shortly before. In both the active combattiang and
organizing force was the working class. In both, students played an honorable
role at the side of the workers.

(8) 1In its bloody slaughter of the Hungarian revolution and its present attempt
at slow strangulation of the Polish revolution the Russian 8Qtalinist bureaucracy
has proven once again that it is an irreconcilable enemy of all workers democ-
racym 6f all soclalisms The concessions to the workers made under the segis of
Kruschev have changed nothing in the basic nature of the bureaucracy as an anti-
workingelass social force. Budapest proves that the ruling bareaucracy will not
régform itself out of existence, but can only be eliminated Ly the revolutionary
action of the working classa, v

(9) The Hungarian working class cherted the path for this revolutionary action.
In their struggles against Stalinism the Hungarians naturally and spontaneously
adopted the basic organzational form of proletarian rules: the Workers Councile,
The Stalinist counter-revolution prevented the full development of the CGoumils,
cut short their evolution toward their natural role as the basic organ of state
pover. DBut the brief Hungarian revolution of iorkers Councils has pointed the
way, anot only to the workers. of the Stalinist bloc but-also to the working
classes of the "iest." It has demonstrated in practice and without the slichtest
ideological preconceptions the necessary form of the socialist revolution — the
Republic of workers Councils, the Republic of Soviets,

THE COLONIAL REVOLUTION

(10) The strugeles of colonial peoples for indepeéndence continue to be an im-
porsant factor vweakening imperialism and favoring a socislist development in the
advanced countries. In the past period the mos% important revolutionary develope
ment.s have been those in the arab world. The focal points of this revolution
have been Egypt and algeria. :

(11) The Egyptian revolution has to date developed under the leadership of a
military elites In the early stazes of this revolution, the aroup of officers
headed by Nasser mude signifcant advances; elimination of the corrupt monarchy,
initatives tovard agrdrian reform, e:pulsion of the British from the Suez canal
zone. The events of the past year have brought about an important increase in
the revolutionary actions of . the Egyptian regire, - o

(12) The first significant development of this nature was the role of Zgyptian
political influence in the revolutionary demonstration in Jordan, U.S. and
British imperialism had attempted to force the regime of King Hussein to snter
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the Bagdad pact, the counter-revolutionory military alliance directed primarily
against Lgypt. Eeyptian influence, propagenda, and, according to the reaction-

_aries, money, aided the mass demonstrations of the Jordanian people which =
blocked the Bgadad pact proposal, compelled the King to eliminute British control
over the Jordanian army, and led directly to the free elections vhich resulted in
the present nationalist and anti-imperialist government in Jordan.

(13) The most important accomplishment of the Esyptian revolution to date —as
the naticnalization of the Suez canal. The canal hus Leea one of the prire
poseesiors of anslo-F. uch imperialism, Built by the slavery and death of thous-
ands of Zgyptians, the Suez conal was the source of huge profitsuto one of %the
great institutions of imperialist capitalism, the '"Universal Suez Canal Company.!
Nationalization of the canal was a deadly political and economic blov o Eaclish
and French imperialism, and a possible source of great advantages to tre Eaypt-
iun peoples .

(14) The importance of this action is shovn most clearly by the action to which
it provoked the ¥rench and British imperialists. In alliance with Israel they
resorted to military aggression to desiroy the Nasser regime and seize the canal
for its former "owmers." :

(15) The Efyptian govermment and the vhole Arab people replied to the imperial-
. ist threet by revolutionary actions of great scope, The whole Ecyptian veople

' vas armed and fought fiercely against the allied laanding a% Port Said; of
course they had no chance arainst the wodern imperialist ari.es vhich had no
scruples about bombing and sheliing the workers quqrisrs of the city. General
strikes throughout the entire arab worid showed the solidari’y of the Arab
peoples with Zgypt- In Syria, where tiue entire people was armed as in Egypt,
the pumping stations for the main oil pipelines were blown up totally cutting
off- European supplies of Middle Zastern oll.

(16) The threat of a general hiddle Lastern revolution in vhich imerican oil
interests would share the fate of the British, combined with the open threat of
Russian military intervention in the kiddle East, forced U.S. imperialism to
place a trestraining hand on its British, French end Israeli Ypariners." The
aggressors vere compelled. to withdraw from Egyptian territory, The result of
Eoyptian military defeat at the hands of vastly superior forces was a substan~
tial political victory for the Nasser regime and for the arab revoluiion,

(17) The Egyptian revolution at its present stage is represented by a military
dictatorship., This fact flows from the weukness and immatu=isy of the Egvptian
working class. «hlle the army dictatorship has been capable of vaking impbrtant
revolutionary actions, its insistence that social chance be directed fiom above,
its identification of its own interests as a privileged caste with the zere ral
interests of the arab people represents a block to the full development of the
Arad revolution. This is showm by its failure to carry through a s-eepiugs land
reform, bu its villingness to compromise -with vestern imperialism, particuiarly
U.S. imperialism, and by its alliance with feudal despots of the Saud type. Any
further, major extension of the Egytpian revolution in the direction of Middle
Eastern federation and radical improvement of living standards requires the
emergence of independent viorking class and sociaiist political forces to take a
leading role in the national revolutione ~ .

(18) The algerian revolution is a far more profound and sweeping revclution

then the sgyptian one, both in its social character and in its implications for
western capitalisu. This factis recosgnized full well by the French bourceosie,
which has fourht the algerian people with methods “orthy of a Hitler or Stalin.
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(19) Algeria was the first North African state conquired by France, and hag been
colonized oy the French on a vastly wider scale than either Tunisia or Moroccoe
As a result, the algerian people has been radically proletarianized. The fore
mer independent peasantry has been largely expropriated from the land, leaving
a residue of desperately poor peasants on tiny landboldines, landless agricul-
tural proletarians, employed on the rare occasions vhen they can find work by
the giant French~ovned farms, and a large working class. The Algerians in
France play the same role the Negroes (and now Puerto Ricans) play in the Y.S.
They represent to French capitalism a pool of dirt cheap labor for the worst
Jobs, jobs vhich a Freach vorler would never accept at Algerian pay. Hundreds
of thousands of algerlans have worked in France, in French incusiries-

(20) Complementing the proletarianization of the Algerian masses is the tiny
size and scope of the algerian upper and middle classes, France has aliowed no
algerian industry or commerce sbove the hole in the wall size. Such algeriansg
as have achleved upper class status have done so within the confines of French
institutions, and become thoroughly "frenchified" in the process., It is this
tiny section of the algerian population that has in the past served French colony
lclism as native agents of its rule, while the pretence was still me." ~tained

that the people of ailgeria had some semblance of demooratic rishts,

(21) The algerian nationalist movement has, since its besinning under the
leadership of mkessali Hadj, had a pronounced proletarian ans sscialist character,
The political program of the alserian revolution ioday is a socialist one,
National independence, for the Algerian worker or peasant, would be.a bitter
joke if the huge French farms and industries were no% &xpropriated and made to
serve the algerian people. : ‘ '

(22) The leadership of the algerian revolution is split into two vines. The
slgerian National lovement, headed by kessali Hadj, remains true to the prolet-
arian socialist traditions of the algerian independence movement, Its prosram
is unequivocal on the basic democratic issuenof the right of the slgerian people
to decide their own destiny through a sovereign Constituent Assembly, It has
consistently repudiated any form of chauvinism, and appealed to the French
proletariat in internationzlist socialist terms. A '

(23) The second tendency in the Algerisn liberation movement is the Mational
Liberation Froat. This group is a coalition between certain sections of the
algerian underground army and the entire mass of middle class pro-French Alger-
ians, vho had served the French faithfully until the full scale outbresk of the
revolution made their position untenable. The social features of the prosranm
. of this group are quite radical, reflecting the proletarian nature of Algeria.
However 1t has at no time adopted an unequivocal democratic and socialist vosi-
tion comparable to that of the Wlla. It hus always declared 1tself to be the
sole legitimate spokesman for the algerians. Its present leadership would un—
doubtedly be willing to negotiate a settlement with the French on terms faliing
considerably short of full independence. The main factors preventing a settle~
ment & la Bourguiba to the algerian revolution are the refusal of the algerian
underground army to accept any settlement from which wiNa would: be -excluded and
. the refusal of the French colons in ulgeria to meke any concessions to the FLN,

() The decisive fact of the algerian revolution is that it is a social revo-
lution as well as & natlonal one. The bourgeois coloration of the FLN has been
_used by world imperialist propaganda to hide this fact - but if the FLN nnd its
leaders vere all that was involved the war would be settled tomorrow. Whatever
the nomentary relationship of forces between the two sroups, the Wi is the -
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legitimate historical representative of thé algerian workers and peasants. In
turn, the social interests of the Algerian masses are strictly incompatible
with the interests of the French colons and of French cszpitalism, 4s in all
social revolutions, even a relatively durable compromise is out of the question,
Ore of the two forces must prevail, The victory of the Algerian vorkers and
peasants, the victory of the iNa, would not merely mean a social revolution in
algeria, it would be a profoundly revolutionary factor in the political life of
France as well. Similarly, the victory of French socialism, even under the form
of a "compromise" between the "liberal’ imperiolists and the leaders of ‘the

FLN, would signify an enormous streng hening of all the reactionary forces in
French politics and might well lead to the sstablishment of a highly autheoritsr—
ian government or worse in Frances, . .

THE WESTERN EUROPEAN WORKING CLaSS

(25) The current situation in Vestern Kurope is one of the beginnine stares of
a general working class offensive, The present intensification and sharpening
of the classstrugsle follows a period which saw the'stabilization\and‘evan
strengthening of reactionary regimes ‘tarouchout the continent. Nothing approache
ing a showdovn fight has yet developeds Nevertheless, the results of the part-
ial struggles of the past few months show a balance of class forces clearly
favorable to the working class in the major European countrics, and cive every
sign of larger, more important and more gerneralized strugglos ian the next period.

(26) The most important developments so far in this workling class offensive
have taken place in ingland. The results of an important series of lLy-elections
shov a major popuiar swing toward the Labor Party. More ivportant, the recent
strikes in the shipbuilding ard metal working indus%ries heve given impressive
evidence of the solidarity, militancy, and striking power of the British prole-
tariat. The English capitalists were forced to concede substantial concessions
even before the full might of the‘Engineering;Union:had‘been brought into play.

(27) TWest Germany has just seen the conclusion of a leng and relatively. suc-
cessful strike of the Scaniewwig-Holstein metal worikers, the most important by
far since the rise of Hitelr. Spain is seething below the surface, and Franco
has been compelled to reshuffle his cabianet and promise -economic concessions,

In France, short strikes have kit mos% sectioas of the econoumy, and ths econonic
prospects for French capitalism are exSzmeiy dismal, ALl these movemsnts are
only at the starting poini, ' , :

(28) Despite the feeble scope of the movements so far, it is already clear in
every country that the principal ohstacle that the working class mist overcome
in order to carry on any sort of effestive suruggls against tie cgpitalists is
its ovn leadership, ‘ T : :

(29) This is most obviously true in France. There the leaders of cne of the
"working clasd' parties «» aad use that power it cawrv oliv 18 .poiicier of the
most reactionary section of Freach cepitplian, to repress tae working class

in every way, to force the workers to pay fer the breakiown of French capital-
ism in seneral and the criminal algerian and Feyptiak vwars of holle* in par-
ticular, The other "working class" party in France is no better, Tos Stalinid
leaders of the French CP have loyally supporied ths Mollet governmen.: They
have voted to give it the special powers in slgeria, have saved it 1y <iheir
votes vwhenever its majority in Parliesment was in danger, and,.."opposed! it
vhen their voves didn't count. ‘ ‘ 1 o

(30) The French trade unions are faithful representatives of the parties which
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control them. The WSocialist" FO is openly strikebreaking, as in the recent
miners strike. The Stalinict controlied CGT is more subtle; it has merely used
every means at its command to prevent any generalized strike movements., It calls
.on the workers to fritter avay their energy and combativity in "turning strikes,t
hour long or day long walkouts, department by department.. All the unions agree
on the essential -~ no zenersl, even industry wide strilze over economic issués,

no action of any sort against the aigerian war.

(31) Nevertheless, the potential combativity of the French proletariat is ex~
tremely high. This wqs shown in tne spontaneous gerneral strike of 1957, in

the militant strikes of Nantes and St. Nazaire, in 1955, in the loug series of
spontaneous protests against the algerian var. The pressures forcing militant

working class action are today more intense than ever, and steadily increasing.

(32) German capitalism is in a wonderfully healthh condition compared %o the
French variety; but the role of the workers leadership in Vest Germany is not
fundamentally different than in France. The strikers of Shleswig-Holstein
scored a partial victory, a4t the end of their strike, the employers gave in

on many points that they had been unwilling to concede at the beginnins. Never-
theless, almost 70% of the strikers were opposed to the final settlement. Their
return to work was forced by a bureaucratic ultiumatum from the .est German
federation of trade unions, - ’

(33) The reason for this betrayal by the Social-Democratic lLeaders of the
German trade unions is that the Social-Democratic party, wuich has grown stead-
ily stronger during the past few years, looks forward impatiently to this
falll's elections, after vhich it hopes to enter the fiest German government.
But it does not expect to get a parliameantary majority, and so estabiish an
authentic Labor Government; rather, the SPD leaders look forward to a calition
government in vhich they would share power either with the Chrisgtian Democrats
or the 'liberals," both direct representatives of German big business. The
relationship of the German Social Democracy toward independent class stiuggles
is essentially dictated by the reliance of the Social-Democratic bureauwcrats
on an alliance with "liberal® big business, just as it was in the days before
Hitler. o ' S o

;(3h) In England, the working class is being forced to pay for the weakness of
British capitalism by the Tory government. This government has a sclid parlia-
mentary majority which gives it legal authority to govern for the next three
yvears, despite the evident fact that the majority io Britain supports Labor,
not the Toriese : , Coe T : o :

(35) The recent strikes, represented an attempt by the British proletariat to
defend its living standards against the.effects of Torr policies. They repre-
sented a partial victory. However, the leadership of the trade unions has been
responsible for the failure of the strikes to win their orizinal demands for a
10% wviage increase. The leadership of the railway union undercut the movement

by settling for 5%. Then the Engineeripng Union refused to call an immediate
strike of all its members, but phased the walkout over two weeks. Finally,

even before all the zngineering workers had gone on strike the trade union
bureaucrats called off the strike, over rank and file opposition, on the promise
of arbitration by an "impartial' government board, on the basis of the employers
5% offer. The effect of the tactics adopted by the labor leadership vas to
prevent the type of struggle capable of winning the 10% - a militant and un—
compromising ;eneral strike of the British working class,
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(36) Even more iuportant than the failure.to win the workers full demands in the
recent strikes is the failure of the Labor Farty leadership to pose the essential
economic problem before the British working class - the problem of political
pover. As long as the Tory government remains in pover, any economic.zains won
by the strike action of the workers will prove illusory. The waze increase will
be rapidly eaten up by increased prices due to the actions of the government in
cutting subsidies, decontrolling rent, and reducing imports, as vell as to
"natural' price inflation, The defense, let alone the improvement, of the livin
standards of the British proletariat requires a Labor Government. '

(37) The Tories cannot in the forseeable future be expected to yield pover by
calling an election they expect to lose. Theh will not resien by choize; their
resignation must therefore be forced by the workers. The British workins class
has one and only one weapon with vhich to oust the Tories and instali a Labor
Government - the general strike. The political general strike could in very
gshort order cause the downfall of the present regime and the establishment of

a vorkers government. The immediate possibility .of such a strike vas posed by
the recent strike wave, I% will be posed again by everu working class struggle
of the next period. But the leadership of the BLP has absolutely no desire to
carry out the revolutionary mobilization of the British proletariat.

(38) 1In England, France, and Germany today, as iu all other countries tomorrow,
the problem of socialism is the problem of the revolutionary ie26ership. The
labor bureaucracy, entrenched in party and trade v ion, is Gdesply committed to
capitalism by its privileged position and entire "leadership’ mentality. I
‘represents the major obstacle to successful workirgzlass siruggles. The victory
of the workers regulres that the grip of this ieadership be broken, that the
workera create revolutioviary parties capable.of leading and directing the class
strugsle up to the establishmernt of socialisn., Tasse parties, the okjective
necessity of the presen’ klstorical period. are today orly in the nascent
stage, Their cadre is couning together witain the Loft Wings of the mass scciale
democratic parties in such countries as Erngland, Cermany, Belgium and Italy
(the Nenni party), or altogether cutside the social democracy .as in France and
Spains :

- (39) A new-period of heightered class struggle is opening in western. Zurope,
Its outcome will have tkhe highess historical iuperiance. ,If revolutionary
parties can he built these strugsles.can be led to viebory and the socizlist
future of mankind will be opened, If; on the other hand, the Sociai~Democratic
and Stalinist leaderships are again able to bebray these new struegles, the
door will be opened to the emergence of neo-fascist regimes throughout the

' continent, starting vith France. The consequences of eiiher variant upon the
American working class, on the one hand, and =pon the proletariats of che
Stalinist bloe, on the other, are obvigus, To a large exient, the pclitical
life of samerican soclalism in the next period will be sheped by the European
class struggles It is a prime obligation of American sccialists to aid in
the birth process or the Eucopean pacties of the soclalist cevolution,

k]

End of Part I

(Editor's note: ‘Eart I, on fpe'ddmeétic scene, will appear in & future
issue of ¥YSR, See also Part III on regroupment, ete,) '
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PROPOSLD MOTIONS TO IMPLEMENT A NEW PERSPECTIVE OCCASIONED BY THE DLCOKPOSI-
: © TION OF THE AMERICAN COMWUNIST (STALINIST) MOVEMENT -

Presented in writing to the Berkeley unit, YSL, on Feb. 17, 1957 after
several weeks of discussion previously. adopted as amenjed.on Feb 2U,

1. That for the present period of "regroument", our primary and controlling
arena of work be within and among Stalinoid and leftist groupings and in
forums and like embracing such peopls; rather than an approach to the campus
directly and in formal competition with those whom we seek to influenne and
wine

2¢ That without attenuating the political views which we propagate or without
surrendering the essentials that maintain us as a functioning, organized
grouping, we will reduce to a minimum the organizational barriers and maaner

of functioning which inhibit our access to and fruitful work with and among
these anti~canitallst element 8 whose political moorings have been torn loose.

Sgecific Motions

a) That we adopt as our designation in mesting announcements etcs the name
"Bay area Young Socialist Club, YS Lf,

b) That our regular. routine achedule of gensral, area~wlde business neetings
be every fourth Sunday. with regular execuiivs commitise meevings to be hdld
the preceding and following Surfays, respectively to prepare for and to
implement the Cluhb meevirgs,

c) That our executive committee numbsr en approximate 30-50% of the membership
of the Club, so. as to te an effectivs wgking body,.and that it be a polltically
representative selection of the Club's activists, , ‘

d) That we do not make a p*ac+ice of excluding an indiv1dua1 from-the Clud
meeting during the poin’ at which his admission to YSL membevship ig. heing
discussed and voted on. Tuis “secret" practice tends to create a dubious
feeling toward ths Club cn the part of new members. Ths- executive coumittee
shall regularly review <he development of Club conuaots and sympathizers from
the standpoint o7 tlue pessibility and desirabil! L5y of their recruitmmte

e) Tpat the title of the principlie officer of tiie Club be "chairman' rather
than "organizer',

f) That our San Francisco comrades constitute thenselves as a working body
as scon as is feasible,™ {Ngyte Below)

g) That the greatest emrhasis be placed on our Crd edrridiional work, both

in the forn of classes aiued a% the tralning of revoluironas sccrziists and

in spcnsosing meetings for the widest range of scoiaiisy spealers of prominence
or ability. It is through this work that we will rendiev concrete cur fains in
the regroupment period imnediately ahead and so be in &« sirunger pecsition for
whatever will coue afterward.

h) That while we explicitly recognize the constitutional rizbt of members to
disseda publicly from the policies &rd tactics of the (iub and ths I¥ as a
whole (so iong as comraces make it clear thoy are not epsekiug for tue
organizaticn), we must make it clear that such dissenting mewders have a
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duty, if we are Yo avoid organizational disintegration, to discuss with the
Club such publicly expressed differences so that the group will have, at least,
the opportunity of seeking to act in as organized and coherent a manner as

possible. .
LE s iad

* note: Steps have already been taken to camry out this point:

"We now have strong forces and excellent prospects in San Francisco;
so at our last unit meeting we adopted the folloving proposals to get the
comrades on that side of the Boy functioning as a coherent grogs

(1) To work in S.F» as the San Francisco Toung Socialist Olub; initially
comprising the six S.F. resident comrades (4 active) and comrade M, who morks
there. ..

(2) To start off with the following structure:
a) Joint Berkeley - S.F. membership meetings
b) the present exec to continus ag a Joiné exem and alternately meet
on each side of the Bay together with the active comrades from that
sldes
¢) our area membership to continue as the basis for convention
delegate elections since pre~convention discussion will be held
Jointly,"
- From a communication to the YSL National Sec¢retary from
the Bay area, dated spril 8, 1957

The above motions andperspectives are, in effect, a formal organigzational
report from the Bay arvas In general the spscific motions are a mixed bagg.
Some, such as d) and f), are independent of our pacticular orientation,
being designed to correct previous inadequacies. Others follow directly
from the perspective adopted. :

Agditionally, a good deal was said about Bgrkeloey in the reply of Oomrade
Robertson to certain allegation about the Bay Area by Comrades Harrington,
Becker, and Denitch recently in the pages of Youngz Socialist Review,

- -
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DRAFT SPECIAL RESOIUTION: Unity and Relations with
Other Socialist Groups

Seattle, Washington
April 12, 1957

EXPLATATION: - Both wings of the Young Socialist League have

declared themselves opposed to a split in the organization. As

a result, the Y.5.L. looks forward to an extended period of fac-

;;onal conflict, a situation not conducive to the growth of the
aguec

This resolution is proposed on the assumption that the present .
YSL poliey in favor of unity between itself, the Spcialist Party-
Social Democratic Federation, and the Independent Socialist League
will be affirmed by the League's convention. Its objective is to
remove from factional contention several specific issues connec-
ted with the larger issue of socialist regroupment - - issues
which might otherwise - " have to be fought out weekly in the
various units of the YSL, and in ‘the National Action Committee,
without a specific mandate from the convention,

There is nothing peculiar or unprecedented in this resolution.

It derives its "authority" from Article VII of the YSL Consti-
tution, sectiona of which are included below as an appendix to
the resolution. The key sentence is found in Sec. 5 of this ar-
ticle, which says: "Liembers of the YSL shall be guided in their
politiocal actions by the principles and decisions of the League."

We hope to specify here an area which the League assembled in
convention regards as of supreme importange, and consequently in
which.it regards its "principles and decisions" as most important.
This specification is undertaken to avoid all misunderstandings,
for the protection of the rights of the minority, as well as that
of the majority to carry out its democratically arrived-ct decis-
ions without their being subverted undemocratically.

The resolution specifies the type of relations to other groups
which we feel are inconsistent with a campaign for a democratic
and inclusive socialist unity. We want to repudiate the whole
tradition of raids and splits which has helped fragment American
socialism, and with vhich our own wing of the movement -- the
democratic and anti-Stalinist revolutionary wing -- has been most
closely identified in the minds of the more or less "radical
publie.

Our attitude toward these signatures of a sectarian existence is
especially important in our dealings with socialistie individuals
to the "right" of us, who have long regarded them as inseparable
from some mythical "bolshevik morality", which in turn was suspec-
ted of being inseparable fvem revolutionary socialism,



Our sttitude on these matters is doubly important in esteblishing
relations with those who have left or are leawing the Communist
movement. Not only have many of them been repelled by the C.P.'s
disruptive and dis oxlentxng conduct toward other mass orgenizations;
the Communist Party vas in itself a kind of mass movement, and the
ineffectual 5001a]1 3t scets nipping at tlhie flanks of the CP looked
only like“professionalzdisrup+ers, or even like chricatures of the
worst features of the C.P, It is this appearance, and tie lack of
any effort to changc it, which more than anything (ise has made the
best and most sensitive ex-Communists, JVorker suvnporters, eta.,
despide the Socdialist Workers Party morl than any other of thae
gocialist splinters. .The same considerations are incidentally very
important to our view that the Socialist Party is the best veassel
in which to resroup these individuals.

Just as we have no intention of making other organizations "arenas"
for fraction work, we do not belicve that the'cause of socialist
unity -- nor indeed the parochial interests of the YSL --. x. well
served by turning the Young Socialist League into:a general rasctio-
nal arena for other socialist groups -- those who are hostile to.
our conception of socialist unification. For this reason the reso-
lution excludes for the forseeable future dual membershln between
the YSL and the 8001a11ut Workers Party. B

The SWP's conception of regrounmbnt is eqdentially one of unification
arcund the program of the SWP, an outcome which both we and the
spokesmen of the SWP ackncwledge can be aecomnllshed only. by spllt-
ting other organizations, including the ISL and YSL, or more in-
mediately, by preventing YSL participation in a un1+y between the
Independent Socialist League and the Socialist Farty. Ve can
therefore only regard the entry ef SWP members into the ¥YSL, or

the recruitment of YSL members to the SWP, as attempts to. 1nterfere
in the affairs of & rival organization, or as thls activity is -
known in- the SVP, as "opponents’ work", ’ . o

There is, however, s plaee for the. theoretical and pol1tlc 1 be=-
liefs of the Sccialist Workers Party ih the YSL*s concepticn of
.socislist unity. We believe that the unification of the ISL and
SP-SDF will create an attrective, center which even the most sec-
tarien socialists can not ignore. ‘ie hope to .win the membership
of the 3WP, and conueouently the Party itself'to our eoneeptlon
of regroupnont‘ The resclution is not intended to-restrict in:
any way contact or‘jocint activity with the SUP or its projected
youth affiliate, the American Youth for Socialism, so longz as-
these activities do not otheruise v1olatc YoL policy. =

This resolution is not proposed as a section of the resoluticn
on nerspectlves for American oociallsm because ' :

the latter is mainly an analysis of a political .
situation and a geaelal programmatic approach which should be
applicable for some time to ceme,: As such it is not only a guide
to political action but a public propaganda document. This reso-
luticn is more temporary, mcre specific, more organizatlonal and
mcru intemal. )
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There may be charges that this resolution makes of the mi-
nority "second-class members", A moment's reflection should
dispose of this objection. The minority in any democratic
organization is in a sense in "second-class" status, because
its policy is not being cartied out; the majority's is . . .
No democratic organization can allow a group of members to
carry out at the expense of the policy of the majority, ene
which was defeated at the Convention.

Fo one has proposed to "gag" the minority, or deny it the
right to advocate making the Young Socialist League a battle-
ground between the ISL and the SWP (and god knows who elsel),
but there should be no question in their minds how the YSL as
e whole looks upon any attémpt by a small section of the mem-
bership to accomplish de facto what they could not convince
the League to do.

Arlon Tusszing

ialist Groups..

DRAFT S22CIAL RESOLUTION: Unity and Relations with Other
‘ - 300

- 1. The Young Socialist League regards the unifiication of

democratic socialists as its primarx_aétivity in the period fol-

:1owing this convention. The League's position on socialist uni-
fication is spelled out in greétér detail in the "Resolution of
the YSL on Perspectives for American Socialism."

2. Unity between the Indépendent Socialist League, the So-
cialist Party-Social Democratic Federation, and the YSL shall be
given first priority at all times, even over the numerical growth
of the YSL. '

3. The Activities of the League, of units and of members shall
at all times be consistent with the YSL position on Socialist unity.

(a) Yo unit nor member of the league shall attempt or carry
out any raid on any section of the 5r-SDi', nér shall any
unit or member attempt to pursuade any member of the SP-SDF
to leave that organization to join the YSL or any other or-
ganization, ‘

(b) Néither the League nor any unit or subdivision of the
League shall conduct "fraction work", "opponents' work", or
any other divisive or disruptive activity in any other so-
cialist organization. o .

4, The Soclalist Workers Parpy and its Youfh‘section; the
American Youth for Socialism, through its press and the stete-
ments of its leaders, and through its activities, has indicated
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that its conception of socialist "regroupment” consists of a
‘series of raids and splits, resulting in an orgenization sub-
stantially the same as the S/P today. This conception of re-
groupmant is diametrieally opposed to that held by the YSL.

The SWP is a rival organization to the Y3L, and its intervention
in YOL disputes represents only the implementation of the SWP's
peculiar conception of regroupment.

4

(a) No member of the YSL may also be a member of the
SWP or A¥S, or write for its press in opposition to the
program of the YSL,

(b) No unit nor subdivision of the League shall sponsor
an SJP or AYS speaker at any public meeting withcut an
opvosing YSL speaker or its ecuivalent (e.g. an ISL or
Meft-wing" SP-SDF speaker), except in the case of a mee-
ting organized around a current civil liberties case in-
volving the SVWFE. .

(c) Nothing in this section shall be interprete& to pre-
clude YSL units participating in united fronts, forums,
debates, symposia, etc., or endorsing local SWP candidates,
provided these activities are otherwise consistent with
YSL policies.

5, The units of the League, and the Netional E~ecutive Com-
mittee and National.Action Committee are instructed to enforce
fully those sections of the YSL Constitution concerning Democracy
and Discipline (Art. VII) in relation to the provisions of this
resolution.

6. No section of this resolution shall be interpreted as
diminishing the right of any member of the YSL to differ with
YSL policy (including policy on socialist unity), privately or
publicly, nor to publish his views in YSL publications or else-
where (with the single exccption noted in sec. 4a above), pro-
vided he clearly states that his views are not those of the
League.

APPONDIX: From the Young Svcialist League Constitution

Art. VII Democracy and Discipliane

Sec. 3. Local bodaes of the YSL may publish material of their
own choice; however they must make it clear that it is a local
‘publication. ' ‘

Sec., 4. liinority caucuses or tendencies may publish their own
material for internal or external distributién, but they must make
it clear that these publications do not represent the views of the
organization as a whole., 41l National and local mimeograph and
mailing facilities shall be open to such tendencies and caususes
at cost. '



".-ct. 5. Members of the YSL shall be guided in their politiecal
actions by the principles and decisions of the League. In pursuing
their work they may not take action which is in contradiction with
" tze principles or policies of the League without makiag it clear R
tiat they are . speaking for themselves and not for the League.

AMENDHENRT TO DRAFT RESOLUTION "5'7 "Youth ahd Campus and the YSL"

by Avlon Tussing
Sesttle, Washingtcn

STRIKE; p. 4, section 6 a. in its entirety, end substitute:

a. The Labor Youth League and its periphery: The dissolution
last winter cf the Labor Youth Legue only emphasized the end of
totalitarian influence among American youth. The exposure of
Stalin by the Russian leadership, and the revolutions in Eastern
Burope completed the elimination of the last traces of prestige
or authority the Communist Party had among young people in our
country. '

The disappearance of the LYL increases the ovportunity to
build a real movement of democratiec socialism, Its demise not
only remowes a poweful competitor to socialism from the youth
scene, but its activites are no longer present to corfirm the
reactionary prejudice that socialism ecuals totalitarianism.

There are, however, scores, and perhaps thousands of young
people who were Lformerly members of or influenced by the various
Communist youth grouns. Ibst of these individuals have been re-
pelled by the reactionary and undemocratic character of Stalinism,

In a few localities, former LYL clubs continue to exist in
various forms and with varying and uncertain relationships toward
the Communist Party. In some of these clubs, there are strong
tendencies, parallel to the Daily Worker group in the CP, which
is reexamining the relationship o ocialism and Democracy, und
who favor a broad and democzztic socialist movement. :

‘The YSL realizes that most of these young people were at-
tracted bo the - " Commmunist movement by the humanitarian
and democratic appeal of socialism,  We also realize that the
number of former LYL members and sympathizers far exceeds our own
numbers, Our concern with these youth mugt be to prevent their
leaving politics entirely as they - become disillusioned with
"Communism", - ' ' ' :



- Bl

Our members and units should maintain the closest possible
contact with former LYL uembeis, whether orgunized or not. We
should keep these relations as friendly and sympathetic as pos-
sible, especially avoiding offensive demands for humiliating
"confessions™, breast-beating, or political capitulation as the
price of cooneration or comradely treatment. :

Without insisting upon complete agreement with our evaluation
of Russien society, we should emphasize the disastrous consecuen-
ces the association of "socialism" with Stalinist totalitarianism
has had. We should attempt to wia these individuals and groups
to our progrem for socialist unity, and eventially to the politiecs
of the Third Camp.

In the past, the Y3L usually attemnted to exclude the LYL and
other Communist-controlled organizations from united front acti-
vities on civil liberties and other issues. This was necessary
because the presence of a totalitarian organization immediately
compromised any democratic cause. Regavdless of any anti-totali-
tarian statements in the program of the united front, the well-
known, monolithie Stalinism of the LYL wes a discrediting factor.

The disintegration of Stalinism and the new opportunities
for democratic socialism on cempus and among youth reguire the
Young Socialist League to view united fronts in a néw light, Re-
gardless of any continuing illusions about Russia cn the part of
Communist-insluenced clubs, they are no longer monclithie, and
there is no longer a monolithic Communist Party to enforece a line
through disciplied fractions. What remains of the former movement
is in turmoil, and individuals will continue to move in the direc-
tion of third camp democratic socialism,

In this context, Young Socialists welcome former LYL members
and forme}r LYL clubs into united activities with the YSL. 'We do
however insist that any Jjoint activities make clear to the publiec
that we favor democracy and democratic rights wherever they are
in question. Xn no case should the YSL give "democrstic" cover to
totalitarian polities. (For instance, the YSL would not wish join-
tly to sponsor a debate on "Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy"
betw?en e reactionary capitalist spokesman and a defender of Rus-

While the YSL looks toward a general socialist unificetion
around the framework of the Socialist Party as the most effective
pole of attraction for former Communists and Commnist sympathisers
the YSL is open to all these individuals; our requirements for
membership are only the standards we require for united sctivity
-- a commithent to socialism and support of democratiec struggzles
everywhere (e.g., the Hungarian fight for independence). The League
as a whole stands ready to negotiate for unity with eny remaining
LYL clubs on the same basis, and on the basis of full demoeratic
equality within the merged organization.

. - In addition, the units of the League are prepared to discuss
-permanent arrangements for joint activity and education short:of
organic unity with any of these clubs on a local basis, as with

the Y.P.S L. or any other socialist youth orgsaenization which shares
a perspective of general socialist cooperation anl unification.
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