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EDITORIAL NOTES

What the YSR is

The Young Socialist Review is the information and discussion bulletin of the
Young Socialist League and is prepared by the Chicago unit of the YSLe

The «in of YSR 1s to constitute a forum for the expression of all points of view
within the YSL and is open to all mewberse. Contributions from non~merbers =41l be
accopted if of sufficisntly high interest,

articles signed by individuals do not, of course, necessarily represent the views
of the YSL; M"official" material will be clearly labelled as suche

The YSR is published at least bi-monthly, or more often when there is cufficient
copys So, SIMD COFY S SOON aS IT IS READY to 1343 E. 50th Street, Chicaso 15,
Illinoiss &ll copy must be typewriiten, and should be stencilled if possible,

The circulation of YSR is not restricted to YSL members although it is issued
primurily for meubers. For information write the editor of the nationol office,

This issue

anazing) We have managed to get out an issue of reasonable lengthl Hovever
this was mostly an accident based on the fact that several very very long docu~
ments vhich we had been promised were lost at the very last moment and so we g0
to press without Fart IJ of Courade Shane's 3~part resolution and two long arti-
cles by the same. But Comrade Wohlforth, who was to send us the stoncils, ex~
presses his regrets at the delay, and we undersvand that some of these appear
in the current Left Wing Bulletin, have been distribuied sepnrately, et al so
that the delay need not hold wfi pre~convention dfscussion. The issue at hand
contains 2 convention resolutions or amendments, an extensive article by Comrade
Arden, a "third" view by a new contributor, NEC member Bob Bone, and finally

an article on a related subjeci by Debbie lieier and ISL comrade Saul Berg,

The ne:xt issue (no. 5 of the pre-convention discussion issues) should appear
"momentsily" as we have already been promised several long articles for the very
immediate future. Therefore if you have an article you want to appear in the
next issue it should be sent in VERY (UICKLY, and please ALSO, RETURN THE YSR
QUESTIONNAIRE. . So far we have had 3 returns-—--very inadequate samplel

I hope all have read the statement of YSR policy in desling with future articles
wvhich was sent out with the last issue. In reply to two of the returned QUE S~
tionnaires let me state now that: (1) we do have a Chicago editorial board con~
sisting of Comrades Bill, Scott, Ray and myself, and in case of any ticklish
questions arising from this priority arrangement they wili be consulted, (2)
that all members of the Chicago unit hove azccess to 211 incoming YSR meterial

as mell as to & up-to-date list of 2ll articles and their present disposition,
(3) that the editor has no time to correct even simple spelling and gramm:.tical
errors so contributors should try to clean their own copy, and #) that we hope
that after the convention we can put out a neater issue.

Finelly, REMEMBER TO SaVE THESE FRE-CONVENTION ISSUES a4S YOU WILL BE NEEDING
THEk IN LESS THaN 8 WEEKS. '

Debbie ieler, editor
kay 19, 1957

Pese remember, make your articles short if you want us to Btencil theml
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i .- DRaFT. RESCLUTION ON "EERSPEGTIVES FOR AMERICAN SOCIALISM

by Shane Mage ‘ ‘
III: 'The‘Sbciéliét MOvément ;n the U.S{‘

(1). ‘For the first tiue in decades the regroupment and unification of the dis—
persed groups of the american left has become the subject of serious discussion
* ‘améng socialists. This corresponds to a pressing need of the American socialist
movenent and to a radical change in the objective situation confronting social-
ists on a world scales S

(2) The nmericun socialist movement today is composed of small propaganda
groups, isolated fron the main stream of the labor movement, This propaganda~
- group existence, this isolation, flow from the general objective .conditions
of american society in the present period. The working class passivity pro-
dnced by the permaneant war economy cebined with the Yoom phase of the nqrmal
rrosperity-depression cycle has dried up the natural arena for socialist poli-
tical activity,. ' ' ‘ A

(3) & significant revival of the socialist movement in america can come about
only as a result of a fundamental change in this objective situation, Until
economic and social changes sufficient to bring about the general radicaliza~
tion of the americen vorking class have occured, no organizational move can
lead to the establishment of a mass party of socialism inm the UsSe, nor will
anerican soclalists be able to bresk out of their present isolated propaganda

group existencee.

(4) Nevertheless, within the limits of the present social and economic condi-
tions of the U.3., the perennial disunity and fragmentation of the left exerts
© “a very harmful influence. This disunity seriously hampers socialist propaganda

- &nd agitations It restricts to a minimum the possibilities for growth open to
" american soclalism at the present time, I¢ is also an obstacle to .a. futurs

break~through of american socialism from'its preséent isolations.

(5). Unfortunate as the consequences of socialist disvaity have been, the frag-
mentation of the past period has been ahsolutely necessary. at the time of the
first loperialist world war the worlda wyrking lass movemsnt was- torn asunder

" by.the splitu Letveen relcrmism, opporiunism, cen’rism, sccial-patriotism and
all varieties 'of class~collaborutionism on the one hard,. and revolutiomary
barzxism on the other. Since that time this spliv has only deepened, despite
(or rather, because of) the epochal defeats wuffered by the internabicnal.
working class, and therefore by revolutionary socialisme The political vic-
tory of revolutionary socialisu over social-democracy remains today the nec-
essary precondition for successful proletarian revolutions :

(6)  Superimposed upon this fundamental division has been the. influence of
Stalinism, the counter-revolutionary product of the degemeration of the Russian
revolution, The influence of Stalinism and Stalinist ideology has crippled
and’ paralyzed the best, most revolutionsry sectiona of the working class in
every country, and has contribut¥d in no small measure to’'the success of social
‘denmocracy in its role as the chief prop of the decaying dapitalist order.

(7) The great, fundamental change in the world objective conditions of today
is the disintegration of Stalinism. The international working class is now
woll advanced toward throwing off the Stalinist incubus; through the overthrow
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of the Stalinist bureaucracy in Fastern Europe and the collapse of its political
instruments, the CPs of the Miestera lorld,"

(8). Stalinist ideclogy has, in the course of the last year, beenmduced to a
shambles and is rapidly losing its grip over elements, both intellectusl and Pro-
letarian, hitierto held firmly in line, In imerica it ie the crisis of Stalinism;
the disorientation of the socialist groups formerly sympathetic to the Stalinist
bureavcracy and the emergency within the Communist Party itself of tendencies

in the direction of zuthentic socialism; that provides the context for socialist
regroupznent at the present time.

(9) The principal task of a regrouped socialist movement in the present period
would be %o carry on socialist propaganda and agitation inside the working class -
and among other potentially radical groups of the population. 4nother necessary
function of 2 united smerican socialist movement vould be to facilitate a free,
open, and democratic discussion of all the issues before the imerican ahd inter-
national socialist movement, in which all the different tendencies vwithin the
socialist movement would participate. ‘

(10) 'The necessary preconmdition fer the crea%ion of such a movement is the agree-
ment of all the socialist tendencies that would compose it on the basic political
program of the movement. This is especially obligatory in view of the fact that
the american soclalist movement cannot be.expscted to be anything other than a

' ‘propaganda group in the immediate future.. 4any movement in these conditions will
be defined politically by the tyce of propaganda it carries on, by its political
progrome Hegroupment cannot result in a durable unity of socialist groups unless
it is based on a common and agreed on sev of pollitical principles. '

(11) 4American socialists can reach this sort of principled agreement only through
a process of free discussion, of open confrontation of views, ©For this reason

the YSL seeks to engage in discussion with all socialist tendencies on all the
political issues of our times. ile encourage the holding of as many forum-type
discussions as possible, including as many- divergent views as possible, Speci-
fically, we wel.come the formation of the american Socialist Forum, inspired by
asde Muste, e feel that the aSF can help to previde a setup through vhich all
the important discussion now being conducted within the radical movement can con-
tinue and be furthered. ' C

(12) We believe that the. political program of a united socialist movenent should
make a basic and incisive criticism of the most important aspects of %he present
social order in america. -It shopld offer an attractive socialist alternative to
American capitalism as well as to Ruseian staliniems The type of political pro-
gram we advocate for a united socialist movement is illusirated by ths following
points; AR '
, a) & united socialist movement musi defend the civil libertics of all
victims of the witch-hunt, and it should emphasize the deuocratic nsiure of the
goclalism it advocates,

b) This wovement should be for a Ialor Farty as the necessary next step for
the American labor movement, and it should oppose the two capitalist purtiese.

c) It should oppose the Stalinist bureaucracy in the rame of socialism, and
should support the Hungarian and Folish revolutions-

d) It should oprose ths foveign poi~cy of U,s. imperialisu, and support the
national liberation wovemern:a in colomiszl <oantries.-

e) It should, of cours: %= the firos.o: ally of *bs ilgges 2z20le in their
struggle for full eguziity..

(13) & progran of this sort is a neceseity. These are the most important poli-~
tical questions in the world. The basic purpose of socialist organization is to
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advocate socialist politics, and it is impossible to do this without taking a
soclalist political position on the decisive questions of current politics. At
the same time, this socialist political position should be spelled out in terms
general enough to allow tendencies with important disagreements on other issues
to unite behind it. ” '

(14) as a socialist youth organization, the YSL is primarily concerned with re-
grovpment of socialist youth, ie believe that the regroupment of socialist yout
must follow the same general political and organizational lines as the general
socialist regroupment in the "adult!" field envisaged above. However, we recoe-
nize that the tempo of youth regroupment need not be the same as regroupment of
the existing Madult" socialist organizations. A more or less prolonged period
of discussion may well be required before the existing socialist organizations
are able to unite. In the socialist youth field, on the other hand, there
exists a unique factor which makes it possible to initiate, if not consunate,
the process of Tegroupment before the "adult" organizations are able to unite.
This unique factor is the existence of the YSL itself as the only nationwide
socialist youth organization in existence in america today. _

(15) In addition to its status as the only nationwide socialist youth organiza.
tion the YSL has certain unique advantages which give it a chance to play a lead-
ing role in uniting americaen radical youth. It is an independent youth group,
unaffiliated to any "adult" socialist organization., It conceives of itself as

a "broad" group, and can include as members socialists holding many and varied
views and can also include mewbers of different "adult" socialist groups. Its
program is quite consistent with the suggested 5 point program stated above.

(16) These characteristics; broadness, independence, socialist politics; are
those that a united socialist youth orgenization should haves We do not con~-
sider independence from any organic ties to an "adult" organization to be a
desirable characteristic for a socialist youth organization under all ci rcum-
stuncies, and we believe that a united socialist youth organization should be
affiliated to a similarly united "adult®" group, under conditions of the widest
autonomy. However, under current conditions, when unification of socialist
youth is possible before 8 siuilar process can take place in the "adult" field,
the independence of a united youth movement is a necessary precondition for
including within it members of different socialist tendencies.

(17) The YsL possesses the necessary chararteristics to serve as a center for
the unification of radical youth in the U«sSe The YSL therefore rejects all sug-
gestions that it dissolve itself and that its members join some other organiza-
tion vhich does not have these characteristics,

(18) Instead, the YSL offers itself as a center for socialist youth regroupment.
‘e desire to unite with all existing radical youth groups vho would be villing
to discuss unity on the basis of the program stgted above. The 3L also invites
young members and sympathizers of all "adult" socialist groups to join it. This
invitation specifically includes, but is not limited to, the SP-SDF, SiP,
Liberatarian League, members and sympezthizers of the fo:rmer LYL, and sympathizere
of the magazines american Socialist, honthly Review, and Dissent.

(19) In all cases vhere regroupment is not immediately possible, the YSL never-
the less attempts to carry on the widest possible program of discussions and
united Aacticns with radical youth of all tendencies. Even if our differences
vith some group are too great to permit immediate unity, we still seek out all
opportunities for common action on those issues which unite us wvith other
radical youth: defense of civil liberties, support to the struggle of the Negro
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people, etc. Open political discussion and joint activity can lay a sound basis
for a future unity,.

(20) In summary: the unification of American socialists into a single political
organization would mark an enormous advance for the socialist movement if this
unification can be carried out on a sociaiist political basis. Ve have suggested
the main points of a political program which is broad enough to unite differing
sncialist tendencies, and at the same time implies a militant socialist position
on the main issues of american and world politics. We call on all socialist
groups to discuss the political basis of regroupment ag widsly as possible, and
hope to see a united, broad, democratic, militant socialist organization emerge
from this process of discussion. , o >

(21) as our immediate perspective as a youth organization we hope to unite with
all sociallist youth on a basis of socialist politics, and guaranteeing members
of all "adult" groups full equality and full freedom of internal and external ’
political expression. we hope to make the unification of all socizlist youth

our contribution to the process of unification of all American socialists.

- Ehd = T

Eqitors note: This is Part III of a three part resolution. ' Part I on the
International Context was in the last iusue of YSR (aprii 30th). Part II will
appear in the nexs 1ssue of YSR, Part III incidentally also appesred in

the last issue of the Left. Wing Brlle%ina Ve undevstand that Part II will

or does gppear in the current Left Wing Bulletin and has also been circulated
privately. Unfortuaately the editor of the LB, who was to send YSR “%he
stencils for Part 11, along with the stencils for several other articlds on
the Nal majority resolutiouns by Comrade hage, lost these stencils, thus
meking it impossible to.include them in this issue. They will all ‘appear

in the next issue. o ' .
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A Resolution and A Few Comments

by IMike Harrington

I
Proposed Convention Resolutilon

The perspective of the YSL on the question of soclilalist ree
groupment looks toward a lasting and firm soclalist unityes e he-
lieve that the tradition of raids and splits 1s one of the worst
consequences of the sectarlan 1sola tion and division of the Amere
lcan socialist movement, and we view the unity of the YSL, the ISL,
the YPSL and the SP-SDF as a declsive repudiation of that tradie
tion.

We are, of courss, in favor of full, free and open discuss=-
lon of differences within a regrouped socialist movement. 3But
such debate, we belleve, must take place within the context of a
commitment to the baslic notion of a broad, Debslan party. There
must be a certain minimal agreement before we ¢an have a fruitful
and unsectarian disagreement, .

This Conventlon therefore rejects the conditions of affilie-
ation described by the Steering Committee of the Left Wing Caucus.
(LVB 3, p 7) |

We are opposed to projecting a unity which would be immed-
lately confronted by a factional struggle on the question of
unity itself, .- _

Furthermore, we are for an affiliasted youth organizatione
If an "independent" youth organization were possible (and we
doubt it, feeling that a ny youth group rmust rely on ald froi: an
adult grouping, both politically and materially), such an organ=
izatlion would become a center for raiding and permenant factione=
al struggles It would not be possible for it to become the bagis
of a healthy development of the s ocialist movement,

This Convention instructs the WAC, the NEC, a nd any ne=
gotlating cormittee set up for the purpose of negotiating unity,
to implement the political principles set forth in this stateuent,

IT v
Remarks on the Resolution

A brief comment on this motion is in order. It should be
read as a post-seript to my article on "Splittin% the YSLe'

The most recent proposal of the "Left Wing" is one more trans
parent effort to avoid responsibility for the clear and stated
attitudes of the caucus. It apparently developed after comrade
Wohlforth's votes on the question of YSL unity at the April 2 NAC.
Lets revliew the facts briefly:

(1) Corrade Viohlforth, acting "officially", announced
tha t the "Left Wing" 1s for settling all questions within the
YSL, as long as the YSL remains "as it was founded, as s Third
Camp independent youth organization," 1.e. comrade Wohlforth is
loya leesif his point of view wins, ,

(2) At the same time, comrade ‘Johlforth refused to vote in



favor of a motion committing all parties to "remain the YsL, or
eny svecescor organization to the YSL so desigsnated by the Leage"
(he moved to strike tre wunderlined passage), i.e. comrade Viohl-
forth would go to a Convent ion, fight for a point of view, stay
‘In the Y3L 1f he were defeated - but refuse to be bound by the
majority decision. . . o :
' Comrade Wohlforth apparently understood how untenable his own
position wase For the "Left "ing" Steering Comulttee has now Hub-
lisheq a statement pledging that it will remain in the Y3L, even
‘1f unity goes through PROVIDING1}! ' : oo

(a) that the YSL retain policy-making "independence", nar-
ticularly with regard to tke Third Camp; , .

(b) that it retains the right to disaffiliate, and tendenw
‘cles calling for disaffiliation will be considered loyal;’ l

(c) that members of varioys aduvlt organizations can be in
the united organization, o : .

Now this, comrades, 1s a variant of the gambit already en-
ployed by comrade "ohlforth and the "Jeft Wing", Now they pledge,
sincerely, to stay In the YSL through unity as long as...the maj=
ority abandons 1ts mos t fundamental conceptions of unitye - They
‘will be commltted, not bty the majority mo%ion, but by a fantastic
mction- of their cwn invention, calling fer a semi-unity, nerhans
and nayoe, R . ‘
» Look at their coniiticns. : ' '

v (a) since the urnified organization wi.ll probavly be Third
Camp (but why Tim a ncé 3tane, who a re Canronite in politics, worry
about that, I don't know), this isn't too much of a dadges Yot
- the word "irdependence™, given the othep two conaltiens, »ueohably
means that the comradcs will stay in as long as unity isn't unity.

(b} The ccmrades of tle majority project a firm, lasting
unity of wthe soclalist movenent, _Above all, we are comnmitied Go
. the notion tha t raids and s plits. are not on the agenda, that it
would be bLetter not to have unity if unity means further snlits and
raidse The minorfy "loyally" pledges to go along as along as they
are not bound Ly the most. minimel conditions of memhership, 1.0,
they will joln as a "disloyal" (Wohlforth's phrase at the recent
N.Y, camp) minority fundauentally opposed to the very besls and
perspecuvive of the organization which they are "joining,"

(¢} This 1s a real blooper., The minority knows that we
probose affiliation to a united SP~SLCF and ISL. ' Prei imably they
know what affilfation meanse They now promise’ to go elcag as long
83..saffillafion doesen't mean afriliation, as long as the youth
can be a center for rakds from =ll tendencies. ‘

Should anyone propose unity with the SWP, I commli ryself
to go alcrg, nroviding (a) that my. terdency can kreal poriy discle
pling; (h) that my membership wili Le for the purnnze of dilssolve
Ing the 3WP; (c) and thas L can ¢ ‘riovltanedusi v b2kong ‘Lo the ISL.
' I repeat, ths moticn of thre fanority is s hoax aad«a.fraud,
It 1s one riore attermpt Lo define a terdency whick it .oving toward
split as if it were noving “toward mity by the sinpie-expedient of
definins wnity as the transition to a splity @ - . -
The direction of this statement is obvious, The corrades

"promise" to go along “providing" that impossible conditlions, dia-
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metrically opposed to the clear intention of the ma jority, are
met, BY doin§ this, they are attempting to create the impression
that a "loyal" group is be ing forced oute But these comrades, by
thelr very conditlons, are voluntarily defining themselves out of
unitye Since that 1s the fact, they might as well face ite

Some comrades of the minority have asked, "Will you mnite if
the SP=-5DF demands that we are thrown out?" My answer 1s: I would
refuse unity if a condition for it were the exclusion of any YSTer
who agrees to the minimal memhership rules set up by the ﬁE?ority
of the YSL in negotlation with t® SP-SDF, 1.es I will ficht for
the rights of anyone who 1s for the unity which 1s becoming a fact
and wants ‘to enter 1t as a loyal member, . I would not 1lift a finger
to fight for those who w ant to "unite" with full rights on a pro=-
gram of _.anti-unity, split a nd raid. That is; T am not for work=-
ing to facilitate the entrance of a raiding party or a splitting
tendency into a unity whose most fundare ntgl basls is opposition
to raids a nd splits, n't -

The coirades of the rinority still hav?»answered the real
questions is the mlnority, as a tendency, wi ling to be bound by
the majoritr's perspective on unity when 1t wins at the Convention?

1 do not need motions from the "Left Wing" Steering GCo.mittee
to inform me that thse comrades will g0 ‘along with thelr own ;ro=-
grame I assume that, .

) N R LA S
IS I TS
-



WOHLWORTH AMENDMENTS

Amendnents Submitted by Tim Wohlforth to the draft resolution on "Perspectives
for American Socialism, I, II and III" Submitted to the Left Wing Caucus, ' YSL,
by Shane Mages ’

I. International Context

add, following paragraph 16, the folloving as paragraph 16as

In the struggle between Lgypt on the one side and the French, British
and Israell imperialist forces on the other, we socialists did not take
a fneutral" dr "third camp" stand., Ve stood with Egypt and for the dew
fense of Lgypt against imperialism., 4as a first step toward any sort of
Just peace in the Near Last we stcod and stand from the return to Egypt
of all territory she possessed orior to the imperialist invasion-—ine
cluding Gaza ahd the nationalized Suez Canal., Ve opposed and still op-
pose any attempt to put Egyptian territory, including Gaza and the Suez
Canal, under the conirol of american Imperialism through the guise of

- UN control or "internationalization.' ‘ " ‘

II. The Situation in the United States

add, fqllowihg paragraph 30, the following as paragraph 3031

‘When a "left" union like the Unii does adopt a progressive program and at-
tempts to combat, or claims to attempt to combat the speedup in some manney
it is due to the pressure from the rank and file and the existence of op-
position, organized or unorganized, in the rank and file, Socialists,
therefore, attempt to further this opposition and in the UsW, for example,
find themselves not in Reuther's camp but in the camp of the militant
opposition which they attempt to organize. - .

add, following paragraph 32, the followingjas~paragraph 32a

Socialists, therefore, do not offer any support to the labor probe. We
urge the labor movement to a man to resist this encwpoachment of the bour-
geois government into the workingclass movement. Ve do not look to the
bourgeois government to "clean" the unions. Neither do'we expect the top
labor bureaucracy will be able, to do thise. e look only to the rank and
file unionists to carry out the all-iumportant tasks of restoring democracy
in the trade union movement: wiping out any accomodation of the bureaucracy
to the bourgeosie whether this is done legally a2s in the case with a
Tubinsky eor "illegally" as is the case with Beck; and making the trade
unions decent instruments of class struggle.

III. The Sociallist wovement in the United States
add, following paragraph 17, the following paragraph 17at

The YSL réjects out of hand the concept of "unity vithin the framework
of the SP-~SDF," The SP-SDF is a right wing social democratic sect vwhose politics
are fundamentally the same as the State Department. These anti-socialist poli-
tics can not be the basis of any sound unity except for those who no longer cone
sider their differences with the State Department to be important. Revolutionary
-soclalists could not in any sense be loyal supporters of such a party and there-
fore do not offer to join it. any unprincipled unity between the SP~SDF and



revolutionary socialists” who will continue their 'strugzle against smerican im-
perialism as well as Stalinism would lead immediately to a split and therefore
would not lead to a real unity of militant socialist forces in this country,

add, following paragraph 13, the folloying paragraph 13as

- Within such a united socialist party it would be the role of revolutionay
socialists to struggle for a consistant revolutionary program that would
8o considerably beyond the minimum program listed above, Revolutionaries

feel, hovwever, that such a political discussion can best be conducted
-within a broader socialist party which is based on enough common poli-
tical agreement to permit common and principled action. We believe that
such a united socialist movement would be more attractive to elements in
the process of breaking from stalinism and would therefore be an imponr~
tant step in our overall task of re-establighing revolutionary forces
for the building of a revolutionury party in. this country and interns-
tionallye

i
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FOR 4 THIRD CaiP REGROUPMENT

By Bob Bone

An infallible symptom of the dissolution and decline of a socialist sect is an
. ever more imperative campaign on the part of its leaders to sell various Vgete
rich-quick® schemes of growth to the membership. It is in such a crigis that
the Independent Socialist League finds itself toda: » 4and because we are the
Ce facho 1f not the de jure youth section of the ISL, we find ourselves vith no
lack of youth leaders to advocate varicus Sg¢rike-It-Rich programs of their oW,
Two such proposals, which stand in obvious diaiesctical enti-thesis, are being
dangled before the YSL today., I will discuss the antithesks first, beczuse it
is the easier to dispose of. .

On unity to the "lefth

Shane and Tim are chasing phantoms in the direction of the Gates tendency, They
are out on a Shnock hunt, beating tihe political bushes and calling "Here Gates,
here Gates." ihen Foster drives Cates out of the underbrush, they stand ready
with a bag labelled "aYS" to pick up their share of recrults. Big game hunters,

The trouble with this perspective is that the game is a little on the putres-
cent sides VWith rure exceptions, it has political trichinosis. For Stalinism
is a direasc which requires more than one fever to burn out of the blood. And
more offen than not the patient is killed by the cure., Here and there an indi-
vidual makes a sound recovery, but group ther apy is iwmpossible., That's because
total submisgion of the individual to the group is tbe essense of the disease,

Stalinists have first of all to become individuals again,

On bridges into the swamp

Every time I enter the dinosaur room in the local museum of nstural history,

I an reminded of my political past. There in the nidsté of the wesoZoic mud,
hip~deep in the slime, stand scale~models of this once energetic species, Now
extinct, On the wall a brass plate reads: s large number have been found in
americas They were terrestrial animals, though some, such as Iguanodon, fre-
guented marsbx ground, Sowe seem to have been carnivorous, others vegetarian, "
Comraces, I have met botth types, and frankly, I prefer the crocodiles of
Cizeefenokee,

It is into this noxious effluvium that the majority of the YSL~~some with en-
thusiasm, some reluciantly--proposes that we plunge. To be sure, some comrades
who can'$ abide the odor of mursh gas want %¢ clean things up a little before
they wade in, They want to know in advaace about such things as (1) varsty
democracy, (2) internal discission, (3) youth autonoemy, tell, I will give

them an advance guarantee: in the face of an organized left-wing tendency the
SP-SDF leadership will never accept the principle of proportional representa~
tion, will never activate Hammer & Tongs, will never tolerate a youth section
vhich consistently adopts positions to its left.

These comrades are chasing a Wwill-o'~the-wigp = a phenonenon well knovn to

the denizens of bogs., The phantom of easy growth which they pursue ig express—
ed in a mysterious mathematical formula which holds that two plus two equgls
five. The SP, they :rgue, has tradition behird ite It can thus provide a
bridge to the workingelass, and vho is against the vworkingclass? It offers an
opening to the right, and while we are not yet prepzred to embrace the right,
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we wouldn't object to a mild flirtation,

The trouble with this perspective is that the SP is not a bridgs to any thing
not to the workingeclass, not to the students, not to the Negro people, not even
to the liberals and the aDa, It is just another dving sect., The beginning of
sanity on the regroupment question is the recognition of a hard fact which every
smerican socialist should repeat to himself each night before retiring: the party
of Debs is dead,

The crigis in the ISL

So much for the various hallucinations, chimeras, and visionary adventures which
have been passing lately for sober politics among the uranium prospectors and
would-be television starts of the YSL. Do my objections to the current unity
rroposals leave us without a perspective of any kind? Not at all, I have g
modest proposal not without its own intrinsic difficulties, yet perh:ps not
without merit. But instead of beginning with the question, "What orgconization
cun we latch onto?", and proceeding to find political rationalizations for

the move, I propose to discuss our politics, 2nd in the light of these to raise
the organizational question, '

Hal Draper, in his excellent Forum article, raises the essential question: Is

a Third Camp karxist propaganda group viable today? I want to ansver this
question both Wth a yes and & no. In general Draper is correct when, quoting
larx, he spells out the historicsl Justification for the existence of the IsL,
In the absence of a labor party d evelopment, the small propzganda group has its
role Yo play. Now then, since the Lungarian revolution is there more or less of
a need, objectively speaking, for a third camp tendency in america? Secondly,
is there more or less opportunity for such a group to grow?

In my opinion both the need and the opportunity are greater than ever before,
On the one hand, in the face of the "democratict phrasemongering of the Gateg-
ites (why can we see this for what it is in Yugoslavia and Poland, but not in
our own front yard?) there is a greater need than ever to draw a sharp line be-
tween ourselves and the Stalinists, if only to prevent them from breaking out
of their richly deserved isolation under the cover of a new popular frontigm,
This is the tragedy of wuste's aSF. On the other hand, the cold war is here to
stay, and with it the imperative need to attack the permanent warp economy and
america's reagtionary foreign policy vith a free hand, that is, without blunting
the edge of our criticism for the sake of unity with the SP-SDF, This isg the
tragedy of Shachtman's perspective,

uoreover, these moves of muste's and of Shachtman's, each of which undermines
the third camp tendency in its own vay, come at a time when the ch:once of a
modest growth was never so strong. Hungary has given flesh and bone and sinew
to our "abstract" theories, as they hzave beeon called, about the capacity for

. the independent political action of the vorkingclass. Individuals vho have
travelled with Washington in the past are breaking with_EEZE’KETTE calls the
nilitary metaph sics, and individuals who have travelled with loscow in the past
are breaking with totalitarianism. So vhy in hell are ve so eager to throw in
the towel? .

But now to turn to the negative side of by ansver to Draper's question. Note
that he asks, Is a Third Camp MARXIST propaganda group viable today? thus
counterposing to Shachtmanis perspective the nlternative of "business as usuall
«=the ISl as it stands today., MNow if one asks vhether the ISL ag presently con-
stitued is capable of taking advantage of the present situation, the angrer is
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obviously nol The ISL is unadle to recruit, as everyone knows., That is vhy 1¢
is in crisis, and why Shachtman's perspective was advanced in the first place.
and in seeking a way oul of this crisis, the ISLers, both majority and minority,
have ignored the one solutlon which lies under their very nose: the pilo. project
called the YSLo - .

For there was a time not so very lorg ago when the old SYL was equally incapable
of grcwth because of i%s overly narrow ideological base. Giving up its exclu~
gively marxist character, but reteinirg its general tn*rd—camg_prientat;on, the
new o-ganization proved capable of growth uzder much more difficult circumstancer
than we face today. If you understand why people like Shirley and myself can
function eanthusiastically in the YSL, and vhy we are reluctant on the other hand
to join the ISL, you will grasp the difference in growth potuntial between the
two organiz“tlons

The problem then is to accomplish ‘or at least initiate on the adult level a
political amalgam of third-.camp elementswhich has already proved .successful in
the youth field, The immediate problem of the YSL is to intervene construc-
tively in the current debate in the ISL and to counter Shachtman's perspective
vith scme%aing more substantizl than 'business as usual,' This, incidentally, is
the essential tragedy of the present factional fight in the YSL. 1In reacting
against’ the romantic adyentivrism of Shane and Tim, responsible comrades have
stampeded toward the SP, thus ebandonirg in advance any chance of giving Draper
and Haskell some solid support, and of working out with these comrades some

sort of viable alternatlvee ~ : :

The way oub

TWhat elements are available for a third camp regroupment on the adult level? A
clue is provided, I believe by the present composition of the YSL. We have
broadly speaking a Lenlnist~Trotssy1te-tendencv, a left social-democratic
(Luxzemburgist) ‘endency, and a radical pacifist tendency. . Translated into
adult terms, that means the ISL, the Howe group, and the Iv‘uste group. That

is to say,’L£3 Dissen%, and Liberabion, and this; I think, gives us a clue

to the pecuiiar myopia, if not the utter blindness, of the ISL on the whole
issue of sozialist regrdupment. ' For reasons of sectarian hostility well known
to all, the ISL has proved umable so much as to utter that nasty word, Dissent,
In all of iis discu331ons of regroupment, the press of the ISL has maintsined
a thunderous silence concerning this seguent of the political spectrum.

Yet curiously enough, if any unbiassed observer of the american left vwere asked
vhat hopeful signs had appeared during the last three or four years, where a
sparik of life, vwhere some sign of new blood, he would have to reply: in the
publication of Dissent, the formation of Uissentiforums. etcs Neanwhile what
has 1ife in the sects been like! as everyore Knovis, pretty blesak unvil some-

_ one pussed the word that regroupment was in the air. Well, how hzs regroupment
" fared? Or more concretely, how has the third camp tendency fared in the ferment
of regroupment? Now, comrades, the answer is disastrously, is it not?

Miuste is off chasing phantoms in one dlrectlon, Shachtman in another, and our
own organization is coming aPart at the seams &~ all the result of a nice,
friendly, comradely discussion of regroupment, One more regroupment like this
and we'll all be dead. Instead of socialist unity we are more like*v to see a
few new splinters never dreamed of in our wildest moments,

This is neither the time nor place to initiate a debate on the character and
direction of Dissent, But I do want to make one or two points in order to stren
gthen the general nature of my case., In spite of predictions to the contrary,
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Dissent has maintsined a firm third-camp orientation, and is now in my opinion
less in danger of capitulating to American imperialism than certain elements in
the ISL. On the decisive issues of algeria and Hungary, who can complain of
their line? and of course this line will be firmer than ever as a result of

" Hungary. o O oo

ferred even the SDF to the Dissent group}! This I offer as an example of how sub-
Jective emotions can cause even solid political people, who pride themselves on
being scientific socialists, to lose touch with reality. Today such emotions
are not only a luxury which the ISL can ill afford, but a crime. Unless and

u til the ISL finds it possible to make some sort of friemdly overtures to Howe,
I for one cannot take its professions of "dead sectariahiga" very seriously,

On the ocontrary, I can only conclude that it prefers extinction to the simple
acknowledgement of what after all is a fact: . . the constructuve sccialist
accomplishment of Dissent. This is not to admit that they were wrong in their
controversy with Howe over the matter of socialist organization, but to admit
that just as there is a Shachtmen way, so there is a Howe way of being a useful
socialist in america,

Yet no£~60 long ago hax Martin stated to me in private conversation that he rre-

The immediate task

I do not mean to imply that the perspective which I huve outlined offers any
easy vay out. OSome factors iuvolved in its adoption are subjective, and per-
haps accessible to rational control; others depend on objective ciroumstances.
In the first place there is the luste group, the aSF. If my analysis is cor-
rect, the pacifists are in for a bitter expenence there. Nevertheless I think
we should enter the »SF, to argue for the perspective of a regroupment on the

b sis of a principled third eamp program. Ve huve in recent vears had ex-
tremely co dial relations 1th the pacifists, and I would count on our mutual
abhorrence of totalitarianism t6 win for us in competition with the Stalinoids,

4 tougher nut to crack, but not yet so tough in my opinion as the SP-SDF is the
Digsent group., Vhat divides us from them is almost exclusively the organizations
question, and I confidently redict that in this respect they will move slovly
toward our position, that is, toward the need for stronger organizational ties
in the coming period than a magazine alone can provide. Iy reasons are theset
their organizational perspective flowed more from a mood of discouragement in

a very difficult period than from .ny anti~organiz:tional pricniple in their
politicse 4s possibilities for growth emerge, the position based on despair
will disappear. already there are rumblingg (which take the organizational
form of the Dissent forums —- already one step from a magazine) as Dissentniks,
especially those in contact with college students, ask "ihat can ve give them
to do?" 1In the long run, I believe this pressure for an organizational arena
will prove irresistable, und precisely to the extent that Howe succeeds in
attracting new elements to his maguzine.

In conclusion I would like to point out one additional source of expansion for
a third camp regroupment: individuals and even tendencies in the left wing of
the SP. Obviously people like Sibley and others are restless, or they wouldn't
be playing footsie with the aSF., How much more attractive might a third camp
regroupuent seem Yo them? In any case, lest I seemtoo intransigent on the SP-
SDf, let me say that the perspective which I offer does not bermanently rule
out thaut possibility. If we can succeed in the direction of huste and Dissent
we can bargain with the SP-SDF from sgrength, and not from the miserable
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dissolve-andfenter perSpective urged upon us by Shachtméh.

Meanvhile, inétead of casting about wildly for vays to abandon 6ﬁr éraditional
third camp politics, I suggest we see what can be done to irplement.them organi za—
tionally, The third cemp slogan was a good one when the YSL was founded, and it
is an even stronger one today. For a Third Camnp Regroupment! -sgainst liguidation
ism of the left or rightl o R geidation
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THC PROS AND THEIR CON -- PART #1

By Scott Arden
“% How the. "Unity Discussion Began....

Tong before the last presidential election Comrcde Shane developed an at‘l:,itude
on the questions involved and produced a document exnressing his point of view,

He presented his views to the NAC (Nabional iction Committee), of which he was
then a member, at its meeting of Jan. 25%h, 1956, The minutes of that neeting
showr that "i diccussion was held on the Shane motion on political actione.." and
thot it vas "decided to have further discussion on the following week "

The "following week", on Feb, 1, 1956, Comrace Harrington moved, the minutes
indicate, to "table indefinitely", At this point the Share docurent begins to
fade out of the NAC's minutes -~ despnite the fact that it was the only (correct
me if I'm wrong) document any comrade had presented for the plenum then rlanned
for Spring, 1956s.ss the plenum which, if my memory serves re corrcctly, was
called off mainly because the "leadership" had not produced its planned documents,

In lay, 1956, Joan l'orris, then YSR (Toung Socialist Review) Editor, sent out
a national com unication appealing for TSR copy,in which she states that a
"Resolution on 1956 Elections For Plenum' by Shane will appear "in the next mohhh!

in YSR... .

Since all members of the NAC wore present at either the Jan 25th or Feb 1lst
meetin; it is fair to assume, I think, that they were aware of Shane's point of
view and that they, and others, had more than sufficient tim to read his documént
since it was still kicking around the NO (National Office) at least as late as Tay.

One might assume, rerhaps unfairly, that the "leading comrades" of the YSI NAC
had more than sufficient time to weizht Shanets ideas and (should they happen
to disagree with them) nresent an alternative point of view to the Leazue well
before the elections -- which,after all, were not until the following [all, Of
course they may have been up to their ears in other "documents® from Jan to
June but if this 5 so it is strance that a careful reading of the minutes of the
NAC for that period indicates that the exact opposite wag tle cases If any of -
those "leading comrades" had a position onposed to Shanels it was kert a careful
secr>t from the membership of the YSL for the better part of 1956, '

A short time before tle Plenum two things occured. Shane's document, vhich was
never published by the N0, fell into the convenient category "lost, streyed or
stolen™ and the NAC deigned to indicate that it held a different position cn the
election question, , - = '

the NA
Thus, at its meeting of "8-1L-56",opposed the sloran "vote Socialist" for
"ar- of the 3 socialist groums (SIP-SU/P-SP)," Hven this date, it should be noted,
1s decentive since during this neriod tte date printéd on NAC minutes had little
if any relation to the date (sometimes rore than 2 months later) vhen the minutes
were ac'ually published and mailed out so that the membership of the YSL could
learn what its "leadership" was thinging and doing. '

In short, a cousle of weeks before thé.Sept., Plenum (which according to the
minutes of "8-1L-56" would "avoid any major controversial issues ") the unitg of
the YSL were informed of the 1IIAC's position on the Zlection Juestion, '

That is, the majority document on this question was published so late as to
absolutely preclude serious discussion followed by reasored decision,



Further, their document was writen and nresented as though there were no con-
troversial questions involved -- thouzh the minutes of the NAC clearly establish
that at least two NIC members. (Shane-Tim) oprosed the IAC Majority point of view,

Finally, and this is what concerns us nav, .their document on the elections
carried a "rider",.. Tac'zed on, but at the sare time semmingly their main if not
gole motivation, was the revelation that the NAC Majority favored unity of the
YOI uith the SP} : : :

A Let - me make this clear, Now various comrades have a position on the question
Unity betwedn the YSL and SP (now SP-SDF), At that tire , however, no discussion
whatiscever had taken place in the YSL on a national level, Not a documert, not
an article, not a footnote, not even a whisper! True, tho minutes € the July 17th
meeting of the NAC (a mceting from which Tim was absent) outlines a discussion of
tle 1AC Iajorit¥:'s then new line on the SP... but this camnot be counted since the: -
minutes were not mailed out until just before. the Plenum and appeared afier tle
gé?cuiiion had openedces. opened, it must be understood, due to no fault of the HNAC

or ‘y' . ! . K . . . . !

 This brief "history" should establish several points which only the most dis-
honest suoporters of the present lhjority would even attempt to deny. (4) Without
a National discussion of any sort, and (B) without.a sinzle document explaining and
supporting (much less even statéflg it, in more than passing terms) their rosition,
and without (C) even the.slightest advance notice that such a notion was battifig
around in their heads, the NAC lhjority attempted to comit the YSL to a. specific
attitude on the question of unity and regroupment,

They attemptad, that is, to pre-judre the whole .issue of unity (hardly a non-
controv-rsial subjock == 2nd rerembar, the Sept. Plenum was to avoid "major con-
‘troversi-~l subjec’sis~ by cormitting the YSIL. to tle notion of unity with tle SP-
SDF at the Se~t. Ilenum. The discussion, if we were to have one a} all., was to
take place after the decision had been made... vhich as even our newest rember
knous is the lngical and proper time for discussione# : '

The purpose of the above "higtory" is. to demonstrate that tle NAC liajorit, initie
ated the discussion on "unity" in a completdy: irresponsible fashion == and very
probably wanted to aveid the discussion entirely, Their irresponsibility in this
regard has been a senerally admitted fact even by their supporters anc tle desire
0 bypass discussion is' substantiated even further by what has hanpened sinces

# Uithout d-lving into "ancient history" exhaustively it should be remembered that
. the Convention vhich elecied the vresent iC-NEC was indicative of the s me sort

of "functicning®., That is; the majority documents for that Convention were pre-
sented about a monthbelfore the Convention, in clear and oren violation & the Pro-
vision which states that the major majority documents must be presented at least 3
months before the Convention. As a result of this Celegates were elected, for the
most paby, on a "personal popularity" basis.... & renrescntative political division
-having been precluded -~ or at the very least seriousgly hampered, The Ilrtin Clique
was he~vilr over-renresented and vrocecded $o0 elect an NEC vastly over-weighted. in
-1t8. oun favor -- rather than'on the bask of the major differsnces then existing,
While supporters of the curfent NAC-NEC lajority, the one elected by this "packed!
Conven©ion, will no doubt disa~ree with mrr contention that it imas "un-representativBé
and "'over-wirhted", etc.,, they cannot disa-ree that it was "illegal" in that it
violated the demccratic saferuards established in the ¥SL Cohastitution, and that the
handling &f the pre-convantion ciscussion (by the verv comrades that wzre for the
most part re-elected bv the Convention in question) was not such as to a-sure
maximum Convention representation of minority viewpoints.
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Two more points before procecdings 9

- (1) The documentatd on for the above conclﬁsi'ons' is brief only due to considera-
tions of space. Should it be required I will be happy to provide a far more detailec
documentation -- based for the most part on the HAC's own documentss.

(g'). Now that the Ieft-ling Bulletin has made the Draper article on SP-SDF "Unity"
generally available to YSlers at least one major footnote to the above "history" of
the discussion is8 in order,

According to Comrade Draper the ISL FC (Political Committee) was considering the
question of "unity" a long time prior to the opening of tie discussion :r:_n the YSLese
prior, indeed, to the events (Mungary, etc.) which opened the almost universal
discu-sion of unity in the radical world as a whole. e

The point is this: the last time I was on the NAC (not too many years ago) we
had a menrber of the NAC sitting on the ISL's FC as a Fraternal Representative, One
of the major functions of this “rep" was that of informing the NAC ‘of those matters
of interest to the YST being discussed by the ISL FC,

Certainly any possibility of unity between the ISL and the SP-SDF would have an
extremely far reaching effect on the YSL and any YSL "rep" at such a discussion
would be under a seriow obligation to inform the leacding committees of his organiza-
tion, the YSL NAC-NEC, Unless, of course, this "rep" could not function as a loyal
member of the ISL due to a primary loyalty to another organigation which conflicted
with his overating in the ‘.iu;zL in an open and honest faslhion,

But no need to guess, A few simple questions are obviously indicated... we can
draw our conclusions when they are answered (or not answered)., (4) Did the ¥SL have
a "rep" at any of the meetings of the ISL FC vhere any aspect of "unity" with the
SP-SDF (then SP) was discussed prior to the opening of the unity discussion in the
Y512 If so (B), did this "rep" report on this to the NAC? If (C)"yes) why was
this information not commhicated to the NEC in the usual manner (?) and, if ‘'mo",
why not?

. [ ] . [ L] [ ] L] . L] L . L . [ (]

The Fersonality Mongers and their Ploy... sy
(subtitle: The Political Content of Bed-'lecting)
Before continuing one thing should be clear. The various clairs of its various
opponets to the contrary, the INC (Left-Wing Caucus) is not "anti-unity",

If ~nyone in the YSL is against the regroupment ami unification of left forces in
the U.S, that comrade exists somewhere outside of the LiC. -

There are very real and deep differences among socialists on "Mhat sort ol unity
is possible and desirable?" and a host of related questions,

'Such questions are more than "legitimate" when we consider what is at stake -=
the very future of the orcanization most of us (Note, Comrade Harris, most of us,
not just, or even especially, you,) have devoted a considerable armount of time and
energy to building, , T '

“Unfortunately tie indefensibly irresvwonsible manner in which tle NAC introdwced
the discussion (see tle rirst section of th¥ article) has engendered an atmosphere
charged with tension and hostility in which logical and fruitfvl discussion is dif-

fiquz.t if not altogether impossible,

o Rﬁinour, -slander, fancy and simle garden varic‘by hysteria have too often served
in 1lieu of political discussion, I won't suggest that all of the ercesses in this
recard are the exclusive nronerty of the supporters of the NAC Iajority btut I do



think that any objective reader (which I am not), or even anyone vho can add (which
I can), after a careful study of the documents involved irill be forced to the concluse
ion that relatively far fewer of the articles writen by the "Majority" address them-
selves dircctly to the political questions in déspute than do those by members of the
"Minority", I - ' - :

This has been "explained" by various supporters & the "Majority" as being due to
the fact that they can only discuss serious questions among themselves, the "Indepen~
dent Socialist Terdency" (which I guess we of the Left have been unolficially expelle
from-), and not with their "disloyal" comrades of many years standing who happen to
oppose entry into the SP-SDF, ' : : :

This may explain vhy Comrade Martin, the National Secretary (and fofmer National
Chairman) of the YSL has maintained a remarkable silence on the Unity Question and
seems content to leave the conduct of the disoussion in less skilled hands,

I¥ may also explain wh¥ Comra&e Harrihgton, the National Chairman\ of the YSL B
{our political "leader"), can see fit only bo attack the INC on organizational”
grounds rather than to attempt a positive presentation of his views on the unity
question, o ’ ’ R

It may,further,explain why most of the articulate leading YSL supporters of one :
variation or another of the Draper-Haskell position have yet to put forth their views
in one single discussion article in opposition to the Shachtman position -- which.we
aee told they are against, It's no excuse for their failure to preform this elemen-
tary and required (if we are to take their views serioiws 1y) tasKeee. but it may be
gome sort of an explaination, #* o S

Whatever the "reasons" for the peculiar preference of most supporters of the
NAC ‘to avoid. political discussiofi; and however guilty the Left has been of yielding
Yo the hysterieal tone established by the NAC supporters,one thing remains clear:
The least defensible element in the whole discussion to date has been the personal
attackss These discredit those who stoop to use them, » B}

3

Let me first exnlain what I mean, Soglalists are far tle most part people who
are capable of speaking "strongly", and correctly so. That is, they normally can
characterize thelr opnonent's noints of view in an unambiguous fasinion, They sore-
tires amaze the '"general public by demonstrating that people who term: their
comrades "reformists", "sectarians", "opportunists", etc. (and by "etc" I mean
other terms dencting a political criticism) can still remain in the same organiza-

tion and work productivEly together, -

This is quite different from personal attack, Let me illustrate. The Stalinist
moverient in the U.S. (and elsevhers) developed a lovely system of mingling the
personal and.political. In the "charges" against various individuals expelled from
the CP for wmolitical reasons tlie "charge® of "nomosexr—alily®, I am told. was some-
times listsd.. That this ‘'charge" related %o thz priivical reasons for erpulsion
in a somewhat obscure way did not matter. The'cherpoll aviouced predjudics ond .
animosity even wnen lacking ir basis, Other wuck “crarges” usad by the Stglinist

% If 1t turns out that there is come sagra* Jiscussion bullestin being published
in vhich the YSI “Draperites" put forth theix wiavs to tvhe "Shachtmanites" I will b e
only too’glad to revise my attitude, Unleae susn is the case. ard it is a trifle
unlikely; the "Daperites" in the YCL are cléarly guilly of suvpressing their  irpor-
‘tant .political differerces,s ~concealing them fnom th: membership, for ths sole
reason (an inex€usible veason) of achieving a dublouy rés—ectability. in the eyes of
the openly reformist element in the YSLs I say “sole reason" because I can't think
of any posgsible alterrative, Is thefe another reason,Walker? Arlon? JimB? Ttc,?77?
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movement é.m known to all of use.

Socialists have (or should have) a different attitude toward such matters, In
an actual case of homosexuality, for example, should such ever be before us, it
would be totally proner for comrades to privately comaunicate information concern-
ing same to other comrades if such information - had a bearinz on the ¥SL or
the activity of the comrade in question. In“an extreme case, where "Megality" or
bad publicity seemed to ‘be involved it might be deeried necessary to raise the
question offiecially in tle organization, .This, under certain circumstances, would
VIR T Mede 4% % be both reasonable and responsible, However, it tould
never be excusable to raise the question of this individual 's personal deviation
to discredit any political proposals he ut forth, or surported, within the ¥SL.

I ascume that this d;fferentiafion is not obscure, Political »ronosals or
argu. ments should be "* ”.. dealt with, supported or opposed, on a political basis .
Not "disposed of" by personally discrediting their onnonents or proponents,

In this regard several of the supporters of the &’&C_majority have sunk to the
lowest conceivable level of discussion and if their arguements have any merit it:
is obscured by their disgusting personal. attacks, . :

Readers of the YSR are aware of a number of such "attacks"... the last three or
so &ssues have been studded with them. I shall concern myself here with only two
such attacks -- ons which has not appeared in YSR (yet) bub has been circulating
"privately", . . 7'5“ another that I am by way of being a minor expert on,

The first is Comrade.llorth. That his previous membership in the SWP should- be
"used against him" is vile, The comrade in question left tlie SWP when.it pulled
its "Chicago raid" on the ¥SL, That is, when tle SWP withdrew its "people" (or
attermted to do so) in such a way as to "hurt” the YSL, Worth stayed in the YSL
anl Left the SUP - thus discrediting the SWP, To now make snlde remarks -about . :
his "former SWPism" is inexcusably low., Those who do so might well remember that
cuith and other supporters of the MNiC Majority (including, note well, our venerable
6-inrade Harris) also can be "charged" with "former SUPism",,. if this Ucharge" ig
relevant to the political issues before the YSL today, B :

The second case is that of the attack in YSR 6:; oné Scott Arden, Three parts,

1. Denitch's gratuitous "blows" can be warded off without effort. - I suggest that
he is unspecific precisely because he has nothing to specify, In answer to his
"charce" I refer comrades to the minutes of the NAC for the first 6 months or so
- of its existence, the period during which I was YSL Iational Secretary, After - -
reading these minutes, I beliecve, any comrade » whatever his criticisms of Scott,
will disavow the notion that Scott has never been noted for his attempts to build
the YSL (or whatever words Denitch used), It is a simple matter of documentary
record open to any comrade interested in facts as opposed to.fancies, (In passing.-
it should ‘be mentioned that Bomrade Worth is at lecast as much a "leading comrade
of the minority" in Chicaso as I am... where Denitch hear me 'boasting" o*herwise
I don't know,) ' ’

2¢ Comrade Debbie is another case. She is by no means "fuzzy™ (to. use a word be~ .
loved to her due to its quality of scientific precision) on the Scott Question,
To her I am paranoid.® If this i a ‘medical designat on it is not substaniiated
as such but that should not worry USees it doesnit worry her. Disagreement with

--------------------------- o m m W B ®m oW moew o o w oew

- # It should be noted that Tim was also a "paranoid" - until he became a "Cannop- .

ite! T'would seom that minority members of the MAC just posiess a natural
irclination to this particular malady, Shane is the only krown immune to dates
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Debbie has always been an evidence of "something" to her, It just figures, If you
disasree, with Debbie, as I have on numerous 7uestions in the five or so years

we've worked together in the socialist movement, prepare for a telling psychological

insight or two, ‘ . s S

As a-concrete (and sole) example of my, "disorder" she refers to:my answer to her
article on "Abstaining", BEven if the article in question is, 1lét us say, "incorrec}
or "wrong" or just plain '"bad-thinking" it is still impossible; I submit, to deduce
from it that which Debbie'charges', ' T L .

‘Perhaps some comrades have forgoten that at the last Convention several delegates
abstained on voting for .a "barocratic dollectivist™" analvecis versus-a "state-capita-
ist" position, Debbie, along with other "majority" supporters vas outraged to learn
that sorme of these abstentions were due to the fact that the comrades in question
felt that they just did not know enough about the questions involved to vobte one
way or the other,:

The implication.then, and in the article I took her up on, was thot you don't.
need to know anything, just vote with the richt peorleé regardless of vhe‘her or -
not you understand vhat's involved, I disagrecd with her then and I disagree with
her now, This is, I admit freely, a difference, But is it "paranoid" on my part
to remember her vrevious attitude and.relate it to her present posiiion? -

Fortunately, most of those trained in.tlke field she presumes to pass judcements

n require more substantial evidence, As stated, Debbiz ad I have a long history
of differences, She once, to cite only one example, firmly believed that the sole
hope (of the YSL was to buy Comrade Denitch a white horse and refuse him nothing,a.
the role of the rest of us was to be that of following the vwhite horse with a broom
and basket to #§ilest and register the masses of new members., I favored a collective
leadership, in opposition to her scheme, and fortunately the majority of the NAC
vetoed her "plan" for "pulling the YSL out of its sectaridn existance',

She wanted me to "get oub" of the YSL at the time of that dispute (a few short
monthg after the founding Convention)! Somecne has kindIy given her a new'"plant
to "pull the YSL out of its sectarian existance® and we are back to where ve started,

Oppose her ideas? GCet out§d Disagree with her? Insane !l , ,

I don't mean to imply that Comrade Debbie isn't, emotionally speaking, tle moét
.stable person in the Chicago Unity.. she may or may not be -~ I'm content to leave

her problems of this sort to those professionally equiped to handle them,

For our purposes it it only worth noting that I have found it possible to oppose
Debtie, vhen I disagree with her, on a nolitical basis, dealing with her ideas -=
as ‘onposed to publicly biroadsiding "insTgh¥s™ into her emotional difficulties as
answers to her political ideas, It is unfortunate that she finds it recasonable to
give her nersonal hostilities nolitical contenti,, at least in her own mind,
3¢ Conmrade Harris's personality mongering is of the same order -- if anything even
more based on personal antipathy.lle are now engaced in a factional situation so thig
gives him an excuse to climb out of his woodwork and air long-standing persomal .
griefs., This article was delayed carefully to give him time to do so. Debbie and
Denitch are nilers next to Don when it comes to "hate" politicing, : ,

At the last Convention, during one session of which it was popular to air crit-
icisms of Scott, Harris had a ball, He topped everyone by attackinz me on the one
point others avoided carefully... my articles in LABOR ACTXON c¢n the Negro Question
during the previous year, which were favorably received by most comrades,



- 23 -

‘That is, Debbie to:the contrary, I don't think I'm perfect and while I analysis
the attack directed at me at ‘the session of the Convention mentioned in terms of
what motivated it Politically I still recognize that certain of the specific critic-
isms vere justified., This was most true, of course, where personal animus vas
lacking ': .. Harris was not :anolved in much but, ‘

To the extent that Harris s attacks are ever political (i.es, answerable in pol-
{ticel terms) they are so weak as to he barely worth a’reply., He is far more
comfortable vhen applying the "lethod"... which he has magtered well, In case there
are any would be imitators of Harris among the readers of this artilce let me brief-
1y state the "lethod" in outline terms. :If you are in onposition to someoncs idaas
(and if you don't like the guy so much the better) dontt restrict yourself to dis-

« crediting or distroying his ideas... Go whole hogl Destroy him, personally, and
then no one will even bother to listen to his ideas.

How can one ansver this Sort of attack? I am "childish! an irrational lecader-
hater, my interest im political questions ig doubtful, etc, I repeat, hcw can one
ansver this sort of attack? 4nd, of course, if it remains unanswered then there
is always the possn.bl‘l ity oft someone believing it,

Part ;72 of this article (which will be ready for one of the next issues of YSR)
will take up- some of the more political arguements Harris raises and many questions
posed by Harris and other opponents ("clean" and "dirty") are ansvered indirectly
in the 3rd section of this installment, Since the only reply that would effectively
ansver the unansverable parts of Harris's effort would be a two hundred page work
citing - .- Jdozens of articles, several hundred letters, and an assorted mass
of minutes, resolutions, etc., A I will restrain myself and only remind comraces
(es*‘ecmlly the newer ones) that they need not take anyone!s word for anythinges.
Much is just a simple matter of writen record and over half of Harris's "points"

.+ 2 directly in contradition to that writen record, Check it for yourselves., .~

“rough on this, The three nersonality-mongers menti oned above stand exposed.
for what they are to anyone who takes the trouble to read their "articles'.. That
“~hLese three are among the "hottest" for "getting rid of" (Expe"ling’) the LC
should be cormon knowledge... but this will be discussed in Part 2,

will

I hope the above section/be sufficient and that in the future when sore onz
raises . :a question or makes a point the answer won't so frequently be reducable
tc "You're aess." and that "persenality” attacks will ro longer be ‘areuenced as
thoush they had political meaning.

In conclusion, on this, let me make one thing veg clear, That membcrs of the
Left have to date avoided the sort of "discussion™ refered to above is to their
credit. It would be completely erroneous to assume, however, that many leaders
of the Rirht arernit at least as vulnerable to attack on such a.level, The vulner-
ability is extensive and The attacks on us may be "bait" thrown out hopi: g ve would
reply in kind, Then we could have a fine discussion in YSR alout who wet: his bed,
beaats hisg wife, who stole which mimeo machine, or whatever -- in short, evoxybhing
exce»)t the important political questions facing the YSL today,whi ch uhe "leadership"

“ipuld much rather not discuss at all, as scveral ‘of them admit,

oi...f)ll‘l.ll..
B .

- SKFism an’ L“* ty (subtltle-"fhe Viper in Our Mdst")e..

In ovening this section one small point must be made. This article is writen
by me (Scott Arden ohly, no Committee or Caucus or Sewing Circle, etc,), Views ..
expresqed may- or mav not be ohared *by others in the, LifC.  Such a statement is
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required only because some of our less scrupulous opponents delight in assigning
to the Left as a whole every view expressed by any individual member of tle Ieft

on any question up to, but not yet including, Bee-Xeeping.

It may come as a distinct 'shock to those.comrades who read what they want to see
rvather than what is writen -< and to those who have not carefully followsd the dis-
cussion == but it is a plain-unsanded, unvarnished, .ordinary fact that Caucus
membeps have comion views on certain questions and vastly varying views on sixty
other topics., Is there anvone who §_’g:1_.2} doesn™t understand ,?his? If so I wou:}d
sugzest that such a person skip thé section below since it will 'only confuse him,

First, I am for unity of the left,in the U,5, & elsewhere. At preseni I see
‘no possibility of a "mass" socialist movement in the U,S. in tle immediate period,
I wonld be delighted t6 be proven wrong on this but it must be noted that no one
has presented a seriows argu ment demonstrating that the immediate neriod in the
U.S. will be marked by massive working-class unrest, upheavals, eics

I see, as does Shane and everyone else I know.of, tle next major progressive
political developsment in the U.S as the formation of some form o labor party.
I look forward to functioning in such a party, as a socialist, but until then
(barring orly unforeseen develop:nents which cannot now concern us) it is my view
that the "sect" nature of socialist existance in tle U,S . cannot be basically
changed, . ‘

Iet me make this ... .3 clear. I am for the biggest, best, most influencial
and effective "sect" possibles I'm not for "narrow sects" versus 'broad sects" or
"weak sects" versus "strong sects", etc, '

Politically? All I require is. the minimal socialist basis, By "socialist" I
mean, in this case, what is renerally caﬁea-revolutionary'or proletarian socialism.
Briefiy, this includes all sodialists of whatever particular bent vho favor a
fundamental transformati on of both Stalinism and Capitalism, by the wvorking-class
primarily, and the creation (vhatever the terminalogical differences) of worker 's
power internationally -~ and recognize that this will not come about through any
form of "gradual reform" or modification of tle ‘existing social orders.

This would include almost the entire merb epships of the present YSL, I51, SwWP,
and a large section of the SP-SDF left, ‘as well as elements now (or recently) in

e

the CP, LY¥L,around such magazines asDissent,” Monthly Review, American Socialist, anc

others.

Tt would exclude (by its E_c_)l.itics') Stalinists and Reformists -« and I would
define, briefly, the latter category as applying to those who support the Mlest"
or "Free World", howevsr critically, internationally kand/or support class collabor-
ation domestically,.) Of course all socialist.organizations have am do inclule
sore wembers who are members by mistake and who really aren't socialists at all =e
this would be even more truec of a broader, healthier, more attractive "unified"
organization, £And nothing excluded groups-as such vhich hold certain consciow
differences as long as they are willing to operated in the context of a broad#
(perhans YSI style) "discinline', : L - .

But is the above basis, '1oese1y stated as it is, "Atéo’ ,harr}ox-r"? Hardly., It is

minimal to the extent that more minimal you can't be and still term the end produc®
"socialist!, ' ‘ ' , -

An orpanization of some sort could, it is true, .be formed on a "more minimal®
basis but then those who form it should be honest and call’ it a M.iberal lease® or
"anti-monopoly ®oalition" or "anti-Stalinist secalition" or whatever is most appro-
priate to whatever it actually is, ' '

’
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At various times, in various countries, it has been essential that any group
gseriously contending for power include "socialist" in its titze in one form or
another, Even Hitler found this useful. This, however, is the U.S., year 1957,
and no group should find it nesessary to call itself that which its political
position contradicts,

But back to the unity I'm for. The alternatives to a unity along the general
lires . stated above are seveoral, lost likely are those vhich would seem develop=.
ing at ~resent.., A "Stalinoid" regroupmcnt on the one had and a "Reformist"
reproupnent on the other,

While either or both of these may come into being in any evend, the existence
or non-existence of a socialist regrounment is crucial, In its absence many pre-
sently socialist will TWadapt® themselves to one or tke other pro-imperialis t
group (M"anti-mononoly &0alition" or "anti-Stalinist epalition"), Should a real
socialist unity be achieved, however, it could,and in all likely-hood would, re-
crult heavily Brom both the Stalinists and Reformists aml would be in a strong
position to attract the bulk of 'mew" socialists who in the past have gone for the
most part to the Stalinists,

In any case it is absurd to imagine a ™unity" vhich would have no programe The
Muity" of the ¥SL and ISL into the SP-SDF would have a PrograMe.s the program of
the SP=SUF,.es vhich to Shachtman is not a bad idea at 311 -- and this is not a
"slaider" but rather anactually worked out part of his position

Can the sort of unity I'm for be achieved? Vhile nothing is for-sure it is
ab least as realistic as Shachtman's proposale Thouch there is a greabp deal of
hostility (a good part of it irrationally motivated) between some members of the
ISL and SUP, the two main fadult" forces which would be involved, it is not so
great thet it cannot be overcore in tle interest of that which we 211 (I hope) -
hoid in common -= our revolutionary oppositinon to both Capitalism and Stalinism,
.3 common ground we lack with the SP-SDF, and as to "ostility" there is about
;i muact o overcore in one direction as the ‘other.s and less rolitical basis for
o doing with the SP-SDF,

[0]) 51_'51.."3

Just what are the "Cannonites"? Is the SWP the boogey-man collectively person-
ificd? Ts it TMobjectively Stalinist?® (which I guess is some thing like callirg
the social-democracy “objectively fascist!,)

In my viewi(which I don't doubt dffers from Shane, Tim, Martin, Harrinc-ton, etc,’
the SUP is a revolutionary socialist "sect™. with a position on tle Russian Questio:
vhich logically leads to "Pabloism" and other "Stalinoid! develor.ments, Fortunatec
1y, however, the present SWP majority is not Mlogical® in re-ard to this rosition
and as a result has maintained an essentially vigourcus (with some inconsistancies)
oppotition to Ctalinism,

Micn mcre can be szids Differences oxist cn a number of ~vre» quesrtions, The
SWP's tactical approach to S%alinism is certainly open to cusction, As toc the
charge of "SLPisn" ("Deleonism"), it % not entirely withouws merit, ‘rhat is, the
SWP can hecome the ncw SLP,.. incanable of adarting itself to new conditiors ,
degnatic ond Inflerible, etc, Certain evidences of a tendency in this d.rection
exe 1:013h0 all of us., Still other criticism can be leveled o the "Mourd thic
Poriyi theory and related matters involving internal narty r=latil ons, "digci line",
etc, Ail of tnis and more.

But, unless we hold to the view that tle SWP is already"St=1inist" or incurably
"1ectarian", and must be writen off without further discassion, then e must
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(if we are not to be the "sectarions") not.exclude from our unity perspective the

largest single revolutiorary socialist grouping in thke U.S.

Comrades should not forget (while dreaming df the Phundreds" of new members that
Santa Shachtman has promised them) that the present SUP, by a reasonable estimate,
is at least equal to tke ¥57~-ISL and SP-SDF corbined, in terms of actual (i,e. the
"book" mermbership of the SPwSDF == which,to state matlters milcly, is wildly eragera=
ted and has nothing in common with real menbership) rembership,

Can any of the above be read o mean that I'm”sympati’xic‘.',’w the SWP? Hmrem?
T world cur~est "Mo" but rather than attenpt to arpue the question in advance Itf11l
content myself with stating some facts which might just be related,

I am in favor of recriiting comracdes o tle SUP awvay from the views they hold
on tle Russian Question and on other questions where I do not agree with therio
It is a maitter of record that I attempted to do so, with some small degree of
success (as perhaps comrade JimB may still be willing to admit), when the SWP
"invaded" tle Chicago Unit several years aro, My position on this has not chanped
in any major sense, Comrades should note, however, that even then I did not '#&
attempt to regruit SWPers to "bumrocratic collectivigm" (vhich may be what the
"indenendent socialist tendeney® is all about) but rather used "state-capitalism”
as an alternative theery to the "Degenerated lorker's State! notion, -

Needless to say I oppose socialists joining tle SWP as it now stands,.. Just as
I oppose them joining the ISL as long as that orpanization's sole aim is the cone
sumation of a "Republican marriage" with the SP-SDF and continudsito adapt its
political views to that end,

My disagreements with Shane are no secret to anmyore, especially not to Share,
and the more perceptive readers of this article might note certain riore than minor
differences between ny position and Tim's, Further, at any time that Shane s that
‘devil, or aryone else, attempts to"capture? the YSI, for the SUP (politically or
organizationally) I will be only too happy to bloc with any comrades who share i my
opposition to such an attomnt, ‘-

Clear enough? Is more required?

My attitide toward working with SUPers (actual type) is no secret and I've prac-
tice’ it considtontly, I will work with afiy comrade in the YSL in those areas vhere
we have coimon agreement on important quest ong, unless I am convincad (Harrington
being convinced isn't good enough for me) that the comrade in question is disloyaI
to the ¥oL. And by disloyal I iean to the TSI, orpanizatlonally, not to some -
so-called "independent socialist tendency" (which seems to have come To rean the
specific viars of the ISL on every question, and no matter how they change, in so
far ag they differ from other orpanizations == including, logically, the YSL),

Concretely;this means "spys", "plants", "Mireckers", "raiders", and asscrted other
fiends, As to Share and Tim it is my opinion tiat they are none of these,

As to the "leadership" of the "Camnonite" Caucus and its "Cammonite" snokesnen,
the present leadershin is comrosed of a five man Steering Committee, Its rembers
are Worth, Jim R, Scott, Shane and Tim -= with Tim ag Secretary of the Steering
Committee,

Is Tim, if I may anticipate a slander, Secretary because he is closer to tle
viewroint of the SUP on certain questions than = the mijority of the Committee?
As far as I am concerned the exact opposite is closer to the. truth, It remains
a matter of recorced fact that Tim just hammens to be living in tle llational Cénter,



and is the only member of the Left on the currant NMAC, In addition, of course, he

Just hanpens to be talented, encrretic » and loyal to the YSL, desnite his difference
with the majority point of view, These latTer voiunts I just throw in for their
educational value -- the first two, location and political post,-- are suffieient

to make any other choice of .::#- 117 1% Secretary unlilely,

Shane, like Tim, is articulate and writes constantly, Some of what he writes
I agreec with, some I disasree with -- some are Caucus cocuments, sone are individuel
documents, Certainly no one would be so rash (not until all file copjes of back
issuss of YSR are destroyed at least) as to deny that there is no other member of
the YSL (not one) whose literary and theoretical output comes near to matchirg
Shane's, It is nossible to £:v = disagree wibh him on every question but the
fact remains that he has established himself as the most serious theoretically
inclined comrade the YSL has produceds No one denies that he belongs on tle NEC R
whatever his views (that MEC which has room for comrades who have not writen one

single article for YSR in all the time they've been in the YSL).

Desrite the fact that both Tim and Chane clearly deserve their NEC seats far
more than do many supporters of the present majority -- despite this fact - it.
remains to be established that if the Caucus were given two seats (only) to f£ill
on the NEC thaot the comrades in question would be the two chosen,

I mention this, in passing, because along with other "points" the vulnerable
Comrade Harris makes their NEC membership a charge against the left -= a "proof"
of our "Cannonism", The argu:ment goes, I guess, something like this: Tim-Shane
are those in tle Caucus leadership closest to i/ "Canonism", they are the only
two Caucus members on the NEC, thihs mokes them the representatives of the Caucus
on tle I'EC, therefore (conclusion): the IIC chooses "Cannonites" as its ilEC
representatives, The only trouble with this "proof" {which ar-pears on pase 20
o his opus) is that Shand-Tim were elected to the MIC at the laost Convention,
+c 11 before the TIIC was formed, and are not responsible te the Caucus for their
ITt ceats, Harris knows this full well but since he can contrive to put this
"o lione" across"ambiguously™(i,e, s in such a ,way that he can attermt © claim it
¢Zln't really say the only thing it could possibly mean) he slips it in with his
other half-truths and inventions, - :

The point should be clear to the most backward cretin, When any Coucvs rerb er
pr3s2ats a point of view on a non-caucus matter he does so 2s an individual member
02 uhe YSL and Shane and Tim are the only two leading members of the Caucus on the
present NEC precisely because they were elocted to it by the suprorters or the
nresent NEC majority at the last Conven‘ion ow not because they were the tuo come
rades sinrled out above all others by the LiC to sit for the LIC on the IEC,

Does this clear up any confusion? I assure that no one accr.ies Ed, Jim or
mysef of Zeing"Connonites™ (Except , of course, "objectively™, . 1.ke Mg 21ale
fasciets", yet we arc all spokesuen of the LIC in exactly th came sense ; and to
the sam: u2yree; as are Shane aml Tim,

One last point on "Cannonism", Denitch states that the okl cazo e mbers of the
IJC have "also bee@n active of late, sugrestine Sip speakers Sor the YSLM, Two things
are inv:ived here, the first of which can be dis-osed of 1 th disratch, This is
the “r;eation (and Dabbie to the contrary its there) that =2 rele op 1rdo
acwor v of TG gupnorters in Chica~o is SUP oriented, By a. .ount we oo ot least
ac autiore as the cther members of the YSL in Chicazo in terms ol genercl cedliary
Plon-wnmi ot Y5T, work -- s0 this implication is as unfounded as iv is snide.

oro importan* is the Qe stion o "suggesting SUP speaiergi. Since I +lowr the
SUP 55 one of *he main groups which should be involved ir scctalist unifization I



am naturally in favor of breaking down irrational and artificial barriers to contact
with the SVIP, Other Y5lers musb, from my roint of viow, learn for themselves that
SWPers are fellow socialists and notMionsters from tlhe cess-pool of Stalinism',
This is my reason for provrésing, or voting for, an occasional SWP sneakers, It .'. .
should be noted thet the LWC, neitler nationally nor in Chicago, has a posii on on
this -- we in Chicago acted strictly as individuals,

lever-the~less only two SUP speakers were pronosel by IIIUC members in Chicaso
when Denitch made his chizrge, One was Vincent Dumn, described by the bovrgoo:}s
press as "the man who made Minneapolisz a Union TownM, at a nublic campus me?etlng
on the tcpic of the Teamster!s Union; of which he formerly was an outstarding lead-
er, Dunn gave his talk, did not give a recruiting speach for the SWD and did not
attack the ISL or ¥SL, The vkewpoint he presented was one with which members of
the Y5L cculd agree or disagree regardless of thoir posiiion on SP-SDF "Unity",
It was an interesting meeting and the YSI. has sponsered speakers with whom it had
far less in common,

The other SWPer was a mermber of the State-Capitalist, non-defensist (on the
Russian Question) minority in the SWP, She debated an ICLer on the Dole of the
Party at aa unpublicigzed meeting, The point of view she presented was the traditionw
al Leninict view (whatever one may think of it) which otherwise would not havé been
expressed, Since the purpose of this meeting vas educavional, involving outside
speakers, it was perfectly proper and was approved by tie maj ority of tle Chic ago
Unit' -- as was the Durn meeting, Note ~-- approved by the majority of tle Chicam
Unit, not "slipped over" by tk INC, R !

Thus for this "charge" of Denitch, I'm also in favor of including the SWP in
such cvents as unity symmosiums and united lay Day celebrations, This last point
arose when one of the leading (local and national) members of the Right opposed
inviting the SWP to participate in sponsership of a united lay Day #i.% meeting
along with the YSL, ISL, SP-SDF, Lib's, Bund, IWW, etc,

His min argument was "this is a democratic socialist lay Day celebration and
thoy dn't belong," Vhen it was suggested that the SWP was also "democratic
socialist" and that this particular celebration, in any case, was a "radical",
as opposed to "democratic socialist", May Day meeting, as the inclusion of the
anarcho-syndicalist IWW (noh "socialist" at all) made clear, he stubornly
maintained that the IW was a "democratic socialist organization" and tle SUP
was not, TFortunately the comrade in question was voted down and the Chicago Unit
went on record favoring a UNITED lay Day lleeting,

I cite this case not primarily to give Denitch fuel for anotler distortion but
because it is indicative of the " Hi¥ . stupidity, politically speaking, “hat
flous fwom the position of the NAC-NEC lMajority,and becouse it demonstrates that
those comrades not in the Ieft but at the sare time not fanatic ally committed te
"Unity et ail costs" are capable of casting their ballots in an intelligent ard
decisive manner,

The balance of power in the ¥SL rests in the hands of these comr ades aml so
long as they persist, however inconsistently, in-confounding the Right by casting
their ballots in a rcasoned and critical fashion this exhaustive discussion is
well worth vhile,
¢ o 0 ® 2 [ ] ® & ¢ o & o o

In conclusion of this sore vhat long article I should lile tp thke this occassion
to report to gou that the supporters of the MAC-NIC majority here in Chiccgo have
formed a faction, meet, plan tactics, etc, In contrast to the manner in vhich the
IWC has functioned this "faction" has vet to inlorm tle unit,officially, of its very
existence -~ let alone its political basis, membership, who's allowed to join, eic,
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THE VaiGUaRD PaRTY

By Saul Bdrg and Dobbic weior

The following article was written originslly for FORUM (ISL discussion
bull-tin) and will, in only a very slightly altered form, appear there
very shortly. Lowevar, since the issues it raises arc of pertinence

in the presont YSL discussion we arc also submitting it to YSR, “Sinece
this is tho vork of two authors (in actual fact it is based primarily
on an article by Befg with "additions" by meirr) it Has some of the .
d-fects of such a conglonmorction. .c hope it will stirmlate tho thinke
ings of some othérs along these lincsees, ' '

It would be proswiptuous for us to state that in this article we arc presenting
the views of the Ledgue. e have adopted in thé pzst rcosolutions on the socinl
Jdenocracy, resolvtions on our Labor Party p-rspectivias =nd on developments in the
British Lubor Party vhich, in our opinion, stem from the sort of attitude we ox-
press here, These resclutions znd related discussions did not pretend to deal
broadly with the vhole concept of a vangu:urd. Nevertholess our guess is that
vhat vie are going to say is in general in accord with the current vicws of most
_of cur menbers. Even most of those whose first rocaction will be to Cisagree
" should stop to cxaninme vhether they are mercly hanging on to traditional baggage
that is in conflict with their own attitude torard present-day problsms.

" EARLY P~S«P DIFFZRENCES ON VaxGUaRD

Vithout a doubt the position of rovolutionary sccialists 7ith regard to the van-
guard party has undergone chenges in the past 10-20 vears. at the timo of the
split in the S#, certain inaications of these cheng.s showed themsclves. One
difference, ‘crucial in the early .P-5.P relations, was «ith regard te internal

" daiocracy within the party and the relationship betwcen the party and tke public,
"The .orkers Party developed a position, quite diffcrent than the "orthodox

T Trotskyist" ome, that it was a peversion of Leninism, or in other words of sound
socialist practice, to exclude the public and therefors the vorking class also,

- frow purty disfussions by holding then behind closed doors and presenting only
the conclusions--the m.jority opinion and its analysis--openly. The .f hecld that
since the tusk of a revolutionary vanguard was also to educate the vworking class,
this weant that all the activities of the party should, if possible, be carricd
"on vhere all could see and hear. That neant that nembers should have the rizsht to
defond their positions publicly prior to the "final decision, and also to con~
.tinue to argue publicly for their defeated position in order to attenpt to change
the party's position and to educate the vorking class in thé process., In terms
of action, the .P held, of course, that this did not affect the responsibility
and obligation of :11 merbers, minority and mzjority, to implerent the majority's
decisions, and to differcntiate oneself from the organization vhen one felt it
necessary to put forth the ninority's viewpoint,

"To the SWP this was considered heresy——a breach of the basic conceptions of a van-
guird, Such a vanguard, they held, could not lead the viorkers if it came before
‘then in a divided intellectual and theoretical state, if all its members did not
act and talk like a single unit, wlways putting forth the correct posi*ion‘as da

 termined by the party as a whole in its internal, private discus.ions . + ~e

* ' vanguord nust through its press, its meetings and its me mbos . fativadual L aes

av, &l tiuges a» a siigle boay, functioning under the toohitess crscapline anit

., most single-minded direction. It was only inm “his maivr that tiey couldhowve %o

" lend the workers, and only thus that they could, with Sheip small”ﬁﬁﬁbérs, comdat

' ie capitalists, they argucd., ‘ ' S -

- -~
)



The differcnces between us and the SiP areeven greater today however. For from
this early break with traditionul orthodoxy, the W P moved, gradually and not al~
mays with such conscious clarity, to break with other orthodoxies.

THE NEZD FOR REVOLUTIONARY LEzaD5aSHIP

In approaching the subject of a vanguard party, let is be clear that we are not
denying that the working class, in order to take power, neceds to be under the
leadership of revolutionary socialists. 48 our views have altered we have never
ignored the need for a party with a revolutionary program. There has to be made
at some point a connection between the simplest strivings of the mass of tho peoplr
and a conscious struggle for a fundamental change in the social order. "Conscioust
obviously implies that the class has come under the leadership of people whose
stratesie aim 1s workers power, and workers power for the sake of achieving the
abolition of exploitation.

THE HUNGaRIaN REVOLUTION &S aN EXaMPLE

We are not arguing, in other words, for spontaneity., Amazing upheavels have taken
place, it is true, that were unforeseen by the very elements that found themselves
in the forefront of them. The Hungarian revolution was an example of this., It
didn't spring from novhere, but it came from what was intended merely as a pro-
test open air rally, Nevertheless, if the Hungarian revolution had been able to
develop free from Russian intervention, the successful consolidation of workers!
power on a socialist basis would have depended on the conscicus aims of leader
ship vhose socialist education came from two main sources: (1) among the student
youth, the intellectuals and the CP rank snd file from their practical lssons in
the contradictions between life under the bureaucratic dictatorship and its stated
aims and propaganda, (2) mong a big section of the working class frem its tradi-
tional attachment to the aims and methods of democratic socialism, reinforced and
concretized by its experience of-life under Stalinism. In short, if the Hungarian
revolution was- socialist in outlook this was the result not only of materisl fac-
tors but also of a lengthy educational process, which brought to the fore cob~
scious democratic socialists who had evolved to their present state of conscious-
ness from different backgrounds as the result of their experiences., .

If Russian intervention -had not taken place, political differentiation night have
taken place in the workers councids and other organs of revolutionary powver and
the most’ advancéd socialist elements in these councils vwould probably have or-
,ganized nationally to further:theit aims. Such a revolutionary leadership could
be called a vanguard, but it would have absolutely nothing in common vith the idea
‘that we held in the 1930's and through most of the 1940's as to the building of

a vanguard party. :

TEE CONCEPT OF A VAlGUARD .

These ideas revolved around the basic concept that the revolutionary harxists
(self-styled, of coursel) should at all times function as a disciplined body
guiding the masses and utilizing their ekperiences to educate them away from their
refoimist and Stalinist betrayers, uhether, this involved a “formally independent
party could vary according to circumstances, but.even vhen inside a reformist or
centrist party, the revolutionary harxists would have their owm binding discipline.

We should state at once that we are not against discipline; that is the bowing

of a minority to a majority in order to be united in action. Simple examples of
discipline that 1ll socialists should consider necessary can be given., The execu~
tion of a strike by all the union members, once decided by their majority, is the
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most obvzous example. The necessity for unity of the vote of a Jocialist pariia-
mentary group &nd subjection of the purlismentary group to the will of: the remberw
ship ozpreSQed in party conventions, should’ ‘be easily seen.

'These etamples, however, are all examples of the use of discipline to unite the
working class or 1ts party agalnst its class enemies, The idea of a dlsciplined
vanguard operating as such over a rather lengthy period of time can only be justi-
fied if a clear line can ‘be drawn ‘between this vanguard and other political parties
and ‘teridencie’s in the working class; that is, if you can say, the members of the
vanguard are trained educated, experienced, qualified, scientific socialistse
other tendencies are noty the membeérs of the vanguard base themselves on the ine
terests of the working class and are not transmission belts for alien class inter-
ests and ideologies—-the other tendencies are all corrupted by these hostile class

pressures to’ one extent or another. ‘

THA BOLSHEVIKS'AS A VAKGUARD'

Has such a 31tuation ever etisted and can it ever exist? The most common cxaqple
given isg, of course, the Bolshevik -Party, The Bolshevik Party is, hovever, in
most respects, a poor example to learn from for v=rious reasons. To begin With
'its orlgins are altogether different from those of the Trotskyist sects or. the
 presently existing American sects. at thelr very formation they represcented a
“maJor tendency in intellectual and working class life. Outside of the Russian
“Social Democratic Party there was no other mass institution of working. class. al-
legiance. at the time of the Zolshevik-menshevik split there were simply created

vo, instead of one, small, but equally influential tendencies vhich continued to
comp ete, relatively equally, until the time of the Revolutions of 1917.. Together
they constituted, along with the SRs, the intellectual, and also the socialist and
radical’ leadership of Russig. In other words, they were a real vanguard, ac,knov-
ledged as such not by themselvesubut by their role and relationship to other forces
"in Russian society.-' -

"Besides this important distinction, and leaving aside elso the 1nteresting and
not so easily ansvered question of just how closely even the Bolshovii Plrtv comes
to satisfying the requirements of a vanguard party (trained, scientific, consis-~

o tent and steadfast in its devotion to the working class and its understanding of

its needs in contrast to all other tendencies), we must immediately suspect an
experience that has hever been repeated in the 40O years of subsequent history.

.THE “COLUNIST PARTIES OF THE '20s AS VANGUaRDS

The Bolshevik Revolution and the years of mass butchery in the trenches of Jorld
War I had between them produced a mass Commuhist movement. This ppvement then de-
generated as the regime in Russia degenerateds Our explanction for the degenera~
tion of the Russian Hevolution we still base fundamentslly on the exhaustion of
the Russian proletariat faced with the years.of ‘orld Var I, the civil war, the
famine, the failure of the revolution to spread to more advanced industrial

M',countries. No working class could fight off for many, years in a primitive country

ﬂthe emergence of privileged strata under these circumstances,

But does this adequltely explain the ease ith which the rest of the Comintern wen!
‘Stalinist? 'We know that the prestige of the Russian Communist leaders ras natural-
1y tremen&ous and the tendency to' accept their ideological authority therefore

. strong. But, after all, the Russians didn't hold stste pover in Fra nce, Germany,
‘4Czechoslov1%1a ‘and all the other countries ri'th important Communi st . ‘Parties, If
their vietory and the Sgalinization of these parties could take place so easily
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vhat does this tell us about the pretensions of these mass Communist parties of
the 1920's to being the Marzist vanguard? We are not d- ying that these parties,
before they were Stalinized, did actually represent the left wing of the European
..>workers' movement, but this left wing was fundamentally as heterogeneous and con-

‘fused ("unscientific! if you will) as it had been before the Russian Revolution,
Vhere before the war, the left of the labor movement varied in strength from
country to country, in some cases mainly anarchist or syndicalist, in other larxist
- but with a tremendous variety of views on such subjects as parliamentarianism,
<rspontaneity,;ecbnomic analysis of capitalism and many other questions, now, after
the vwar, the bulk of all these tendencies were captured for Leninism snd Leninisgt
views by the overwhelming impact of the victorious October Revolution.

ihat was fundamental to all these tendencies was that they were genuinely devotba
to revolutionary proletarian interests, unlike the Social-Dgmocratic leadership
that had been. the product of a gradual adaptation to the status quo of a comfort-
able parliamentary and trade union existences - But after the Russian Revolution
all these tendencies adopted, superficially, all the political and organizational
notions of the Bolshevik party without really understanding or sympathizing with
them. Far from setting up a vanguard party, the devoted revolutionists of all
varicties who built the Third International threw away the ideas and traditions
that had been developed over many years in their own participation in the class
struggle and became mechanical followers of what was supposed to be Leninism. Not
having become Leninists out of a study of their own experiences, they became easy
marks later in the 1920 's for whatever the Russian -leadership of the Comintern
told theme. I ‘ ’ .

In a way the famous 21 points required of any party wishing to join the Comintern
show most conclusively how artificial was their programmatic unity.. By making
affiliation conditional upon acceptance of every single point, the Comintern was
not actually keeping out reformists and centrists, but just those principled enough
not to conceal their positionl In France people like Cachin and Frossard, with

a record of shameless opportunism, unblushingly accepted all 21 points. Were

they decmonstrating their revolutionary lMarzist convictions, or their willingnese

to serve the Comintern if allowed to lead the French party$ .

If we will but recognize that veluable as larxist theory is, most of it (certainly
in its application) is still in the realnm of theory in a field~~the field of
social science--that has not come anywhere near the point where it can really be
called a science at all, in the sense of a science with exact, verifiable laws,
then we should favor, as far healthier for the labor movement than anything

that hus existed since, the kind of "revolutionary pluralism! (plural tendencies,
not plural parties) that existed throughout the' European labor movement before
Vorld vWar I, in which the interplay of warious types of left wing tendencies

made it impcssible really to think in terms of a disciplined vanguard.

THE VaNGU.RD VS, "REVOLUTIONARY PLURKLISWY IN THE 1920ts

This does not mean that, looking back at the crisis in the social democracy hrought
to a head by Jorld var I, we are opposed to the splitting of the pro-war refyrmist
parthes and the establishment of revolutionary parties. As disgust vith the war
and enthusiasm for the Russian Révplution grew, confinement of mass revolutionary
tendencies within the structure of parties vwhose leaders sat in the ilar Cabinets

of the imperialist povers would have been absurde The workers movement could not
go back to the status quo of pre-1914, But on the other hand. the free development
of revolutionary parties after the war was distorted by the pressure for artificial
acceptance of a centralized, disciplined international with a finished program.



= 33 -

-~

_THE TROTSKYISTS 4S A VANGUARD

In the 1930's, the Trotskylsts, starting by considering themselves merely ah eX~
pelled opposition tendency seeking readmission to and reform of the Comintern,
within a few years set up the Yth Ipternational, on paper a disciplined vorld

body (after a brief stay in the Souial Demogratic Parties to pick up some left-
wingers.) It must be remembered that what the Trotskyist movement tried to do in
the 300 was tried in an unprecedented situation. The Stalinist degeneration of
the Comintern meant that the mass revolutionary wing of the socialist movement had
been destroyed at the very time when world capitalism was in the throes of itsg
deepest crisis. The Trotskyist concept was that, small as their cadres -ere, if
.they held up the banner of marxism, tirelessly exposed the betrayals of the reform
" ists and Stalinists in their daily application, and predicted the results of class
collaboration and Stalinist zig-zags, when the illusions of the masses hid been

dispelled by experience they would come to the Fourth International.

although their hopes were proven false, these revolutionary optimists of the '30e
did have as justification, as mentioned above, the fact that they vere confronted
by an urprecedented situation. But for us today, there is a wealth of experience
available and no excuse for making the same mistakes. Since . 1929 we have wite
nessed a steady succession of social convulsions., The traditional vorkers parties
in ilestern Europe were almost wiped out by a series of events: 1) cepitulation to
fascism by the movement in Germany, 2) defeat in civil wars in Austria and Spain,

~ 3) disillusionment because of the failure of the Peoples Front in France, 4) the
Hitler-Stalin Pact, 5) the conquest of most of Europe by the Nazis, Yet, vhen
Europe emerged from iorld war II, was there any significant independent revolu~
tionzry international? - No - everywhere the masses were swept into the ranks of
the Social Democracy and the Stalinist parties. Despite the essentially correct
predictions cf the parties of the Fourth International (at least in comparison to
any other organized tendency) during the 1930's, despite their discipline and.
unity, and despite the abysmal betrayals and failures of the social democrats and
stalinists, the Trotskyist parties picked up at most socores. . They never estabe
lished themselves as a major %endency in the working class., Thus was demonstrated
for. all but the tlind to see the stubborn, conservative attachment of the workers
to the traditional organizations, despite all their disillusioning experiences.

In describing these experiences we have referred to the "failure of the Peoples
Front," the,"diéillusionment with social democracy," etc. Vhy not as well speak
of be failure of the small revolutionary parties? Class collaboration vropping
up a rotten system, demoralized the workers movement, = But, even if on a differ-
ent scale, didn't the failure of the efforts of these epponentsof the Peoples
Front organized in the Fourth International also serve as a disillusioning ex=
perience to most of the limited number of people, that participated in them? Perw
haps the most damning refutations of any claim of the Trotskyist movementto have
been “the harxzist vanguard are two simple factst (1) that never did a movement.
suffer from more splits, break offs, expulsions and defections of tendencies, -
and (2) there were more leaders of this movement who left it and embraced other
ideas than was the case with any other tendency., You could examine the Trotskyist
movement from 1930 to 1939, especially in Spain, France, Germany, Greece, Great
.Britain and the Netherlands and find overvhelming confirmation of this., .Ve -
understand that the leadership of a sect is under trememdous pressure to conform,
to go over to ideas a@d organizations that are more respectable and more poverful.
But if the bulk of the leadership, one at a time, drifts awsy. in this manrner, .can
their sect realistically think of itself as fulfilling the role of a vanguard?
And certainly it must recognize the demoralizing impact that has upon others who
might be considering viewing it as a vanguard,
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THE ALL-INCLUSIVE TYPE PARTY

The conclusions we diaw are simple enough. We favor the broadest interplay of
ideas within the socialist movement. e favor participation in mass socialist
-parties not just for the prupose of a slow raid insiead of a quick- one, dut

until and unless masses of socialists demznd a separation as an inelectable re-
flection of directly counterposed Pesitivas Leld by reformists and revolutionaries
ir a period of social crisis, e favor functioning as an integral pars of such
pazties. not 'working in' them, We tend to discourage the idea of a ‘vell-organi ze¢
revoiusisnary faction within broad sociailss parties during "peaceful! timeg.

In certain circuustances, €.g, when confronted by a bureaucratic leadership and
the need for revolutionary:action, a well-organized and disciplined iefi wing op~
position might be required~—but this is not at all the same things::s the tradition-
al vanguard which d evelops itself and its cadres as an entity in order to leap

into the breach in the future and distant crisise.

- In Great Britain today, for exauple, the party of the Fourth Internationsl func-
“tions within' the Labor Party, organized as a disciplined vanzuard and cadre
organizailon with iis own decision-naking bodies, ete, In other words, they

~are a separate entity engaged in a separate task-—the building of a revolutionary
vangvard party out of elements of the present Lahor Party. Scch an organi zation
- assumes a crystallization of firmly-heid views on a variety of problems,  Oaesg
views should be presented and defended, -of course, but for the purpose of an
exchange of views and for the purpose of coastant effort at clarification as fur-
ther experience unfolds, not as a canpalgn to win everyone else over to the only
scicntific Marxist view. For example, we would identify our views with those
within the Brisish Lahor Party who cousider themselves revolutionary socialists,
third campers; etc., vwho function as part of the vagus "Begon teudency, " publigh-
ing their own magazins, Pressing their own views and trying to build a more con-
sistant left wing with a sound Program which can attempt. to contest for. leader~
ship of the Labor Party on this basis, but which makes no. boasts to representing
the vanguard of the fhbure socialist revolution, ard which imposes no tendsncy
discipiine, ‘ . o ,

THE POSITION CF BEVOLUTIONQRY SOCIALISTS

Ve repeat——the old concept of a vanguard, based on our conception of Bolshevilk
organizational theory--has proven inadequate. us socialists. who recognize the ade
vantage of not being weighted down by a conservative, sentimental attachment to
traditional orthedoxies, it is time we recognize not only the truth . of this in
-terms of current application, but in terms of its broader implications. ‘We are
not merely suggesting that in the UsSs==1957-~in our primitive organizational
state-~the concept is irrelevant; rather me are sugzesting that asg a basie,
generally applicable concept it is and was invalid, While recognizing the
fallacy of this theory, it is not necessary to ignore. the importance of organi-
zation, of diseipline (correotly applied) and the possible need in crucial
‘moments for & more tightly organized left wing to combat a bureaucratic right
wing leadership, and of course, to combat the direct class eneny. :

Ve are today a long way from facing either of these problems, Today our tagk
18 to build a force ecapable of aiding the woriking claBS‘in'its‘necessary trang.
formation from bourgeois to working class politics. 1In performing this tamk we
"continue to put forth our revolutionary politics,'not_bnlyqbecause;bf course we
believe they are correct (!), but because. it is precisely in this vay that we.can
put ourselves in the best position to work for that vital -change~~from reformist
to revolutionary politics, and also because our revolutlonary politics help us
to interpret the needs and demands of the workers today and to understand how to
intervene and function in their present struggles.

Lriayasi



DRAFT RESOLUTION Ol "PERSPECTIVLS ¥OR AMERT CANY SOCIALISM"
Sutmitted by Shane iage

(Hote: Part I of this resolution, "The International Context", was published in
YSR, Vol. 4, lo. 3. Part III, "The Socialist Movement in the U.S.", was pub-
lished in the LEFT-WILG BULLETIN, Vol. 1, io. 3. Part II, "The Situation in

the United States", was submitted for publication in ¥SK, Vol. 4, No. 3, but it
did not arpear. Since we feel that this resolution should reach the membership
es soon as possible to contribute to the pre-convention discussion, we &re
printing it here. The Left-Wing Caucus has not taken a position on this res-
olution.) ‘ ~ -

I1. The Situation in the United States

1. The objective conditions which have faced American socialism for the
last decade remsin in force today. American capitalism remains prosperous.
Full employment continues to exist, with rare local exceptions. The capitalist
class is enormously self-confident in its unhesrd-of power at home and in the
world. The labor movement is politically and socially quiescent, and on the
ddtensive in the class struggle. Nevertheless, the economic and social forces
pointing toward a qualitative transformation of the present objective situation
are building up within the confines of the present prosperity.

The Zconomic Conjuncture

2. The enormous capitalist prosperity of the past decade has been nour—
ished and sustained by four major factors: a continuing high level of military
expenditures, a high rate of investment in new plant, large-scale housing con-
struction, and large consumer expenditures, principally for durable goods.

3. The war economy continues to be a basic aspect of Americen capitelism.
However, the level of military expenditures has been stebilized at slightly
below Korean war levels, while the economy as a whole has continued to expand.
Military expenditures are therefore becoming relatively less decisive as an
economic factor. However, if these expenditures are to aid capitalist expansion
they have to expand themselves, not contract relatively. War production today
thus represents a floor beneath the economy, not a sustaining factor in the
present prosperity, certainly not a dynamic factor for further economic expan-
sion.

L. As in every capitalist boom, the dynemic force behind the present pros-
perity is capital investment, the production of the meand of production. Over
the past decade American capitalism\bas complétely renewed its industrizl plant,
and is now ‘embarking on the "second industrial revolution" of automation. As
long as smerican capitalism can maintein its current rate of investment it will
not have to face a major crisis. ' ' '

5« The lorg term maintenance of a high rate of investment denends on two
factors: the ability of capitalism to produce a sufficient quantity of surplus
value to maintain a high level of investment, and its ability to realize the
surplus value produced. In other words, the cepital for investment must be
provided either by present or past profits (reserves, benk lozns), and there
must be a market for the eventual product of the new industrial plant.
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6. American capitalism has not yet used up the resources for expansion
aveilable to it. However, there are indications that the point of exhaustion
is approaching. In 1956, despite the full emplo;mert and continued growth of
the national incoue, not only did the rate of profit fall, but the mgss of
profit declined slightly. The thieat of inflation and the related high interes
rate both indicate a relative scarcity of investment capital. %re chronic
crisis of the farmers, retzil merchants, and small business, as indicated by
-the decliné in farm income and the increase in dbusiness failures, is another
~ menifestation of the fall in the rate of profit. The super-vrofits necessary
%o the great monopolies can only te rairtained at the expense of the amall
producers share in the global mass of surplus value. /

, 7+ Despite record high wages, the treémendous rate of consumption which
has been an outstanding feature of this prosperity has only been maintezined by
a tremendous expansion of consumer credit. Tre installment plan represents a
mertgage on future markets for present adventege. The outstanding co.isumer
debt cannot be expanded indefinitely. At & certain point it becomes inflation-
ary, i.e., represents a drain of capital resources away from production into
consumption. However, any attemot to restrict this credit would immediately
mean a sizable recuction in the market fo- consumer goods, with spiraling

- effect on. the rest of the economy.

] 8. The nature of this process is shown in embryo by the present troubles
of the housing industry. ILike consumer goods in generzl,. the production of
hores has to a decisive extent been financed by credit, particularly by "GI
loznd." The recent incresses in the interest ra*e mere motivated by the
pressing necessity for arsrican capitalism to avoid inflavion -— a necessity
which all resporzible snclzesman for the Capitalists stress above all else.

But the increase in the intercst rate on GI loans and home loang in Zenersl had
the effect of a sharp slash in consumer demand. The rate of housing starts
has fallen off by 1/3, to well under the 1,000,000 rark.

, 9. An important incidental aspect of the "automation" boom is the reap-
peéarance of absolute unemployment, of a permanent reserve army of unemployed.
This is most conspicuous in Detroit, where 100,000 former auto workers were un-
euployed even -though auto production was at capacity levels. The spread of
automation will reproduce this situation in many pkces. It can be expected to
have a double economic effect: as in all instances oi technical progress in-
volving a radical change in the orgenic composition of capital, the reduction
of the industrial working force will involve o diminished base for the produc-

tion of swrplus value, resulting in an intensification of the present tendency

toward. decrease in the rate of profit; more immediately, the existence of a
reserve army of uremployed will narrow the consumer goods market both absolutel;
and relatively, because the unemployed will have much less to spend and at the
seme time will exert a depressing influence upon wages. The social eifects of
this phenomenon are obvious —— it will place a strong pressure upon the employec
working cless to fight for radical measures,. and at the same time threaten to

~ create a mass base for a fascistic mogement if the proletariat fails to give

importont assigstance to the unemployed, all this even within the context of a
"prosperity"! - o '

.. 10. Another important factor in the present boom is the posiﬁion,of U.S.
Cepitalism as the dominating force on & diminished cepitalist werld market.
:This has had its share in mairtaining U.S. prosperity in the post-var period,

but under conditions of incipient erisis it could become & negative iactor.
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Already the U.S. is facing serious competition from the rebuilt cgpitalist
economies of Western Europe and Jepan. Should the shaky economic systems
of these countries approach collapse it would mezn serious economic diffic-
ulties for world-oriented -American capitelism.

11. Thus all the "classical" tendencies toward capitalist crisis are
in full operation at-the very lLeight of the CUrreht boom. It is, of course,
impossible to predict the exact &ate of the onset of a crisis, nor its
depth and scope. It is nevertheless true that a crisis is inevitable, and
that the longer it is delayed by various artificial inflationery expedients
" the more "hair curling" it will be, as Secretary Eumphries has remarked.

12. It is completely false to think that the "Permanent War Economy"
represeats a formula by which capitalism can escape the boom and bust cycle.
All that military expenditures will do in the evént of erisis is to provide
a floor under employment, which would prevent the existence of unemplo;ment
on relatively as large a scele as in the 30s. Even this "blessing" would
be secured only at a frightful cost in inflationary tendencies.

13. The War Economy will above all mitigate none of the social and
political consequences of capitelist crisis. The American economy, the
American workers, the American people as a whole, the American role in the
capitalist world, are all geared to relative full employment. Tie emer-
gence of mass unemployment wculd not have to reach the relative levels of
the 30s in order to pose the choice of socialism or fascism to the cgpital-
ist class, and to the proletariat as well.

14. It is probable that the full-blown capltallst crigis will be pre-
ceded by very serious economic tensions. This is particularly true if the
capitalists react to the beginning of a recession by an intensification of
inflation. In such a case the wdZking class would be immediately menaced
by a sizable decline in living standards. In that event an epoch of rad-
icalization and stormy social struggles could open well beforé the capital-~
ist crisis had assumed its classical form. The "harmony" of today's
prosperity covers over the explosion which seethes below its surfece.

Ihe Political Scene

15. American politics in the year 1957 presents a picture of complete
stegnation. The two capitalist parties have as complete monopol, on polit-
ical life as they have ever had. The differences between them have faded
beyond the vanishing point, so that it has become a commonplace of what
passes for political thought in America that the real difference is not
between Democrats and Republicans but between "liberals", Democrat and
Republican, and "conservatives" in both parties.

16. The tradition of "liberalism" in particular has long since become
completely meaningless. The liberals of toaay represent neither social
protest nor c1v1l libvertarianism of any sort. The ilew Dealers mever were a
positive force for social change or in defense of civil liberties; the Hew
Deal represented o concession by American cepitalism to working class pres-
sure and an adsptation to changed historical circumstances. Siace the beg-
inning of the wear, not a single new piece of socially progressive legislat-
ion has been enczcted. Since the same time, starting with the lMinneapolis
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trial, the liberals have been in the vanguard of witch~-hunting and police state
ections. Today the "liberals" of the Democratic Party are virtually incisbin-
guishable from the sophisticated big business Republicans. The result is the
phenomenon of "lew", "Modern", "Litersl! Republicenism. In proportion as the 1lib.
erals have adapted themselves to the -needs of big business, the direct spolkesmen
f3r capital have adopted the "liberal rhetoric.”

17. The political role of the organized working class has been that of
spear-carrier for the heroes of the Fair Desl. Consequently, the political in-
fluence of the labor movement has fallen to an all-time low. Labor is incapable
of putting through a single one of its minimal demands for progressive legislat-
iorn. Iabor is without political defense against the attacics of the most militant)
reacticnary sections of Americun capitalism, as shown by the current "reckets
prote." The campaign for "Right to Work" laws has broken through in the indus-
“trialized state of Indiana, and is spreading. :

_ 18. If labor is to tecome an effective force politically it must do in the
" political field what it has done in the industrial: present itself as en orgen-
ized and independent class force. That is why for two decades the central

point in the socialist program for the labor movement has been the formation of a
~ labor party. The first step toward the rejuvenation of American politics must be
the break of the lator movement with all varieties of capitalist politicianhs, and
most particularly the "liberzl" variety, and the establishment of the indspendent
class party of American labor.

. 19. Only in one spiiere of American life does there sxist o stronz and rad-
ical movement for progressive socizl change. This is the swatened nasc movement
of the Negro people for full social ard political er.ality. It is symdolized most
. dramatically by heroic actions like the liontgomery and Teliahasee bus boycotts,
enu by even more heroic struggles for school integration and voting rights
threcugkout the South, in the face of orgenized physical and economic terrorism.

- On a deeper level, it represents a new comsciousness in the broad masses ol the
liegro people of the possibility of successrful struggle under present conditions,
and relying upon their own resources. It represents the tendency of the liegro
people to create their own organizations of struggle, oftzn thru the chennel of
the HAACP, but also in entirely new and original forms like the "mass meetings"
of Montgomery. '

20. A% every stage of the Hegro struggle, it comes up against the political
domination of white-supremacist capitalism. The industrial and agriculturesl cap-
italists of the South require Jim Crow in orcer to divide the white znd liegro
works:’s and farmers. Thus they perpetuate often miserable ana always substandard
vages and working conditions for all the southern workers, of town and country,
of both races. The political representatives of southdzn capitalism, in Washing-
ton as on the local level, are both the most rebid white-supremacists and the
worst enemies of the labor movement. Northern capitalism requires the glliance
- with the Southern racists ageinst labor, and is absolutely unwilling to disrupt
this alliance by doing anything to help the Hegroes beyond what is extorted from
it by the pressure of the colonial revolution.

2l. The destruction of Jim Crow requires the destruction of the open~shop
systea of the South. Both require the déstruction of the politicel supreumacy of
southern cepitalism. Herevalso,_the crezation of an indepéndent'labor party 1is the
indispensable first step, indissolubly linked with an all-out class strugzle
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campaign to unionize the South. In this sense, the liegro strugele of today rep-
resents the vanguard struggle of Americen labor. The failure of the official
labor leadership to give the ilegro people more than platonic syupathy, and their
knifirg the legro struggle in the back by their political alliance with the
Southern racists (through the intermediery of the "liberal" Democrats) represent
a direct betrayal of the immediate needs as well as the nigher interests of the
labor movenment. ' '

22. The need for independent political action is even more pressing for tie
Hegro people than for the labor movement. By supporting the Democrats, the liegroe
Join hands with the Fastlands. Eisenhower and the Republicans have proven their
unwillingness to give the slightest zid to the freedom fighters of the South. The
next step for the Iegro strugzle is to enter the political arena in the great
Horthern cities even in advance of the labor movement. By breaking drastically
with both eapitalist parties the Northern liegroes would zive the most effective
possible aid to their embattled brothers in the South. In adCition, a mess break-
out from the two-party system by Americen Hegroes would represent an enommous and
irreversible step toward a labor party. Encouragement of such a breakout should
be a central aspect of socialist electoral activity in the next period. iikere
the strugcgle has reached the level at which there is an independent lLiegro candi-
~ date on the ballot, socialists should give all-out support to such a candidate.

Where the leadership of the Negro movement has not gone this far, socizlists
should, wherever possible, run their own campaign, offering themselves as a center
for legro protest against white supremacy and the two party system.

The American Labor Movement

23. The lebor movement is potentially the greatest organized force in Amer-
ican social life. The merger of the AFL and CIO produced a united movement
15,000,000 strong, dominating all the key centers of the industrial life of the
U.S. The merger strengthened the labor movement, or at least removed old divis-
ions and aisputes thgt had weakened it. Yet, in the period since the merger,
Amsrican labor has been continually on the defensive. 1o new groups of workers
have been unionized, no great sociel advances have been made, important strikes
have been lost. The capitalists have taken advantage of labor's political impot-
ence to pass anti-labor laws and to strike at the labor movement at its weakest
point, the issué of corruption.

, 24. The actual weakress of labor, contrasted to its potential strength, is
a result of the domination of the labor movement by a stratum of privileged bur-
eaucrats. This phenomenon is a universal characteristic of the labor movement
under imperielist cepitalism. It has reached its highest point in the American
labor nmovement. This is so because the world -predominance of U.S. imperialism
and the unexampled prosperity of the past decade have enabled U.S. capitalism to
"bribe" enorgous sections of the working class. The rising stendard of liwving
has made the big majority of American workers relatively contented with the sys-
tem and their place within it. A labor novement virtually devoid of radicaliem,
interested only in immediate economic gains and not compelled to engage in mil-
itant struggle for most of those gains, has been the ideal culture medium for the
growth of a swollen bureaucrecy.

25. ZEvery union, virtuvally without excention, is meriked by this self-sus-
taining bureaucratic apparaius, controlling all positions from Presicdent of the
International to orgsnizer or business agent. In virtually no union does the
rank ard file have a controlling voice in the selection of its officers; the
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apparatus decides, by its sheer weight or, when necessary, by force and fraud,
Members of the bureaucracy are generally drawii from the workers in the shop, but
‘they universally enjoy better wages and immeasurably superior workirg conditions
then the rack and fine. The threat of being forced to retirn to the shop is a
powerful cement binding the bureaucracy together under the control of its top
leadsrship.

26. The labor bureaucracy plays a dual role. All its power and privileges
are drawn from its institutional position within the union, ard its control of
the union. It must therefore preserve, and, in its fashion, seek to .strengthen
the union. It must also defend the immediate economic interests of the workecrs,
in order to retein their allegiance and membership. In this sense the union
leaaershlp is the actual leadership of the class struggle in its concrets reality. »

27. At the same time, the labor bureaucracy is a stratum whose privileged
position and way of life have integrated it into the structure of Anerican cap-—
italism. Just like the labor leaders of most countries, the entire perspective
~ of the American labor bureavcrats is one of reforming capitalism, of merely im-

proving conditions within the confines of the capitalist system. Unlike the
social~democrats of other countries, however, the American labor leaders defend
the capitalist system openly and avowedly.

28. The vasic principle of the labor bureaucrats is the principle of class
collaboration. The union leaders consider themselves "industrial stetesmen" on
a par with the representatives of capitalism, and their slogan is "mutual trus-
teeship". As a result their function is hot to promote the interests of the
werking class as against the capitelists, but to attempt to reconcile the two, to
their own advantage. Thus they seek to avoid any militant rank and file action,
to suprress "wildcat" strikes. In return, they receive the economic concessions
rade possible by the boom.

29. Politically, the description of: the union bureaucrats as "labor lieut-
enents of capitalism" fits perfectly. The union leaders were responsible for
permitting the extension of the witch-hunt into the factory. Most of them have,
indeed, played a shamefully active role in purging union militants on charges of
"Communism®” and "subversion", in order to strengthen their own control of the

‘unﬁons as well as to zssist the @apitalists. %he political equivalent of
'mutusl trusteéship®" is the servitude of the labor movement to the "liberal
leaders of the Democratic Party.

30. The sociel role of the labor burezucrats, in relation to tke rank and
file, is a cénservative one. In a time when the working cless is passive, at
préseant, it might appear to some that the burcaucracy os "to the left" of the
nembership, because it stands above the memberqnln and therefore has to deal
directly with social issues using z "lert" variety of the "liveral rhetoric."
Howéver, the moment a real strugglé is undertaken, the bureaucracy appears in its
‘true colors as a right wing force, holding back tihe workers. This is obviously
true of the efforts of the labor leadership to confine the liegro strugzle within
the prison of the Democratic Party. It also appears each time the workers
attempt to act spontaneously over any local issue of class struggle, mvery
- struggle against speedup must first overcome the resistance of the bureaucracy
of even so "left" a union as the UAW before it is possible even to begin to
fight the companies. : ' '
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'3l. The lines of differentiation within the labor movement betueen "new"
and "old" style unionists, "industrial" and "craft" unionists are largely being
overcome. The merger of the ArL and CIO, and the bloc of keany and Leuther at
the head of the united movement, symbollae this process. The main line of differ-
entiation within the labor bureaucracy today seems to be the issue.of corruption.
The corrupt sections of the bureaucracy are clearly a liability to the union
movement &s & whole, and therefore to .the honest bureaucrats, under the condit-
ions of today. The anti-labor forces are cleverly exploiting this fact by
attacking the labor movement first in its rotten section. The "clean" bureau-
crats seem to be cornceding important ground to the reactionary offensive. The
AFL-CIO executive committee Las already surrendered the principle that the Fifth
_ Amendment implies no guilt. This can, in the future, do enormous harm to the
union movement. - ' o

32. The basic class-~collaboraticnist orientation of the labor leadership
hes led it to rezct to the McClellan committee investigations as a legitimate
legislative inquiry into corruption, not as the anti-labor smear campaign it is.
The corrupt -elements . in the labor movement must certainly be eliminated. But the
labor mosement runs a terrible risk if it allows itself to forfet for a single
moment that the most dangerous enemies of labor involved in the current investi-
getion are nmot at all the Becks and Hoffas but the iicClellans and iMundts, and
even more, the men behind the McClellans. The labor movement cannot protect
itself from the small devils by an alliance vith Satan!

.33~ ‘While it is impossible to find principled differences within the top
leadership of the labor movement todey, it is highly likely that under conditions
of social stress such a differentiation will develop between "left" arnd "right"
wing elements of the bureaucracy. This differentiation will follow the lines of
rad;calization of the working class basé of the bureaucracy. The decisive fact
is the change in the working class consciousness; the change in the bureasucratic
t0ps will be a secondary manifestation of this change. A section of the bureau-~
cracy that moves to the left will ndt by that fact cease to represent a dlock to
the working class struggle. Rather, it will be preparing itself for the histor-
ical role of the labor bureaucracy in all countries, as the last prop, tne last
defender of the decaying capitalist social order.

34. Wlthln the context of the present boom there are pressures at work
upon the working class capable, under certain conditions, of bringing about a
mcasure of radicalization and the beginning of a break with the labor bureaucracy
Foremost among these is the tendency toward -technological unemployment stemming
from automation, referred to earlier.. Going along with this are the pheénomena
of the runaway shop and decentralization, both placing Syxong pressure on employ-
ment ana on wages in the aiready industrialized areas. Also of great importance
is the tendency toward increasing intensit; of labor (5pe=aup/ by which capital-
ism, faued with the falling rate of profit and intense competition characteristic
of the mature phase of the boom, seeks to increase the rate of exploitation.

35. These problems cannot be solved by the traditional methoas of unionism,
concerned primarily with questions of wages, hours, anc workingz conditionsi and
those "traditional" type demands which can be of some use, like "30 for 40",
represent a concession fa: berond the willingness of the zapitalisty to pay, and
would have to be fought fu.r with the most rnilitant netiicds. In essence, the
workers can meet the probloms posed by automation and spes=cup only ty a struggle
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for power, only by realizing the necessity for workers ccntrol over the productive
process. The labor bureaucracy is of course incapable of ncsing the question in
these terms. As it fails to solve the mrst important problems because of its
class collaborationist policy, the workers who will have to pay the cost of this
failure can be expected to look for scme other solution than that offered by the
bureaucracy.

36. Taere are at the present slight signs of a molecular process leading
toward radicalization of the working class. Of particuimr significance in this
rezard are the recent "Dues Revolt" in the Steel Workers Union and the defeat of
pro-Reuther slates in many recent elections in formerly pro-acdministraztion locals
of the UAW. In no sense do these represent a present change in the working class
consclonsness. Whether or not the tendencies represented by them develop into
such a change in the near future will be determined by the extent to which they ]
are reinforced by the development of a recession, by the advance of the liegro ‘
strugzle, by international socialist victories.

37. The creation of a labor party is not an immediate likelihood. The laboz
bureaucrats have no intenticn of breaking their alliance with the capitelist pol-
iticiuns, and the responsible leaders of capipalism have no intention of forcing
‘ther to such a break by an all-out attempt to smash the unions. The present
stagnation of American politics is essentially satisfactory to the labor bur ezuc-
racy, because it allows them to enjoy their privileges with peace and a good
measure of public esteem. It is more than satisfactory to big business, which is
able to weaken and domesticate the unions vhile enjoying unchallengable political
supremacy. The natural tendency of the laor bureaucracy is to "grow together"
witi big business and with the capitalist state. Tremendous 3ocial and economic
charges will te required.to drive them apart. :

38. 1t is, of course, impossible to predict in advance the exact and cetail-
ed steps by vhich the labor perty will be formed. It is sufficient %o realize
thatv it can be formed only under conditions in which the policy of cless—-collab-
oration has become an intolerable burden upon the labor movement. In such cir-
cunstences the spontaneous class struggle of the workefs will continually tend to
exceed the limits laida down by the labor bureaucracy, in the political as in the
industrial field. The labor burezucracy will certeinly attempt to placec itself
at the head of a labor party development, and will probably succeed in this. It
will be attermpting at every stage to restrain the movement. The force pushing
the labor vureaucracy to the left will be the actualitiy or the threat of rank and
file oppositicn; the stronger is that opposition, the more radical will be the
program of the labor party. .

39. The role of socialists in this process is to be the firmest and Lost
consistent opponents of both the capitalists and the labor bureaucrats. The soc-
ialist tendency within the working cless must be preparcd to take a leading role
in the rank end file opposition to the union burecucracy, and must be prepared to
tizght for the leadership of the left wing of a labor party on the basis of. a
cleer an. militant socialist political program. The ability and freedom of soc-
ialists to play this role in the future must be a guiding principle in the
- process of regroupment in the present. .

Sditors 3OF): We are happy to be able to get this into this issue--it wés
sent to Chicago Tfortunately just before this issue was collated and tbuquwe
are «ble to include it =t the lust moment o o ' R
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