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ZDITORIAL HOTES

What the YSR 1s

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

The aim of YSR is to constitute a forum fcr the expression of all points of view
within the YSL and is open to all members. Contributions from non-meibers vill be
accepted if of sufficiently high interest,

Articles signed by individuals do not of course, mecessurily represent the vievs of
the YSL; "official" meterial %will be clearly l.belled suchs

The YSL is published at least bi-monthly, or more often when there is sufficient
copys So SEND COPY a5 300N oS IT IS RE.LY to 1343 i, 50th Street, Chicogo 15. all
copy must be typewritten, and should be stencilled if possible,

The circulation of YsoR is not restricted to YoL members although it is issued
prinzrily for members. For informotion write the editor in Chicago or the national
office of the YSL, 11l .. llth Street, itew York Citye

This issue

There will be two more pre-comnvention issues of YSR, thus muifing a total of 7 issues
sirce the call for the convention and 9 since the winter Plenum, Tre desdline for
th- next issue will be June 1lOth, June luth is also the deadline for all pre-~conven
tion material which is not stencilleds .fter th.t date we will only accept stencil-
led material. Such stencilled material should be sent to New York, 114 W, 1llth,
gince the final issue of YSR will be put out on June 21st from New York. asfter

tha: date the NO will only teke responsibility for mimeographing stencilled convenw
tion resolutions and omendments. e remind all members thot stencils are available
at their nearest stationary store and thot all and any typewriter con be used to
type a readable stencile-just pound harde

lembers are urged to seriously examine the 3 major NaC resolutions and all resolu~
tions vhich are counterposed to them and to send us any amendments or substitutions
they wish to propose, so that the members w7ill have had an opportunity to examine
all amendments before the opening of the Convention, Since this issue will probably
not srrive until too late for the next Chic.go issus, send all stencllled copy to
New York as soon as possible—it must arrive before June 20thl

This issue, as you can see, consists priumarily of two long articles by Comr.de lage,
vhich were also privately circulated a short while agos. .e were promised a long
reply by Max sartin, but since it was and is going to be 30 pages in length e are
heppy to report that it didn’t errive in tiue for this issue, Now you have some-
thing to look forward to in a few weeks. Several other articles on zspects of the

-

present faction fight are included,. ’ ~ ,
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I. SOCIaL DEMOCRATS AND WSTALINOIDS®
SOME COkuClv I SUNDEASTANDING ABOUT. THE 3rd CaMP APPROACH -
II. SOuE INCIDZHTALS

BY Debbie Meier 

I. SOCIAL DEZkOCRATS, ETC. aND SOME COMuON wISUND:RST:NDINGS ABOUT THE 7rd CakP

Comrade arden's article in the last .issue of YSR, aside from containing for the .
most part a series of personal complaints and organizational "exposes" attempts
also to outline the type of unity Comrade apden is interested in and his approach
to the various socialist or so-called socialist groups in smerica. It is reveale
ing not only of Comrade isrden's approach: for, however awkwardly this section
may be worded, it also contains in it a number of very coumon "misapprozches" to
the question of unity and the third camp.

REGUIREMENTS FOR UNITY ~ SOCIAL DEMOCRACY alD STALINISK. EQUATED aGaIN

To begin with vhat are Comrade arden's requirements for socialist unity? He is
very broad on this question--his criteria is merely that only socialists be in.
vited to join and that the program be an absolutely minimal socialist Prozrane.
Hovever he is able to do this because he is simplifying the English language a
bit by defining socialism so as to include only revolutionary socialists. Fore
tunately, however, his definition of the latter is broad and 'unprecise" enough
so that while Comrades Robertson, Wohlforth and Mage may want to take him to task
for his lack of "scientific precisions" ard his "sloppy social denocratic formulam
tion," this type of broad definition is, in our opinion, far more reasgnable than
is the approach of some other members of the LWC, Certainly it is preferable to
the approach of someone like Comrade lohlforth who frankly sees the SIP as the
only revolutionary adult tendency, the LVC and aYS as the only such youth groups
and to whom there is only one type of revolutionary socialism--Trotskyism (see
latest Left Wing Bulletin—"Unity and Revolutionary Socialism," by Tim, p. 9-¥

A quick preview of Comrade Arden's "who's who" in revolutionary socialism is hov
ever revealing of another aspect of his approach to politics-—and one more common
in the YSL than the sectarianism and "orthodox Trotskyism" of Tim. For Comrade
arden includes in this category third camp socialists, critical supports of
Stalinism and even hints at including some rather out-right Stalinist types (i.e.
those around the konthly Review). He plans to exclude only Stalinists and Reforme
ists (aside from capitalists, I assune)., e have come back again to this
interesting approach waich counterposes not stalinism and cavitalism and not
"staiinoid " politics and reformism, but stalinism and reformism., Comrade arden
speeitically excludes those vwho support the !liest" or the "free .orld" "however
criticarly" either internationally or domestically (aside from the Se-SDF, the
readers of the CaLL, etc., we assume this probably also covers Dicsent and those
arourd Irving Howe, Lewis Coser, et al.) Kowever, what about those who support

the "East" or "the Socialist countries...however critically" either internationally
or domestically? OCh, let's not be Stalinophobic-about them, we are told again and
again by supporters of the LiiC. In othér words the proposed criteris includes
Third Camp socialists and those who deviate from this in the direction of Stalinism
but never, no never any of those critturs vho have vhat we consider illusions about
capitalism or "support of the 'West'" (capitalistphobia, one might say!)

I realize Comrade arden diéagreeS'with us about bureaucratic collectivism; but
even in terms of a state capitalist theory (vhich I understand he holdS) this
equation of reformism and stalinism makes no sense. For supporters of a state
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capitalist society are not refoimers, they are in fact arch pro-capitalists. Thus
Comrade sarden should be opposed only to the eatrance of Pro~capitalists, no mattep
under what name they travel. But those with reformist views toward Russiaﬁand/or
the U.S. cannot be classified as the exact same type as these proponents of
capitalism, state or private. are there really no fundemental differeances for
example between a Cochran and a Foster? But to those who cannot see the fundemen-
tal 2.l sharp distinction between the SP and Dulles, it is possible that the Gif=
ferewces between Cochran and Foster (which are of the same order) are not clear
eithere o

SWP A¥D SP - TWO SIMILaR FORKS CF "CaPITULATIONISKM

The S.P and SP are both examples of a similar (not identical) ideologicel rherom-~
enon——a type of adaptation to the imperialist camps and to class collaboration,
Both make use of a type of "revisionist® or reformist thinking which is well de-
scribed by Comrade Harrington in an ezcellent article on "Cannonite" ravisionism
in vol. 4, nos 1. of YSR (note to Scott: comrade Harrington as well as vriting
several organlzational attacks on the LuC has, incidentally, also written the
unity resolution and three strictly "theoretical® type pisces in the last few
months.) - In simplified form one might sum up the two forms of "pro-imperialism®
thusiy:

The: SP says——well, it's true, we are anti~capitalist and anti-stalinist and oppose
both as exploitative systems. EHowever we are not third campers because in the
struggle between the two, we feel one cannot take a third or a neutral position
but must defend the "west.! e are not, mind you, defending capitalism or imper-
ialism,  but rather .estern Democracy and the independence of the trade union MmovVew
ment, et.c, both of which would be wiped out in case of the victory of Staiinism,
We are iuplementing rather than breaking with our anti-capitalist and anti-imperial.
ist traditions. Surely bourgeois democracy-~for all its inadequacies--is better
than Stalinist totalitarianism., The working class played an instrumentsl role

in wlaning even such democratic rights, shall we give them up without a fight?
Surely, vhatever may te its faults, the existence of a free trade union movement
is important to socialists, and there can be no doubt that it would be the firss
victim of Stalinism. " 4s a result of this line of reasoning, the SP supports the .
"west" in Korea, supports the karshall Plan, supports NMuTO as against the Warsaw
Pact, etc. They also differentiate themselves from the more crudely reactionary
aspects of the UsS,'s cold war policy and thus plead for all-out economic rather
than military aid, ‘support to colonizl revolutions, no support to Chiarg and
Frarco, demunciation of U.S5. imperialisn in Guatemala and a call for an end to
E-bomb tests, etco

Now what about the S.P? The SwP says-~it's true, we are anti-capitalist and
anti-stalinist. However, we cannot be called third campers, because we do not
view the two systems as equ-l dangers to the cause of socialism, znd, in fact,

one is not an explouitative or impérialist system at all. In a struggle between
the two, we will defend the Soviet Union. In doing so we do not defend stelinism,
nor the rule of the bureaucracy, but Soviet nationalization and the gains of the
October Revolution (1917). In doing so we are inplementing the traditions of
Leninism and Trotskyism. The result of this line of reasoning is that the S.P
hailed the spread of Stalinism in Eastern Turope‘as progressive (a revolution

and counterrevolution all rolled into one, ending up with s degenerate, but a
workers state), supported the Stalinists in Korea and Indo-China, supports Russia
vis a vis the capitalist world, hails the Ckinese revolution identifies itself
ovenly and proudly these days as an ally of the one-half the world which is in
the camp of progress, socialism, et al. In doing so they differentiate themselves
from the Stalinist leaders and from the more reactionary aspects of their policy,
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Thus they dehounced Russian intervention in Hurgary (as did all but the crudest
Stalinistsd, and stood solidly with the hungurian znd Polish people against their
foreign oppressors (so long as they were convinced th«t these revolutions were
soclalist revolutions and that there 'as no danger of a "return" to capitalism.)

Both the SP and the S.P, for example, ure also willing to defend an opnressed
nation under the yoke of one or angther of the two great iuperi:1ist povers, as
long as said nation does not chose/adopt the socizl system of the other, That
is vhs SWP will not defend a satellite which in breaking from Stalinism "reverts'
to notional capitalism. The SP is equglly qucezy about giving support to those
n-tions who in their fight against western imperialism put forth the ideology

of natiovisl stalinism or fight under the leadersaip of stalinists. « third camp
socialist savs thut insofaFl as such struggles can be or are isol.ted from an alle~
out imperialist struggle or in so far as the oppressed nation is not directly
under the control of the other imperialist power, we will defend their right

to self-determination whether this be immedi.tely to the benefit of the locel

" gtalinist or capitalist class.or pertye. .

Fovever, just to add a little spice, I might say thut I find it wuch easier to
symp thize with those vho waver and give critical support to the "est" than those
vho give such support to hussis—becaase I find that the :rguuent vith regard

to defending the independent trade unicns aand bourgeois democracy h:s far greater
aprezl and is based on & far greater respect for bzusic sociulist ideals than the
argument that it is necewsary to defend the Soviet Union bec:zuse of abstract
nationalized property vhich in sctual fact is a busic tool in the totelitarian
and exploitative n.ture of that society. +hen.l equadé.Stalinism and Capitalism
it is not because in balancing virtues agzinst vices, I would give Russii and
the U.S. an equal. score, anymore ‘than in defending the third camp position during
“orld War 11 one would argue that Germany and the U.3. were equally reactionary.
The basis for a third camp position rather. is the understanding that both dlocs
represent social systems which mugk and will exploit, suppress and expand, and
that only by destroying these social systems, and not by a defense of one ofb

the other, can man be freed from exploitation and the fear of war und can he make
full use of democracy, independent trade unions and nationalized property.

Incidentally, this comparion of the SP and S\WP has another interesting 8idelighte.
For two wings of ‘the "orthodox Trotskyist" and "social democratic" ideologies——
the aSU (a more stalinist split-off from the SuP) and certain elements in the

SDF (the more right wing socialists in the SP)——-also have certain similarities.
These tVo groups, wio represent to a large extent the logical conclusions (which,
Scott, I agree the swo does not carry its position to) of their respective ideolo~-
gies and backgrounds, also represent as a result the reality of these positions
—i.e. the position minus its sectarian rigidity and conservativeness, ss a
resuit both the Cochranite and the nonsecturian right wing social democrat is
often far more subject to change, more interested in the real politics of the
U.S., more anenablé to responding to reality (a2nd thus it is true also more
amenable to oportunism——but then that's a risk of political 1life), and thus, in
the long run, better potential for the socialist movemént often. . o

The SWP is, in our ovinion, about as "objectively pro-Stalinist" as the SP is .
"objectively pro-Capitalist" (not "social fascist," comrade spden, vhich is mis-
leading.) and the L.C incidentally not only speaks of the SP as being "object—
ively" pro-capitalist, but they go further and see no essential (and to hear
Comrade Tim talk you'd think there were literally no differences, essential

or othermise) differences between the present SP and the ideology and program
of John Foster Dulles (vho has turned into a social democrat). 7This would be
lilze saying that the S.P and the aSU (not to wention the Gatesites, National
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Guardian, crowd) have the same politics as the Politburo or Kruscheve
S7P AND OUR UNITY PROPOSaL

Contrary to Comrade w~yden's assunption, and as made explicitly clear by Comrade
Benson in an article in Labor rction, the proposal for a united organization vhich
the 1oL and YSL have adopted does not exclude the politics of the SiP. at present
of cuurse, the SJP exciudss itself, not merely because at present they are not
interesved, but because they are not interested in any proposal for genuine unity
wita other socialist viewpolnts. -Since they still consider themselves the only
genuine socialist viewpoint and since they still consider that it is essential to
maintain a disciplined cadre of pure aud scientific revolutionaries trzined in '
the latest (i.e. as of Trotsky's death) interpretation of karxism, Leninism and
Trotskyism, it is understandable that they scorn any open and aboveboard unity
between themselves and less scientific tendencies. (Except in the youth field
where they can unify with all those betrayers of socialism whom they cannot

and will not touch in the adult arena—i.e. right wing YSlers, Cochranites, etc.)
However, as far as ws are concerned their political and theoretical approach to
Stalinism dees not by any means exclude them, nor the american Socialist group
either, who fortunaztely hold no such sectarian organizational ideas.,

In other words we do not exclude any of those socialist tendencies vho "dekiatel
from our third caup approach either in terms of its anazlysis of capitalism or
stelinism. However, tactical considerations, relating to our understanding of the
American scene, the requirements for a viable socialist movement in this country
and its necessa:y composition, determine for us the question of the framework for
this type of ail-inclusive regroupment, Cbviocusly, if ‘such a refroupment is suo-
cessful, we will in the beginning AT LEAST constitute a minority tendency within
it. Ve are willing to make this sacrifice (since a minority is alweys of cowrse
at ccusiderable disadvantage) only if the advantages are worith it——that is if

we see a possible advantags to be gained for socialism as a wholeand therefore
also for our tendency., Thus of the two tyPes of regrcupment. which are being
discussed todoy—-a regroupment based initially on a social democratic framework
and with a proponderance of social democratic members or a regroupment based
initially on a stalinoid framework and a conglomoration of "stalinoid" tendencies
--ve choose the socialist democratic type without hesitation or shame. e

do this for many reasons, all of which confirm and reaffirm eachothers

UEY \E CHOOSE & SOCIAL DuMOCRATIC FRanE.ORK FOR REGROUPMENT

To begin with, as we have said earlier, in the U.S. a socialist organization based
on any type of identification with the Stalinist movement, and with a fuzzy ap-
proach to Russia vis a vis its socialist character, hos no future as a working
class tendency. Since in the minds of most americans, wvorkers especially, sociale
ism equals Russia, totalitarianium and loss of individuality, a prime task of 4
the socialist movement is to regain its reputation as a democratic, liberty-
loving, equalitarian ideology which stands for the greatest individual freedom
and for the end to man's dominstion over man! These are essential aspects of a
healthy socialist novement and a socialist movement which cannot begin or which

is seriously handicapped in the task of destroying this fallacious identification
between socialism and Sgalinism is foredeomed. :

A second reason, is that: for obvious reasons a movement with e predominently -
social democratic¢ rather than stalinoid program is more mewningful in and of
itself on the american scene, and corresponds better to ‘the needs and views of
the more advanced vorkers. In the absence of such a social democratic movement
it is-true that some of these advanced vorkers will nevertheless adapt themselves




-7 -

to a pro-Stalinist approach, but it is not in most. cases out of a preference for
such an orientation but rather due to the absence of any other competitor to
them in the arena of militance on the ldcal scene. But glven such militance
chauvinist‘lganings are a natural hold-over rather than, as Comrade arden or
thlforth.maintgin, the first thing to 20- : .
A thivd reason relates to the role of our owm tendency. For in a stalinoid re-
grovwisnt, if we should enter it, we would be forced to spend most of our tinme
trying to reorient the movement on its position with regard to democracy and
stalinism. In a framework based solidly on an anti-stalinist dérientation, our
ovn tendercy would undoubtedly foim part of a lefi wing which would znd dould
~ spend i%ts energies trying to build the party on the rnost militant and consistent’
approach to current problems (and at this point I am not concerned 7ith theories
as to vhat role Shachiman would be playing). Surely the latter is a more attract-
ive perspective for our meubers. )

And finally a fourth reason relates to the reputation of the Socialist. Party
itself, with whom we propose.to unite or affiliate. Vhatever we sophisticated
radicels nay think, the SP does have a reputation as being simply a party which '
stands for .umerican sociilism without any special theories, special gripes or
speésial axes to grinde.: To be a member of the SP mpeans one does not immediately
have'to explained to a-native, but politically interested .merican "vhere one
comes from," "whik so' and so split off from so and so," etg., etc. ‘In other words
instead of emphasizing the sect-like, highly homogenous .and ideological aspects
of the wocialist moveuent it would put thése into the backsround, o
R A - B . ;T
Thus, in conclusion, while the united movement. would welcoiie" into it tepdencies -
such as the SWP, aSU, et&., we insist, because of our anelysis-of the dynamics
of orgenizations, that for.a healthy grc§~}%5ych a-nasdeﬁt'moVement mugt base’
itself and have its origins selidly in ths)iAt{-stalinist wing of .the socialist
movenente . R

. '
o)

II. INCIDENTALS REGaRDING SOis INCIDENTAL COL.ENTS OF COLR.D: ARDEN
l. Comrade arden and tile SﬁP . )

It was with pleasure that we read for the.first time an evaluition of the SiP

by a member of the L.C waich demonstrated the. LiC's.contention that they were
not simply a Cannonite front, While as is' clear from the above discussion T
believe Comrade axdea %n evalu.ting them makes some fall:cious comparisons and
assuzptions, and while he ignores or misunderstands the significance of their
approach t> the post-war sastern suropean cevelopments, Titoism, Korea, China,
etc., nevertheless certainly ope'will readily grant that Comrade srden's approach
is not vihat of the SWP—even to unity, (I=Wish@‘incidentally,f%hatihe was ag
charitable to the IsL's tactical approach to:labor buregucrats as he is to .
the S.P's approach to the Stalinists—wkich he calls "tactically...open to -
questions,") . o T

e are nevertheless puzzled as to the rational explan.tion for certain other
activities. For example, wh.- is it that Comrade arden felt it necessary to
boycott (I use his own. word hegre) the YSL's united hay Day in Chicago and
attend the SWP's just becaupe. the United ihay Day Committee didn't accept'the YSL
proposal to invite the 3.F? Somehov or other I fail to follow the logic of why
someonw should boycott the may Day meeting of his own org.nization, attend that
of another to which he does mot sympathize, and =11 because seid organization
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with vhom he does not sympathize was not invited (as far as I know they.never
expressed any interest in such an invitation either) to the Uni ted liay Day
which his organization had democratically decided to sponsor! However, it

is not necessary to read too much into everything comrade asrden does because
there is not always that logic behind it which one might read into it. Even

on the unity question Comrade arden's approach is far less dogmatic and sec-
tarian, although far more confused, than that of Comrades Mage or ichlforth.

It is my opinion that Comrade arden's contradictory approach can partly be ex~
plained by two things: first of all his unfortunate lack of understanding about
what it is the SiP is doing or, for that matter, what Tim and Shane z2re up to;
and secondly to the long history, vhich comrade Haskell referred to in his open
letter, of failure to understand our orientation toward Stalinism and the 3rd campe

2. On Personality-lkongering.

Comrade arden's recent article deals extensively with a topic called "personal kty-
mongering." Briefly I would like to e xamine some aspects of it.

THE mAJORITY'S CONTRIBUTION TO THE RECENT DISCUSSION-=s BREAKDOUN

Just out of curiosity, I sat down the other night, after reading Comrade Arden's
piece and after having heard similar charges time and again, and examined the
last few YSRs to discover how correct he was that the majority had spent most of
its time dealing with personalities. 1 discovered that of the 32 articles written
bn support of the NaC majority position, at the very outside 5 could possibly
fall in any way under the heading which Comrade arden is attacking==—i.e. deal at
all, either legitimately or illegitimately, with personal characteristics or
activities. Thus we can dismiss off-hand these constant implications that the
majority are avoiding the political issues by indulging in constant pemonality
mongering. & brief glance at Comrade arden's contributions make such an accusa~
tion (particularly the accusation that we have avoided the higher theoretical
implications, etc.) particularly puzzling.

ON EZAMPLE NO. 1 OF THE PERSONALXTY LTTaACK

Apparently, according to Comrade arden, there is a rumor circulating about Comrade
oerthe You haven't heard 1t? liell, take my word for it, says he, someone is
circulating it to someone. Comrade apien does not bother to indicate to us the
source of the rumor, the context in vhich the remark was supposedlp made, by

vhom and to vhom...or in fact any other means of verifying or understanding it.

ON THE TREATLENT OF COuRADE ARDEN

To begin with it is certainly understandable that Comrade Scott should feel sen-
sitive about attacks on himself since he has certainly been attacked--in my own
opinion on a legitimate and relevant level--with great severity in the YSL time
and again. He is as a result very sensitive on this score and in a personal
sense 1 sympathize with him, as I know that no one can possibly remain unmoved
by such repeated blows--and the truth or untruth of such attacks do not necessare
ily appreciably alter the unpleasantness of it. Yet while I sympathize, that
does not mean that I sympthize with either .." . his confusion over the differ-
ence between legitimate attacks on his pelitical role and illegitimate attakcs
on his irrelevent personal habits (such as bed-wetting to use his example) or
that I sympathize with the bulk of his past contribution to the YSL.

A glance at his'criticisms of Comrade Denitch's remarks shows that he does not
realize the distinction between a statement that "Bcott is not noted for his
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attempts to build the YSL" and a charge of bedwetting. Th other long, detailed
charges against Comrades Harrington, keier and Harris are all of an equal, although
more amusing cheracter and would only we fear bore our readers to reply to one by
one, much as; frankly, we would relish induigzing ourselves in a longer exposition
on this question as nothing -could be more "fun' than poking fun at Comrade Arden's
exanpies of "personalityamongerings“ S

3, On the Unrepresentativeness of the Present NEC and NaC

At present the LVC, vhich eonstitutes just exactly 1/6 of the membership, has
exactly 1/6 of the NEC and NaCe

4, On the NAC and the Origins of the Unity Discussion

Speaking as a Chicagoan, like Comrade ardeh, may I say that sloppy and disorganized
as was the NAC's iniciation of the unity discussion, it was not sprung unavares
upon al icast the Chicago YSLe. Beginning last Mzy, when the SP in Chicago raised
the question, tarough the SP Conveniion in June, the original declaration by the
i3L on the question and up until the September Plenum which initiated the discus-
cion in a more formal sense, the general question of unity around the SP was "in
the air" both concretely and in general., Comrade Shachtman, in a tour made a year
ago, discussed it with all ISL branches at meetings to be which YSLers were gener=sl.
1v present, for ezample.’ Thus when the September Plemum took a position in favor
cf ezploring uaity with the SP it was not a complete suixprise to anyone., The
Giscussion and uwhe proposition itself was not clsarly expres eg at that time be~
coise as yet the leadership of the YSL had no clear position,?ﬁas itself still ex-
rl-ring the question. The events within the CP precipitated such clarification

anl gave a new aspect to our position and to the urgency and the potentialities

of such an orlentation, resulting therefore in the concretization of a position

%y Christmas time, This is the true picture of the origins of the discussion. For
coitrary to the impreasion given by some members of the LWC unity was 1) not
spung upon a completely unavares membership, 2) the Chicago comrades in particu~
1.+ vere vell aware of the question, 3) the September Plenum did not decide in
c-var of such a unity but éxpressed interest in exploring the idea and 4) the
reavon why the leadership did not immediately tell thé-uembers about its final
position earlier was that it did not at first have such a clear and concrete pro-
pasal. None of this denies the undoubted failure of the national leadership to
Kesy Tle nemiers eLTERsY 0¥ LI crganirzziional afiaire shroagi wioutes, Letvers aad
commnunication, especially during the latter part of 1950, an obviously crucial
period, But such a failure, while regretable and serious, does not constitute

a vio% designed to connive to put over an otherwise unsaleable proposition. If
asvsuing this failure gave a tremendous advantage to the Nal's opponents, ard made
it “ar more difficult to conduct a campaign ia its favorl

FHTEH



NOTES ON
CONVENTION ORGaNIZATION

. _Editorial note?

The following, taken fron the Nal minubes of kay 220d, is reprinted here
for the information of all members in crder to havs a better ides of

the rwiationship between the pre-convention discussion and the convantioal
Tas forlowing convention schedile was carried unaninimously at the IuC
mevting of way 22ad at which Harrington, Lowe, Martin and Teylor were presen
and is based on a motion by Harrington.

1s% Day, morning Organization of convention and presentstions on
"uaity" question ‘
afternoon Discussion, summaries and voting on "uni ty"
questlion : ‘

. evening Implementing and releted motion on M"unity™
2rd Day, morning Tasks and Perspectives, National Report, Urit
Reperts. , . ' ’
afternonn Grisig of Stalinism
2rd Day, morninzg Gher reansiuviions
: afternoon Constitution, Election of NEO

Two other motions of interest passed weres

1. Thsre be a pre-convention mesting of the NEC on the
evening of June 30%th ‘ :

2. That all sessions of~tha‘convention'bn‘pbli%ical questions
be open to the general puhlic . 7
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-.. -.The YSL Right Ving and the Crisis of World Stalinism
" by Shane kage |

"The question of the dictatorship of the proletariat is the
question of the rela%lon beiwecn the piroletsorien state and
bourgeois rule, between preletarian democracy and bourgeois
denocracy. . fattsky has to gloss over and to confuse the
question at issue, for he Formulates it in the nmarner of the
liberals, speaks about democracy IN GENERAT, arnd not of bour-
geois democracy.?

#1f we are not to mock a% common sense and history, it is
obvious that we camnnot speak of 'pure democracy' so long as
‘different classes exist; we can only speak of class democracy."

VI Lenin: The Proletarian
Revolution and Renegade Kautsky

The NAC "Traft Resolution on the Crisis of World Stasliniem) is, in its poli-
‘tlcial essence, about as bad as can he expocted, Thut is to say, it is a fitting
theoretical exprgssion for a pilitical teuderncy which once based itself on karxism
but today wants nothing more then i%s own organizationsl liquidiation into the .
social~democracy, and to that end is enguged 18 a "sydsmatic politicsl adaptation
to social-democracy," a systematic ideolcgical liguidatide into soflal democracyl

It therefore comes as no surprise that this resolution would hardly require -
the revision of more than a couple of phrases to be acceptuble to the SP-SIF, TNor,
alasg; is it a surprise that the intelleciual level of the resolution is marked by
a ccrbination of pompous self-righieousness and complete ignorance or neglect of
vitael facts determnining the reallty and perspectives of the Fast European revo-
luvion. ‘hatever aspect of the resolution we attempt to criticize, we are faced
wiith an embarzn: de richsss : : ‘ , :

\
t

The NAC majority proclaims that, on the Russian question above all others,
it has been, and always will be, completely correct, and everyone else coupletely
wrong. Now I don't deny the NaC majority the right to believe that the "theo1y of
bureaucratic collectivism," whutever it is, has been horme out by the developnent
cf the past year,. But before this can be claimed, it must be proven. That is,
the 'bureaucratic collevtivists" wust show what inherent and irevitsble contram
d¥ctions, different from those vhich mark the evolution of capitalism, on the one
h:nd, and a degenera%ed workers state, on the other, are leading to the overthrow
of -this supposedly "new! gocial system. As we all know, this has never heen done
whilo Stellinlsm seemed to be in good health. I should be somevhat easler; as well
as more izportant, now that the disappecrance of Stalinism is so obviousiy oa the
historical agenda; and this makes %he failure of the resolution even to atiempt
such ‘a-demanairation all the more glaring,

It is also interesting to note that the resolution, so bold in its reaffirm-
ation of "bureaucratic collectivism," doesn't show the slightest awareness of the
actual ‘developuents which are -in at least seeming contradiction to-this theory,

For -ingbance, if this "new social system" represents an "historical alternative to
socialiam," the "bureasmcratic-collectivist future" vhich represents a "getback for
an iadefinite period.lzg? the working class, democracy, ard socialism,” isn'g it -
strange that the development of socialist revolucion should toke prlace first

under stalinisu, before any of the capitalist states, vhere the conditions facing



the workers are so much "better," even approach a revolutionary situstion? Aren't
there ony theoretical problems posed by the euergence of pro~working cinss and ever
revoluiionary elemenss within the bureaucracy and its institutions? How explain
the revolutionary role of the youth, despite "their privileged positicn in the
society? On what theoreticel basis can ke bturecucratic "self-reform® be related

to the rovoluiion whose flood gates it opered?

These and other questions reprsaen’ a decisive test for all the theories of

Saiihism. o SCT11s anziysis of "the Crisis of torld Stalinisa’ would deal with
thew 7o vhorcugn and painstaking fashion, Unfertunately, the conditicns of the
presen’ dispute in the YSL are anything but proptiticus for sich an objective end
scientific exaninution., I fully intend to present s thorough@geing analysis of
the vheczetical implications of the Polish and Huagarian revolutions sfice the con-
vertiou, kearwhile there remains ths outstanding example of how not to deal with
an important thecretlcal and poiitical question, the NaG Draft Resolution," ILet
us stary with some of the more inan e constructiocns ~Ath which the NiC Lajority
proclaims its efernal rightness,

Parcgraph J of the Resolulion sets a "thsoretical framework" of sorts for the
E. Buronsen seroiations. It sha%es, #The funlamensal strucinre of interuational
power sizuce the eal of WW II has vsen a ihree~cornered atiugzle betveen the imper-
ialism or bureaucratic-ccllectivish staliziam, the imperialism of tae capitaliist
camp led ty the United Sgates, and ths forces of all *he oppreased, of tae intén-
national workingclass aad the colornial pecples." Leave as:de for she nonce all
the theoretical errors, and look at this statement as a pPicture of the reality
of world politics since the war. 'The foices of all the oprvessed" opposes
capitaliem and stalinism, we are told, Ton's ths comrades of the NAC majority
know that the ficopressed® of aa insignificaut coewn®2y knowa as China, together
with seversl other %colonizl peoples,# have carried through revolutions vaich
have iin3d up w.th tho sta.inis® cemp? 4 minor fact to be sure, but nevertheless
not exactly in accordance wita this....theory. :

P:ragrapk 15 is devoted b a condemnation of the theory of Stalinism associated
vith Yszac Deutecher. ~ I have no quarrel with she Resuvlutions reje ction of
"dotscherisn® {tacvgh someone sympathetic to Deutscher's views would bave a right
to objecs that kis position kas been crudely oversimpiified, hence distorted, and
that it is absoluteiy ua’ust to Deutscher as a historian and analyst to place his
theories on the same plane with the rgvings of a Hannah Arendt). But paragraph

16 goes on from that to smear everyone who Gisagreea with the "orthodox! position
on Sgalinism with the same YDeutscherite" brush, in the following remarkable fa-
shions #This thenry-..becomes then transmuted among all of those who hold one
variety or another of illusion about Staiinism and who regard it as 'progressive!
or a 'kind of soctalisn’ Into a program of reliance on the bureaucracy for the
strugsls against Stalinism, It urges the maases *o be quiescent, lest the rulers
to fr.ghiened into withdrawing their irseforms,! and in this reveals its perniscious

negs."

Note well that elegant phrase "all of those who hold ‘one variety or another
of illusions about Stalinism." That obviously includes me, since as everyone
knows, I hold to the "illusions" that the Chinese revolution represents a pro-
gressive historical event. It obviously includes the Socialist ilorkers Party,
which agrees with me on the Chinsse Revolution and further believes that all the
Stalinist states.are "degeJate! or "deformed" proletarian states, - Above all, it
obviously includes the "américan Socialist" magazine, which refers to Russia as
a likind of socialism.™ . e

It is obviously difficult for the NAC majority comrades to Gonceive that
those vho hold vhat they regard as "illusions' about Stalinism are in favor of
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the revolutionary overthrow of the Stalinist bureaucracy and oppose urging the
masses to be Mquiescent." But in the real world, as opposed to the fantasy world
in vhich only the ISL. the YSL right wing, and the international Social-Democracy
are reliable anti-Stalinists and everyone else is one variety or another of
Deutscherite, this happens to be a fact, and everyone who has read the statements
on the Hungarian and Polish revolutions in the Mwilitant" or even the "American
Socialist! knows to be a factl

The mental processes behind the NaC majority's delusion were explained very
openly by comrade Oppenhciuer in the last issue of YSR (p. 22)s "The Cannonites
objectively urge the subordination of working class in erests to those of the de—-
generated workers state, so called, according to my understanding of the theory
of bureaucratic collectivism, to which I hold," The mifds of the NaC majority
have obviously worked in the same way: according to the "theory of bureaucratic
collectivism," the "Cannonites" (remember that these comrades regard the YSL
Left Viing as "Cannonites") "objectively urge the subordination of vorking clss
interests." So whj not come right out and say so? Why bother to look through
the Militant to find out what they actually propose, Mobjectively" as well ag
"subjectively™? Our theory tells us that they "urge the subordination of vorking-
class interests" and that's quite enough, &nyone vho thinks that theories have to
be checked by constant refernoce to reality is obviously a vulgar empiricist,
sectarian, and schematic to boot! %

In paragraph 44, there is another reference to the world political sitution
of the past decade which is also indicative of the relation (or lack of same)
between the NAC majority's theories and reality: "all indications show that the
Russians were aiming at world domination primarily through spreadbrg Stainist in-
fluence on the basis of indigenous movement, rather than by military aggression."
The notion that the Russians were "aiming at world domination" at all 18 simply
raughable, in view of their obvious economic inability to achieve or maintain that
domination (as I showed in the discussions at the time of the last convention).
The notion that the Russians sought world domination "through spreading Stalinist
influcnce on the basis of indigenous movement" would not be out of Place in the
disordered brain of a J. Edgar Hoover, but it has no place in the resolution of
a socialist organization. Does the NiAC majority deny that Russian policy has con-
sistently sold out poerful Stalinist-lod movements in the intercsts of a deal
vith Western inperialisn, all throughout the history of the Stalinist burcaucracy?
Is there anyonc in the YSL who has not learned the lessons of Spain, Greece,
France, Italy, Iran, Guatcnala, and many other countries? Docs anyone in the YSL
clain that where shero has beon "sproading Sgalinist influence on the brgis of
indigenous movements! as in Chin:, this has been due in any significant measure
to Russian policy, or h.s resulted in Russian domination of these areas? Will
anyonc be bold cnough to oxplain how Russia could aim at "world domination® when
it is unable even to dominate Chinal

—

~Formul«tions like those discussed above give a clear picture of the intel-
lectunl nnd political level of the NaC "Draft Resolution", but they are not the
main things -rong with it. &alsa in the category of secondary d efects is the
repetition nd nauseam of the shibboleth sbout smerican foreign policy being
"bankrupt." This phrase is probably useful in talking to liberls vho don't
understand the first thing about capitalism and socialism. But i$ is radically
false in 2 resolution which must aim 2t scientific precision.” imerican forecign
policy is rcactionary, nilitarist, imperialist, It is not bonkrupt ~ i.e. it
has huge resources ond excellent changes to carry out its reactionary political
ainse.



-1l -

.. The trouble with anerican foreign policy, for a Morxzist tendency, is not .that
it'is bonkrupt, byi jh:jlt i% is the foreign policy of the gre=tost cpitalist and
irperialist pévwer on enrtha  We would have a lot less to YOrry about if U,S, .
for~ien policy vas, 'ir;f,_f_agt, "bunkrupt, ™ instead of being vhat i% ist the nost .
poveriul ~nd denadly eaeny. cf socialisn in She worlé. The decadly danger in using
the ternm !:;banlgn-;_p{.;n in reference to U.S, forcign policy is not th~t it wiil be -
takern in its literil sense, as indicating th. .t U.S. capitalisn, and therefors its
foralon poiicy, is cu the verge of cenpleie collapee, buab thot it will reinforce
libenae and socinl-dengeratic illusions in the nids of our coaiacts ~nd never
me;:xboa‘S"";'b' the effeci that it is pessible for U.Sy foreign policy, shert of a
socialist revolution, ta be 'sorething other than izperialist and reacticaiy,.

"I do not chargethqt ‘the N.C uajority holds these illusions yets But is 4is”
definitely ond visitly adapting itself politiczlly to these socisl-derocratic
Idcns,. That this is the political essence of the Phrass "ooankruptey, ' ond not
Just o matter of a typical sloppy formulation, is proven by the unail nous rejece
tion by the Mal of an anendment; offered by Gonrade Tim-vhich staved the elementary

Morxist (raih ¢hat trhe UsSs gannet take any t:’tﬁ.yAnon!—imperial.i.stg progressive,
action, .. uatil zuch tine as the workingcl ass comes to pover in this country,
.ot . . I

This process of systenntic political odapt . tion Eo,"socia].—-democracy is.the
root of 711 the fuatuientnl ervors ia %he resolution. It lies behind the abandonmen-
of the larxist class analysis of "democracy," the abandonment of the révo_lutionnzy
socialist view of the workers councils in the socialist revolution, the abandon~
nent of ‘the karzist position on the need for o revoluticnery vongu.rd p-rty in .
tho tromsition 1o sccisliem and in genersi a completely lopsided, distorted
picture Of the revolulions in Poland and hungary.

* It is no accident that the key phrase in the analysis of the Polish -nd . _
Hungarian revoiutions is "democracy" .~ not "bourgeois democracy, " not "Ewyers
deriseracy, not even "peagant democracy," but plain, uagu:lified, "denocracy! in
genernl. Trers moy be somg youager members of the YSL who sea nothing vrong with
}‘fﬁg'pmcedwe, I advisg 211 sueh comrades to study very carefully the writings
of Lgnin on this subjecs, .nctably M"State and Revolution" 2id "Prolet-rinn

Rovolution .and Renegide Koutsky." The 'key thought,. absolutely bosic to karxist
theory of the state, is that any form of government in:n ¢lass society, inciuding
denozracy, essentially embodies-the domination ("dictatorship*) of one closs over
the othcrse This is espegially true of. Yorkers denocracy becouse the prolet-rait,
inhercntly = provertyless ciaas, cannot rule except directly and po'li'tically, i.e.,
through its om clasc organizations of the "sovieiM types .uny form of "pure

"classlosa" denoscracy %:n geperal®" can only ezpress the dominntion of the econonic-~
ally strongest class, i.e., is necessarily bourgeois democracy s

Those basic considerations are well iiowr to the nembers of the M.C, and pre—
sum~bly these comrades accept then, at leass fovnaliy. What *he resoluticn does
is sinply o declore thenm inapplicable to the. revolution under Stolinisc, in the
following way (paive. 25)3 .

".hat ust be remembered is thot under Stalinism, the fight for democracy
has 2 different social meaning thun it does under ¢apltalism, so long as -
it is linmited to general democratic aims and demunds no other chonges
Under capitalisu, such a strigsle represents a struggle for capitolist
denocracy. Under Stalinism,. waere the-neans of production nre statified,
the fight for demogracy vhich ¢alls for no other chahge, ond hepsg seeks
the demoeratization of stutified.preperty, “becomes the revolution .for.
deuogratic. sociilismy even-if it.is noteo cadsciously expressed,"



What we have here is a schenatic foruula, rigidified into a fotish, used as
a substitute for a concrete historical an:lysis. The leaders of the YSL have for
a long time relied on the formula that Stalinism is not socislist because its.
nationalized property is not accompanicd by political deuocracy. The obvious cope
ollarv to this is that nationalized pwoperty plus political deriocracy is socialism,
and this is the theoretical essence of the gTotod paragraphe

This is a good example of the dangers inherent in an agitational oversirplifi-
cation. Its a lot easier and more effective for us to talk about "democracy" as a
prerequisite for socialism than to use that nasty tern "dicteforship of the prole-
tariat." In the case of the YSL right wing this has gone past a mere tactical ad~
aptation of language and has become an adaptation of thought. The strugsle for
socialism under Stalinism ceases to be a struggle for workers power, and becomes
a struggle for i'general democratic airsge.! o

The false, abstract, undiulectical character of the nethoddlogy of the Nag
majority is exemplified by the proposition that the struggls against stalinism is
the strusgie for socialism "so long as it is limited to general democratic aims
and demands no other changes." But & course the reality of the revolution in
Eastern Europe is not that of pure democracy and "ho other change." 4 huge mupber
of economic and social changes which are no% necessarily those flowving from
"general democratic aims" are the inseparable accompanienent to the popular TV Y
tion against stalinism: to cite only the one change referred to by the resolution,
the peasants have spontaneously elinminated collectivized agriculture, and restored
private property on the land. It is exactly these chunges that determine the
actuzl character of the revolution against Stalinism, not en abstract formula
about the relatidn of "democracy" to "socialismo!

The formula nationalized property in industry plus political democracy equals
socialism is not even true on an abstract level, no matter how useful agitational-
ly. It if was true, austria and Berma, both of whose industry is largely national-
ized and both of vhom have relatively democratic political structures, would be
socialist states, The essential prerequsite for development tovard socialism is
the raising of the working class to the position of a ruling class, or, in precise
scientific terms, the establishment of the proletgrian dictoraship,

Would the struggle for "general democratic aiums" under stalinism be sufficient
to rcise the working class to the level of a ruling class? ' The NaC resolutions anm
svers in the affirnative, on the basis of its formula. This Position has inter-
esting theoretical consequences, vwhich we will discuss later. & real answer, hove
ever, must rest on a concrete analysis of the Polish and hungarian revolutions.

The key question is this: theoretically was it possible for the Polich and
Hungarian revolutions to result in the‘restorat;on of capitalism? The N..C draft
resolution precludes this, siace it states that ldemocracy" is sufficient to de-
fine the "revolution for democratic socialism." This view, in my opinion, is .
possible only on the basis of a singular ignorance of the actual social and eco~
nonic forces and determining the evolution of Poland and Hungary, and the world
context in vhich these revolutions took place. }

- That would have been the development in Ppland and Hungary if the revolution
had in fact achieved the establishment of formal democracy, of the workers type,
with "no other change!?  ile here must abstract from the actual level of socialist
consciousness attained by the Polish and Hungarian workers, since this is not a
deternining factor in the ergument of the NuC resolution. It should, hovever, be
made clear that I believe this level of socialist consciousness vag the decisive
factor in the whole development, the ey to the future of these countries,



The establishment of formal demccracy, if it means anything at all, means free
elections to a sovereign parliament, Free elections, in turn would me:n the estabe
lishment of a goverament reflecuing the nmuwmerically largest section of the bopula~
tion. In Poland and Hungary this najority is not working class., It is the petty-
bourgeoisie of town and country, the peasants, the emall shopkespers, artisans,
and the old middle classes.

Gmuld free elections in Ppland and Hungary result in fact in a government rep-
resamni g this petty-bourgeois majoriiy? a najority camnnot express its rule un~
less it is organized. Could this majority have been organized?

Here we come to one of the most shocking festures -of the NiC Draft Resolution,
' The authors cf the draft have made the most stupid omiussion possible in a2 resolu~
tion on Poland and Hungary: there is no mention vhatever of the Catholic Cairch,
EITHCR AS A religious institution or as a social forces o '

Yet, in beth Poland and Hungary the Church is the one institution toemerge
full blown from the Sialinist regime, with a highly organized and stable s pparatus,
a lopgurauitioa of contihuity, and a high degrsa of popualar prestige. Whe actual
power of the Catholic Ghurch is shovm vy the encrumous exient to vhich religious
education was reintroduced into the schoois in Poland and Hungary (particlarly in
Poland, there have been frequent reporis of the persecution of atheist and jewvish
children by cutholic majorities)s The pover of the Church *ms .shown most dramatice
ally by Cardinal Wyszinski's intervnetion in behalf of Gomulia st tho time of the
recent Polish elections ~ an action which, according to all reports, played a major
part in saving Gomulka regime from what secmed likely to be a drastic setback. Can
there be any dowb® lhat in really free elections Lhe candidates endorsed by the
Church wouid have a huge advantuge amorg the Catholic majority?

Vot role does the Church desire to play in these revolutions? The Draft
Resolution states that in Poland and Hungary Ufcrces. vhich advocate czpitalist
resvoration...were exdremely small and carried no waigki.f It is true that neifer
in Poland nor in Jvrpgary did the Church present an openly capitalist program. '
But it 1s not necessary for it to do so. The Cathclic Clurch, by its very nature
as on internutional body controllsd from the Vatican, Plays a certain role in
worid politics—the role of an important ally of U.S. icperialism and of capitalist
reaction in all countries. If it felt free to do so, what reason isg there to
think that the Church headed bty a hindzenty would act differently than does the
Church in Italy, Spain, or susiria? and if from elections shouldreturn a parlism
ment with a Cathollc majority, reflecting the Catholic majority in the countryside,
tvouldn't the Church fesl freel. ‘ S , .

There seems to me to be a high degree of probability that really free elections
in bot: Pcland and Eungary would return a resty-boergeois, clerical najority. Free
elections —ere never held in Poland after the war, but .if %hey had been held few
except tae Stalinists have denied that they would have been won by the Peasant
Party of likolyciyk. Free elections were held in Hungary, =nd they resulied in a
substantial majority for the Smallholders party, led by the clerical reactionaries
Ferenc Nagy and Lsgr. (!) Bela Varga. o

Would a governmént of lindzenty-Ferenc Nagy or wikolyczyk-lyszinski have been
able to restore capitalism*? It is here irrelevant to argue that no such govern-

* The term "capitulism" is used to refer to a petty-bourgeois type state copital-
ism, Yased (to start with) on small property on the land snd in production znd -
trade, =s distinguished from stalinist or socialist type economies, in which the
major emphasis is placed on the growth of the state sector ie., of industrial
productione ' o -
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nent could, in fact, have been formed - becguse they obviously could have been if
the revolutions had remained within the bounds of formal arlicmentary democraéi_
vwith full demo8fatic rights for all puarties and individuals, including clerics and
emigres. The question at issue is precisely the n.ture and role of such formal
parliamentary democracy in E. Zurope - remember that the draft resolutions conside
ers this "denocracy" eguivalent to socialisme )

I believe that a petty-bourgeois government in cither Poland or Bungary, if
allowed to stabilize itself und get a firm grip on the country, would be able to
bring about a return to capitalism, and in very short order. The first step
would be the absolutely necessury one, for any non-~Stalinist governnent, of restor-
ing capitalist relationships in agriculture and small preduction and retail trade.
The N£P in Russia continually tended to develop restorationist tendencics, epitoe
mized in the rise of the kulcks and nepman, Bukharin's policy of concessions to
these capitalist elements would in fact have brought about this sort of capitalist
restoration despite the subjective desire of the Holshevik Right .ing to prevent
it. NEP in a backvard and exzhausted country is a dangerous business at best - if-
placed in the hands of the political representatives of the kulaks and nepmen
(and the peasant and petty-bourgeois partiss could be nothing else) it vould cer-

tainly lead straight to capitalism. ‘ o R :

another decisive aspect of the return to capitalisu under petty-bourgeois
democratic leadership would be the ties of Foland and Hungary with the capitalist
vorld market, most important, of course, with the gignatic economic strength of
U.S, inmperialism. I¢ is no secret that the main positive political program of
U.Se impendalism toward EZ. FEurope is based on massive ecconomic =aid, in the form
of "loans" and outright gifts., This "aid" would have a dual effect: it would be
a political Ace of trumps in the hands of the bourgeols politicians who alone
would have access to the .merican largess, and it would very rapidly serve to re-
orient the economics of Poland and Hungury back to their traditional dependence
on .estern capitalisme. Lenin once remarked that he was far less afraid of the
White Guard armies than of the cheap western commodities they brought in their
train. american commodities entering Eastern European countries under petty-
bourgeois governments would not merely be cheap ~ they would be freel

What 1. ... would become of the nutionalized industries? Their fate would
serve the interests of the peasants and petty-bourgeoisie iund the needs for
trade with the liestern capitalists. Hungary and Polund can be capitalist states
vithout denationalizing a single large industrial plant; all that is necessary is
to convert the industry, democratically of course, into an appendage of the Deam
dant economy und the world economy.

«hat does this mean? .n orientution entirely to consumer good prdduction,
for the benefit of the peasants. . cessation of new investment and even repairs,
since this would divert resources wway from the pett.-bourgeols sector. abandone
ment of industries that could not compete on the vworld market — vhy should a
Polish shopkeeper pay twice as much for a Zeran car as for a superior Volkswagan?
Such investment and modernization as takes place to be financed by private w.estern
capltal, 2t no cost to the national econorny.

and the consequences of khis for the workers? wages kept low, to keep down
the cost of production. .orkers councils would nzturally not be allowed to interw
fere with the decisions of the democratic majority on questions concerning the
manzgenent of the economy. The present grossly overexpanded work force would be
sharply reduced as an obvious rutionulization mewsure. ..nd of course, the workers
representatives would not hold power in the government and parliament, ofter all,
in a democracy, doesn't the majority rule?
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We should here reemphasize that the above is not a picture of what I believe
to have been the real perspective before hungary and Poland, the real class nature
of these revolutions. It %r a picture of a real possibility of the evolution of
these ‘countries, if the workors had restiicted themselves to 'sereral democratic aimd,
The essential thing tha$ it shows is vaat 3¢ iy completely faige to ergue that the
estiblighuent of parlianmentory democracy is cufficieant to coavert a Stalinist state
intc « Grelalist one. Under Stalinism as under Capitalism, there is no such thing
as drau~racy in gsneral; there is proletorian democracy, and there is boufgeois v
demccracy, Nothing else. The "classless" pcrliamentary foims of democrafy, in a
country wiih a peasant and petty-bourgeois najority, gepresent hourgeois derocracy.

If a formal and parliasentary democracy was liekly to lead to a petty-bourgeois
governnmens and the restoration of capitalism in Poland and Eungary, vhat should have
been the socialist alternative to these "general demosratic aims"? The angver vag
given by the Russian Revolution, which also took place in z backward country in
vhich frae parliaventary electicns would have necessarily resulted in & restoration
of capitsalism, Thkat answer is the eslablishment of the state pover of the working
clagse” s

~ In Hungary this solution was indicoted perflectly by the course of the revow
lution itelf, in vhich the decisive organs of revolutiorary struggls were iae
workérs_gguncilso These councilsvere created in the course of the struggle by the -
spontaneous action of the workers themselves, and quickly proved themselves to-be

the political leadership of the entire nation.

The woriters souncil or saviet represents the indigated form for the establish-
ment of workers pvover in Hungary and, with slight differeqcealof'form,;in every
other country. : In a ccuntry like Hungary, the creation of councils of working -
peasants, peasant sowiets, would provide a méans . whereby the pe.sant mejority could
be remresented in the government vhilepreserving the state pover of theprolet:riat
through its class Institutions: In scientific terminology, tne state emerging
from the revolutiua would .be a weziters state; ihe goveriment would be a worlers
and farmers gorveramento, .+ . : L e

Of course the mere establishment of a republic of vorkers councils in Poland
or Hungary does not guarantee thede countries. against capitolist restoration. The
proleturian regimes in E. Hurope would immediately be faced by thé same sort of
problems wvhich besgt the fi:at'édvigt republic under NEP, and, if the revolution
should fail to extend itself to théadvanced countries of western ifurope, these
states too would degencrate and ‘eventually collapse. What the worksrs republic
would guarmtee is the vprorhunity of the working class at every point to impose its
‘ovn conscious socialist direction of the nation.. '

It may be thab some coimrades who have never read Lenin or forgotten what they
once leurned vill claim that is "undemocrabio," because a soviet type of siate
would meanr the rule of a minarity. the working class, over the majority of the
populztion, mainly peasants. In reply to this objection, we point out the folleving
basic facte: : T

1.) The pe santry, even were it is in the majority, is incapzble of ruling in
its ovn name. «s a stratum of small- comuodity produecers, ie,, a petty-bourgeois
class, it tends to follow behind its natural lc aders, the pettyObourgeois and
"middle class" elements in the cities, In I. Zurcpe, this has been and is concrete—
ly expressed in tho allegiance of the peasantry to the old-bourgeois-dominated
"reacant parties" and in the .llegiance of the peasantry to the Cotholic hierarchv.
A goverrment Mrepresenting" the E. kuropean peasentry vould be douinated by cleri-
cal 2nd pro-capitalist forces, vhich not only are a ruch smeller minority than the

-



-19 =

prolctariat, but are of course a reactionary, inherently anti@democratic minority
as velle.

2:) The state of a soviet type is, in terms of the sctual rights and powers en-
Joyed by the masses of the people, including the poor peasants, infinitely more
democratic than the most democratic bourgeois replulic, freely elected parliament
and all,

3.) In the actual revolution, the workingclass was the undisputed leader of
the entire nation, and was the sole social force capable of an all-out struggle
to overthrow the Stalinist bureaucracy. This fact gives it the highest democratic
right to establish its own state. Historical experience shows that the working
class is able to win support from large sections of the petty-bourgeoisie and -
peasantry only when it shows them that it is capable of acting to solve the probw
lems of the entire society in a revolutionary fashion and on its own, trusting
only to its own class forces.

The question naturally arises: if the Russian counter-revolutionary inter-
vention had not taken place, would the Hungarian revolution have, in fact, re-
sulted in a republic of workers councils? Of course, we cannot answer this ques-
tion definitely. But certain clear facts about the objective and subjective ag=-
pects of the Hungarian revolution indicate than an affirm-tive answver was highly

probablye.

‘The first and decisive thing about the Fungarian revolution is that it was a
rorkers revolution, and the leading role of the workers was institutionally form-
ulated by the establishment of workers councils. Except.for the Russian army,
there was in Hungary not the shadow of a social force capable of preventing the
assumption of state power by the workers councils. Thus the objective conditions
for the formation of a soviet republic, in the event of revolutionury ‘victory of
course, were .entirely favorable. : o :

The actual level of consciousness of the Hungarian workers, hovever, was not
at the level indicated by the objective possibilities of the revolution. Ip thisg
the Hungarian revolutionary workers were like the Russian proletariat after the’
February revolution. The general demand was not for all power to the workers
councils, but for "free election" to a sovereign parliament.

It would however, be a disasterous mistake to take the level of consciousness
corresponding the struggle against the stalinist bureaucracy as the Permanent and
ultimate political program of the Hungarian proletariat, The hungarian workers
vanted "free election," but they also wanted to preserve their ovn councils and
extend their power. They wanted to move forward to socialism, not baciward to
capitalism,

If the revolution had been successful, the workers councils would have emerged
with the decisive aspects of state pover, de facto, in their hands, They would
not be likely to surrender this power to the petty~bourgeois and clerical govern—
ment resulting from "free elections.” = state of dual power betmeen p=rliacent and
soviets would tend to emerge. In this the uungarian workers would, in their own
way, be recapitul.ting the experience of the Russian vorking class, In Russia, as
we all should know, the proletarian revolation was followed by free elections to
a constituent assembly, the most democratic type of bourgeois parliament. Petty-
bourgeois parties, of a fur more "leftist® type than would be found in the Fungary
of iindenty, dominated this constituent .ssembly. In Russia, it took only a day
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to meke clear to the workers councils that they could not tolerate the existence
of a bourgeois gevernuens by taeir side. The Russian workers acted in the right
vay: under the leadership of tbe Bolshevik party of Lerin and Trotsky they dis-
persed tne parliament and made it clear to the entire world that the soviets were
the only vower in Russia.. The Eungarian workers wouid eventually be faced with the
seme peobiem, aud eventually would have %o act in she same way, or see the con-
quests of their revolutioa seized from them by the restorationist eiements,

“ne Pussian workers were able to act as they did oniy because of the presence
of a revolutionary karxist party, carable of anticinating events, drawing the leg-
sons of the proletarian struggles, and taking resolute revolutionary aciioa. In
Hungary tno, the establishment of the pover of the workers councils voyid require
such a party. The absence of a bolghevik pariy vwas oue of the mzin causes for
the ‘strength of bourgeois~democratic and even pro-western illusions among the
‘workers. These illusions -ere the irevitable product of the situation of the
Hungzrian workingrlass, of'itslexperiences under the Stalinisi dictaiivrships They
vould b3 cvercome cnly in the course of open political struggle after the destruce
“‘tion of ‘hs Stalinist regime, To do this, to raise its consciousp2ss to a higher
lovel, tne Thagerian workingelass vould have nal to absorb Lie experience of a
century of revolutionury socialist struggles, ard most of all the experience ‘of
the last half.century of harxiet polilical thought, the bocy of theory developed
best o all by lienin and Trotsky. o

For the Hungarian working class to learn these lessons weuld have been, at
the same time, for it: to construct a revolution.ry karxist party capable of lead~
ing the proletaria’ to the consolidation .cf .its own power. Failure to reach this
new level of class consiousness, failure bo :reate a tolshevik party, wouid have
meant that the working class would, sooner or later, let the state pover slip out
of its fingers and into the hands of the "democrsztich majority representing the
petty~bourgeocisie and the Church. ‘ v ,

What is the position of the NaC Draft Résolution on these quintessential
points: the establishment of workers pover:-and the nesessity for a revolutionary
party? The authors c¢f the NaC draft have completely abandoned these central
points of larxist theory and politics, under the cover of some very slegy formu-
lations. ’ . |

This is all the resolution has to say about the typeof socialist party needed
by the Hungarian workezs: "The need for a workingclass political party: to best
expross the socialist aspirations of the masses, to su.feguard the revolution, and
to help lead the matioca to democrztic socialism would =rise after thevictory of
the ar’i-Siglinist revolution." Note well what kind of party the W.C majority
expects ty do these things - not a "revoluticnesy' party, vot a "iarxist? party,
not, God foxbid, a "bolshevik" or "Leninist® party, but a "morkingelass political
party," .nd this pariy would not lead the nation to socialism by itstlf « it
would merely ‘heip® in this process, along with, presumably,’ sone other party vhich
is not "a working class party® (like, say, the S.zllholders barty or the Christian
Peoples Party?)

But it is not merely an old "workingclass pParty" that the authors of the NaC
draft expect "to best express the sociclist aspirations of thenassses." They have
a specific candidate for this role: "there is g good possibility that the revived
Socizl Democratic P.rty could have cerrued out these tasks.! Some naive comrade
might ask, "by vhy the Social-Democratic Party, and not some other?" The resolu-
tion of course cites no evidence that the bBungarian Secial-Democr. ey was capable
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of fulfilling the role assigned to it, and its perfectly plain that this is bee
cause the comrades of the NuC had no such evidence in their possession. If this
kypothetical comrade, in addition to being naive, also knew sormething about the
Eungarian Social-Dsmocracy, he might wonder about cert.in facvs vhich indicate
the ovpcss ccaclusion as to the ability of this party to do what the N.C majority
expects of it.

 he might. for instance, recall that practically the first legel act of the
revived Sccial-Democratic party was to purticipate in an irnternaiional Leeling of
the Second International; not itseif a criminal act, bui the expression of solidar-
ity with criminals like lkollet. He might recull Kethiy's appe«l for U.N, Inter-
vention in Hingury; perhaps only a refleztion of the pro-western illusions in the
minds of the Hungarian workers, but still not exactiy vhat is to be expecived of a
gsocialist lezdership. He might have read the statement by the Hungarion ieft-
Social Democra$, Francois Fejto, taat “the old non-cormunist parties wers irpo-
tent. The Soclalist leaders like anna Kethly vere worn out." (La Tcragedie
Eongroise, p. 309),

That 1s naive about these conniderations is the assumpuvion that the facts con-
cerning Hungarian Social-Demccracy had ary intiucnce whatever on the NaC majority.
Out of 211 the working ciass parties in Nungary they chose the Social~D-nocrats
for one and orly one reasoa - the YSL Right «ing has = general orientativa toward
the Social-Democracy in all countries, an orimiation of cap..c.pardon me, an orien-
tation of systematic poiitical adaptation toward the international soclial-democracy
.This shows itself in little things as well zs big, in its identification with the
Hungarian Sociai~Derocrats as in its subsiitution of bourgeois democracy for
workers pover,

“o c¢ross all the Ts and dot all the Is, the NaC majority made its rejection
of the need for a revolutionary Marxist party orystal clear by unanimously voting
down an amendment in vhich Tim called for the formaiion of a irevolutionary
parsytias the cunscious arm of the revolutionary workers,"

As I hove shovn above the theoreticsl orientation ¢f the NaC majority is toward
bourgeois democracy, not workers power. This is again made painfully evident by
the unanimous (as always) rejection of a mmber of amendments by Tim calling for
the esiablishment of workers power in the E. wuropean revolutions. For instance,
the Nu.C majority unanimously rejected the followirg statement: "iie advance the
slogan of 'sll Power to the .orksrs Councilsh as the key to the victory of the
anti-stalinist workingclass revolution.® (Incidentaily, Tim's terminology here
is not the best pusecilie - I would say that ".ll Pover to the workers Councils®
is not a "slogan' bui a mala strategic orientaticn. However, this sort of objec~
tion has nctning obviously in coumon with the spproach of the N.C majority.)

The fact that the N.C majority is for "general democratic aims! "and refuses
to cali for 'All Pover Yo the .orkers Councils' is sufficient to expose the ieal
contveat of the following "endorsement" of the Cojncils: "/The .orkers Counciig/
could be the organs of future workingclass leadership in the democratic rule of
the countru. The workingclass made it abundantly evident that it desired to mein-
tain these, its class organs, after the revolution, both as instruments of workers
control in the facvories and as organs of political lc adership in the country as
a whole, s against those vho derogate the workers councils, or vho cell for
their abolition, or restrict or limit them, we stand as their supporters,"

This passage is iteself sufficient evidence for the esistence and historical
roots of the "Independent Socialist Tendency." Its political essense is identifal
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to the position in the German Revolution of the "Independent Socialistl party of"
Kautsky and Hilferding. Sliis centrist tendency was "for" the soviets, It
"opposed" those vho wanted to abolish or limit them. Thus Kautsky wrote, "The
Scviet orgenization has luready behind it a great and glorious history, and it
has a still more nighty future belsre it... the Soviet organizaticn is one of

the most important phenowena of our tims, I{ promises to acquire decisive impor-
tem2e i the great declsive batiles betueen capital and labor toward which we are
maicilag. " (quoted in Lenin, op cit, ps. 359)

Yhe only trouvble was that the Irdependent Socizlists of 1619, like those of
1987, were rot willing to call for ".11 Power to the orkers Councils." They were
undy:.ng.y oppoeed to frestricting" or "limiting" them, of course, they merely
wiched to combine the soviebs with the 'zeneral democratic ai..s" of a freely electe
ed parliamentary governuenth P ‘

Under such conditions the soviets could only be, as Lenin pointed out, instru~
ments 1,r the suh ugavion of the praleborict to the bourgeosie. u condition in
which ta. 4. 7icts exist side by sile with a rarliamentary “demorratis’ government
is a sitmation of dusl power. It Ie the heighh ¢f political imlecility to expect
duwal powsr to exist on a seui-permanent basis in aany couatry vhatsoever, In
Russia the scviets were compelled to ¢3siroy the Constituent assembly. Ir Germany,
the Consituenv sssembly of weimar {(demucratically slected, of course) succseded
in desiroying the soviets. 1ln hungary the situation vould differ only siightly.
Althought the overtly copitalist forces vwere weaik, a petty-tourgeois clerical
government mexging from free election could quickly make itsel.f a strong center
for restoraticrisc elem3nbts. The clagh beiwesn such a governmert and the lorims
Councils would ccme quickly and inevitably. If the revolation had been saccessful
to tae exbent of eliminating whe Stalinist power, the workers would have been Saced
with the necessity for eilm:nzting the bourgeois government before it became strong
enough %o eliminate the .orkers Councilse

Unfortunaiely, the NaC Draft Resolution can do no harm - I say unfortunately
because %the Stalirisi victory made the problem of what to do in the event of revo-
lutionary victoury o moot oue., But the orientation and advice expressed in this
resciution can do no:thing but harm in the future in any more successful revolution
in E. XZurope. To urge the workers to accept "general democratic aims" and noct to
esteblish their own state pover is to repare fatally the ¥ictory of bourgeois and
clericei reaction. The workers revolution can never be successful short of the
conquest of stabe 'power by the viorkers organized as a class in their own class
institutions become state ipstitutions. The NoC draft resolution "supports" the
Hungarion soviets, Liui urgeés them to support democracy in general, ie., bourgeois
democracy, arnd cpposes the perspective of "all Power to the .orkers Councils."
as Lenn sa2d,"This is where XKautsky's compleve rupture with harxism and with
socizilom becomes obvious. Practically, it s desertion to the cemp of the bour-
geosie widich is prepered So conczade to everyvhing except the %ransofmrations of
the orrarizations of the class which it oppresses into state organizotions.!

(op cite, Do H1)

Thus we have laid bare the abandonemnt of Marxism involved in the position on
the decisive questions of the Hungarian revolution taken by the NuC Draft Resolu~
tion, in theory, the NaC majority has given up the class analysis of democracy,
it is for democracy in general, nol workers democracy. The NaC maojority then goes
on to demonstrate the validity of the Leninist view that "democracy in general®
can be nothing but a mask for bourgeois democracy. It does this by supporsing
the "general democratic aim" of free parliamentary elections including 2il parties,
and by opposing any proposal for ".ll Power to the workers Councils"; in the
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actual situation of Hungary and E. Europe this could only have meant the over—
whelming probability of the victory of tile peasant and Catholic restorationist
forces. .nd of course the Nal majority repudiatss the need for a revolutionary
larxist party to lead the Hungarian workers to socialist victory - they consider
revoluticnery workingclass pclitical organiz.tion as unnecessary in Hungary vbre
a socialisv revolution is underway as in the United States of tcday, waere ouly
proyazda groups are possible, or, we may presume, in the U.S, of the future were
a so.ialist revolution will be on the ageanda.

What is involved here is pari and parcel of a general political development
on the part of the "Independent Socialist Tendency? - part of a "systemutic
political adaptation to social democracy” which is expressed in virivually every
positioa taken by the present leadership of the YSL. In the case of the Draft
Resolution these comrades may have gone further along this path then they tnem-
selves realizedi. (It is a common characteristic of centrists that they are ip-
.capeble of thinking their thoughts through to the end, and that they dieplay a
notable lack oi gratitude when marxists perform this sewvice for them). I hope
that this is the case as far as the members of the YSL at least are concerned.

If so, it may be possible to patch.up some of ths worst parts of this resolution
by suitable amendments. In any case, the N.C Dralt Resolution stands as 2 fitting
political, intellecvual, and theoretical expression of tlr tendency which has pro-
duced it»

i
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kiscellanecous Comments Concerning the NaC "Draft Resolution
on the Crisis of .orld Stalinism# S

. by Shane Mage

There are sevaral aspects of the Nal Draft Rosolution so monstrous as to require
some brief comment, but which could not bLe fitied irto my main article wkich vas
largely devoted to the tncoretical questioas raised by the Draft Resolution.,

I The Vrong Side of the Barricades

Paragraph 25 of the resolution states the following: "Even if, as concreiely
history has precluded, the democratic anti~Stalinist revolution were under oour-
geois leadership, or under the leuadership of forces alming to restore capitalism, "
scclatists “euld-be Juiyibelrdd tu.givéisupport to. and participate in the revolu~
tion, so long as it was a genuinely democrutic one "

I cannot teke this seriously, because the YSL leudership contimuesto refev to it
self as a *T1.;d Camp Socialisi® teadency. I always thought this meant iy be
against hotly capitalism and stalinism, anld rot t¢ suprort 2ither as a lesser evil
to the other undsr any condidtions. Y:&% what they seem to be saying is that if
capitalism could be restored in Haste:n Zurope they would be in favor of the res-—
toration of capitalism, as an alternative to Stalinist rule (of course provided
that the dictatvorship of the bourgeosie would be executed denocratically, as in
the UsS.). I assume that the comrades of the NaC majority sicply didn't know
what they were u~yirg (hardly o unigue everi) and that they voted down Tints
amendment out of purs habit. accordingly, I expect them to repuciate tiis idea
of treir own accord - the last thing I want %o make them do is to retain and defend
this pro-capitalist formulation., They are going too far to the right too fast

as it ise I have no desire to push them any farther.

II armchair Theoreticians and Hungarian Blcod

Paragraph 18 of the resoluvion expressly attacis the ideca "that revolutionsleads
as it dad in Hungary, to the intervention of the Russian army, the defe:t of the
first vave of the revoiutionary struggle, and the inposition or reimposition of

a harsh, old-fashioned, Stalinist-type regime. Hence the masses are urged to
restrzdn themselves, to limit themselves to a Gokuliza~type development." Having
thus repudiated the "Polish way," the authors of the resolution seem to have be~
come aware that the Polish workers are not exacily eager to ve slaughtered by the
GPU ani that mighty few of tnem would prefer what happened to Hungary to a
"Gomubka-type develcrmsnt." They therefore concede to the Polish workers a cer
tain voice in determining whether or not thsy aie %o be slaughted: "we do ncw

. -.mex2 that the foregoing consioerations arce irrelevant %o the situation. Indeed,
they vndloubtedly do play a significaat roie in the thinking of the Polish masses
today, and are of tactical importance for the struggle against Stalinism." Yo
sooner has this concesslon to the tactical intelligence of the Polish vorkers
been made, however, but our theoreticians suddenly realize that they have neztly
canceled out the basic grounds for their previous rejection of "a Gomulka~type
development." .and so the paragraph terminutes with the resounding "revolutionary"
proclamation: "Vie do not call upon the masses to restrict themselves to any stage
of the anti-Stalinist revolution, but urge them to press forward until they have
put an end to Stalinist totelitarianism and established socialist democracy." The
negation is here negated; the "tactical" concession to the Poiish workers is vith
drawn, and instead they are given their instzuction: Ypress forward'l and vhat

if pressing forward might resalt in a massacre? No matter - the masses are not
to'restrict themselves to any stage."
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Z11 this 1s quite comical - but only because it is so completely irrelevant to
the Polish and Hungarian revolutions, If the statement of the NaC majority had
any influence on the Polish and Hungurian workers it would be extremely dangerous
- for these comrades show a tendency to make up for their lack of revolutionary
politics at home by a persistent tendency toward ultra~revolutionary words on the
subject of the workers in the Stalinist countries.

Thus one of the authors of the NaC draft resolution wrote an article in the March
4 "Challenge" mainly reporting on the article by "Hungariscus" in France-Observee
teur, The Challenge article referred to "persistent reports that another upris-
ing is, scheduled for the spring® and later stated that "the Communi st opposition
and the students are continuing their work, prepuring for a new rising.." The
obvious impression was that the writer of the Challenge article favored a "new
rising" in the spring or soon after. He completely omitted to state the fact that
the article he was discussing, the Hungariscus document in France-Observateur (tras
slated in L. the next week) very specifically and urgently warned against any
tendency to resort to armed resistance against the Kedar regime, which he stated
was in a process of consolidation, and was capable of drovning any uprising in
blood. : :

Obviously, the resolution could easily be amended to say somsthing likes 'the
Polish workers should press forward whenever they feel able to do so without pre~
cipitating a showdown fight with the Russian ammy and secret police if they can-
not expect to win such a struggle.' You mean to say the future course of the -
Polish revolution should be decided by the Polish workers, and not by the inspired
revolutionists on 14th Street? Comrades, I'll let you in on a secret - not only
should it be, it will be. ‘ :

IIT anti-Semitism

It is obvious that the Stalinist charges of "anti-semitism®™ in the Bungzrian and
Polish revolutions are crude lies, and must be rejected. However, in ordsr to
discuss anti-semitism in Poland and BEungary in a resolution one should know a
little more about the subjectthen that Stalinists (and Zionists) are congenital
liars, The NAC Draft Resolution, on this as on so many other qustions, displays
a truly lamentable ignorance of certain well known facts,

As far as ¥ know, the resolution is accourate when it says that "There is scarcely
a shred of documentation for the charge of anti-semitism in the Hungarian revolu-
tion." However, in the case of Poland, the resolution completely distorts the
actual situation: "In Poland, it was the pro-Stalinist, Natolin group which has
utilized anti-semitism against the revolutionary forces." It is, of course, true
that the Natolinists have utilized anti-semitism. But the Stalinist group is a
tiny discredited minority, reviled by the entire Polish people. If only these
Stalinists --ere anti-semitic, as the resolution implies, anti-semitism would be

no problem vwhutever in Poland.

The facts, alas, are very different. accérding to persistent reports from Poland
in the American press, anti-semitism is a'live and virulent force in Polish 1ife
precisely among the backward, petty-bourgeois elements of the anti-Stalinist camp.
The N.Y. Times correspondents in Poland huve, on several occasions, pointed to
videspread anti-semitism us a major cause for the large scale exodus of Jews from
Poland to Israsl. In particulur, the column by u.5. Handler in the Jan. 9 Times
gave a frightening picture of anti-semitism in Poland.

" "Lagt .Sunday two young men walked into a crowded reétaufant, the Crystal,
in the center of warsaw exclaiming,v"ue want to kill a\Jew!‘ They attacked a



& man vho appeared to be a Jew, but who in fact was not, and beat him unconscious
as most patrons watched in silence,.

"A Polish reporter who witnessed the scene threw a heavy ash tray at the attackers.
Vhen the reporter departed he was att:cked ty ten men, He also was beaten ﬁntil
he lost consciousness."

Harllev went on to add that "The sitvation is believed to be so serious that m
Jevws liave withdrawa their children firom public schools, fearing they will be beder!

Perkaps most sigrificant, in the same article Handl)er stated that the Revolution-
ary soudens Council of liroclaw University "demanded ihe expulsion of all Jewish
studerts r'rom ihe university. The authorities refused to accede to this demand
vhen faculty members said they would walk out if Jews were ezpelled." Yt is note~
worthy that. in October iiroclaw was tie scene of a violent mass anti-Fussian dem-
onstration. 1n a letter to Len. (Dec 21) Rudzienski stated that the coclaw riots
"must be condeumred as the efforts of Poligh reactionary nationaiisu to throw off
the coruzol of %the working c¢lass and %o imprass on %he vorkers class war against
Stalinisu: W paxely national charazter of a Polish-Russian war.® (i%al, in
orig.)  for: fitzs. corrade” Draper wrote a viscious reply. in shich he aceused
Rudzienckd .of. *suegsring" the "internal Gemoeratic, .oppositiont ad seid of i .. -
Rudzienski's- deserigtion’ of ‘the wreniaw riota "It is not true" It "is thos mat
surprising that L.ao never ricked up thne Handler.article - but, that' doss not . \
excuss the comradesof the NiC majority. ' They huve an obligation to' read other- .. .
papers besides Labor aciion, and particulurly the "Times," e e T

E »
3 oA

To-pretend .tha* ansf-semisisi in~Pdland does ot exist exzept among a handful‘of
Statinists is to fail tota’ly ‘to answer the Stelinist smears against the Poiigh
revoiuiion as a vhole. But a resclution ineapable of even recognizing the exds~
Yenss ot a.backward, peasant, pelty-bourgeais, Catholic majority in Eastern -
Europe can’t be ezpected to tome to grips-with the problem of anti-semtism in . .-
these countries eithere - : S .

IV Free Elections for all Parties

In conformity to its oriéntution toward a classless, ie., hourgeois, democracy: -
the rezulutirn in para. 3% states it "strohg belief" in full rights forﬂallAp}bg'
capitaiist parties. It goes on to stateL "we stand in opposition to ell those.
vho took a dim view of tkhe reappearance of some of the old capitalist or peasant .
parties, or who advocated the restriction of politicel rights in revqlutionary
Hungary to werkingelass or pro-socialist puriieg." o L
Let us-look at some of those vho are the comrades of the NuC mejority "stand in
oppesiiioa-to," o ' ’ ' - L e o '

1) Lenin, who was not exactly eager to grant "full rights" to' capitalist pargieé
after the victory of the Russizn revolution. I S
2) The revolutionary woekrs of Hegyeshalon, who denied the former head/thé™ -
Smallholders party, the reactionury former premier Brenc Nagy, hid "democratic
right-to return. to Hungury and resume a leading place in the political life of
the country (in the procéss; depriving the Stalinist slanderers of a priceless..
political issu&s) = - - . L T T '

3) Trotsky, end the entire Uth Interhational. of 1938 ( intluding, of course, Mex'
Shachtman and several other democrats), since the fanous "Trahsitional;Program"
adopted at the first corigress of the Interngtional called fof "legelizatior.

of soviet_partiesv[in Russi§7= The workers and peasants themselves byfgﬁgff.dﬁn
~ free vote.will indicate what parties they-recognize as soviet parties,! '
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b,) The orkers Councils of the 11th district of Budapest, led by Scndor Racz
vho was also chair.an of the Budapest Central .orkcrs Council, and which demanded:
"% demand that a date be set for free slections in which only those parties may
parvicipave that recognize and have always reccgrized the Socialist order, based
on the principlie that means of production belong to society.!

V Ths Solution to the Fundamental Crisis of our Times

"The historic-l crigis of mankind is reduced to the crisis of the revolutionary
leadership.” So wrote Trotsicy in 1938 (Transitional Program, p. 6), and so hasg
proven the accumulatiim of socialist failures amd reactionucry victories, a.l due
to tne acsence of a revolutionary leadership since tha’t time. sand nov the NaC
Draft Resolution his offered a Way Out. 48 the rcader will recall, it says that
"Under §talinisn...the fight for democracy...becomes the revolution for dermocratic
socialism even if it is not soconscicusly expressed.!

No longer is a revoluticnary lesdership needed to accomplish "the rovolution for
denocratic «ocialism." Now not even a sccialist -conscious morkingelass is nec-
essary - a soci2ilist revolubion can be made "evsn if it igs not so consciously exn-
presssd.” All you need is a Shelinist stabe that collapses aad czn be replaced
by "democracy.' The NaC majoriiy has obviously presented us with the greatest
advance in the history of human thought - it has solved "the historical crisis

of mannood." ‘

True, the Nu.C majority, like all great thirkers, should not get all the credit for
its diszovery. {a fact, the fundamental work was doae by that great practical
thinker J.V. Stalin. This epochal genius was faced with a situction in which the
objesiive conditions Ffor socialisw had become over-ripe, while the subjeciive pre-
condiiions had not matured. with the simplicity characteristics of .the greatest
genius he devised the form in which the protlem could be soved. There was really
rothing to it, Jusbt get rid of the old copitalist system which is bregking down
anyviay, and. since the worzers aren't ready for socialiem yet, put in its place a
nev system vhich doesn’t noed too many changes to transform it into socialism,and
vhich is so jerry-built that not too much aof a push is needed to knock it over.

Thus Stalinism has been revealed by our genii cf the NAC majority as the most pro-
gressive event in human history so far - an event which has simplified socialism
so much that the workers of a Staiinist sountry no longer have to lezrn from the
musty books of Lewin and harx, {hsy need just look ai a functioning denocracy

like the UcS. and install the same political system in their own countries,

We caan rest assured that if these comrades continue to call Stalinisnm "reactionary"
it is puwreiy out of ingratitude and jealousy. not fur political reasons, Though
their centvibution is by no means negligeavie. it is human and understarndable

that they do nol want their glocy dimued by the light of the greater genius who
has gene before them,

- Znd ~-



How Things Look from the Back Row
by Faith Wallstrom

The time for pre-ccnvention discussion is now upon us, and
the YSL turns further inward, There will be less time for public
mectings, less time and energy for contacting on the "outside, "
as cur best people devote even more of their energies to the
incernal facticnal tasks. This inward-turning, which has been the
characteristic of the past eight months, £ollows upon the heels of
an "cutward" period, during which we recruited a batch of now
members ~-- much to the amazement of the old members, who had become
accustomed to the hard, lean years preceding. External reasons,
internal reasons, the young YSL has been writhing inward and out-
ward with the regularity of the shifting seasons.

. ;T thought that perhaps the members would be interested in

- the theughts of a not generally vecal rank-and-filer cn these
‘questions., From my point of view in New York, the experience of
the last far-too-many montha has been deplorable., I see that in
the New York unit the majority of the membership has long azo
decided in favor of unity with the SP-SDF. I see that a tiny
fraction of the unit membership has succeeded in immobilizing
that unit's outward growth and development with endless, boring

- factional avguments. I see that nohddy in the m2jority is golng

to change hils or her mind about unity per se, although there are
obviously shifting differences of opinion within the majority.

In fact, thz trend appears to be a depletion of the number of the
minority, which, from my point of view, is the chief value of
these discussions,

Mzanwhlle, back on the campus. ‘A few encouraging signs.
appear herz and there -- a really brilliant. job of capitalizing
on the Gates academic freedom issue, at Columbia -- two or three
new high-schoolers. around -- a gain of respect in the civil rights
- movement thanks:. to our hard work for the Prayer Pllgrimage.
But we are not doing anywhere near the amount we could to really
g3in from a slowly opening up situation! Where are the experienced
people? In the back office, pounding out documents, ¥YSR articles,
conferring on fuctional strategy. And the open meetings and
business meetings. -- our members are getting more and more creative
at thirking up excuses for staying away from them. Because no
imaginable subJect can come up at either a business or an oren
meeting, but Tim, who has made a principle of opposition for its
own sake, feels obliged to speak against the view presented -- on
labor racketeering, for instance, he could dream up a basis for
a view-point contradictory to the one presented, thus enabling
him to take the floor and our time. Then -somebody, or usually
several, from the majority feels obliged to speak against Tim.
Meanwhile, the rank and file, or what there is of it present,
drowses uneasily on those hard chairs.

Is this educating our new members and winning our contacts?
I assure you, most of us don't find it educational, this re-hashing
of o0ld arguments and invention. of new ones, not for the sake of
serious and honest discussion but for the sake only of getting
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one's voice heard -- again. The differences within the majority,
which are as yet only implied, promise to be educative. I look
forward to that discussion. But we know, oh we know so well,
what Tim has to say. And we've rejected it. We are jolted out
of somnolescence only when he gets pavrticularly outrageous.

Yet the pre-convention éiscussion must, of course, go on,
and the converticn must be gosten through, with full respect to
dxrceratic procedures. In this, I bemoan only the poverty of
content of the discussion. But, comrades, please let the couven-
tion be the end of it for a while! Once the convention has voted
in favor of unity, and Tim and Shane's point of view is finally
repudlated, let us get ourselves un-ham3trung, so that we can
turn outward again and win new members and encourage and teach
those we already have but haver't had time for! I understand
that we can Iree ourselves of this intolerable burden simply by
enforcing the discipline which the YSL constitution demands. Then,
by all means, let us do so! There is no democraqy;in an orzaniza-
tion vrich nermits a mincrity to prevert tne meiority from carrying
out ItF dazisTona’ :

I am perhaps betraying a lack of political zeal and "nardness"
when I say that the minority bores me. I don't take tham seriously.
Although 1t is this movement that has produced them, and we must
take certain cogilzance of that fact, they are the worst sort of
sectarian, =nd have theorized themselves right out of any rightful
place in a Gemocratic socialist, third-camp organization, They
have nothing new or original to contribute to thinking in the =
American socialist movement, any more than the SWP has -- and this
American socialist movement is in great need of real, creative
thinking. Ve in the YSL especially should be thiming more abous
our relations with the SP, abou: the realities of what unity will
be like., -‘We should be spending more: time making sure that our new
members do not entertain an over-abundance of illusions about
what 1life in the SP holds in store for us. Permitting our newer
memoers to go in full of illusions and unprepared would be a real
threat to the survival of our politics, and to ourselves as a
tendency. :

t/e should also be thinking of new areas in which we can work,
and reviving our activity in ones with which we have had only
toksn contact for some time -~ the NAACP, for example. I think
1t is true that, affiliated with the SP, we will be able to reach
morz zroups that have been proven fruitful in the past -- for
instance, religlous and pacifist groups. However, in the meantime,
we nust realize that unity i3 very probably not justT around the
corner, and we must concentrate on turning outward in order to
train what we have, and build what we have (thus incidentally
presenting the image of a Jively and outward-going group to the
SP, to whom we will seem all the more desirable for it. I prop-
ose that, instead of just sitting on our behinds waiting for unity
to cast the magic spell that will bring hundreds of new recruits
flocking to us, or instead of devitalizing ourselves with intermin-
able and inconsequential factional arguments with a "left-wing"
whose entire perspective and premises differ fundamentally from ours
we look outward once more, and Seriously concentrate our efforts
upon building the YSL.




”

- 30 -
The Pros anc Their Con -= Part i 2
By Scott Arden

e Ta S
The Privy Faction (subtitle: "liow To e and/or Mot To De!)

The first part of this article (¥SR, Vol.l, No.3) concluded by informing
the TCL nembershin that those suwdporving one variation or another of the
"Unlte For Unity"™ line hove concretised their orgenizaticaal aims in factione
ai form -- at least in Chicago,

Unfortunately that information came to ny attention after the first three
sections of this article were drafted and it was therelore irpossible to ine
clude it in rore than a brief mention -- or postscripte ‘

Novw that we are less rushed we mizht for a moment examine several of the
extrerely interesting questions that this "faction" brings to owr attention,

e iearned, it must be remembered, of the eristance of this "faction® (the
term used Ly its supporters) when Comrads Debbie mentioned it in neesing in
the cowrse of an infomel discus<ion afie? a recent Unit business meeting,

ihile the Chicago Unit had never received "official® notification (either
before that tine or since) of the Tormation of thig "faction it must be cone
fessed that those of us who are susniciows by nature = or "paranoid® as soie
will have it -~ did note the amazin-ly nonolithic presentation of the Riphtls
position at the last few meetings,

We charitably marked this off to "coincidence" but that we vere wrong is
now established, The Chicago Unit, and the ¥SL generally, finls itself in a
most peculiar position, It has one open growping, the Left-Wing Caucus,
uhich declares itcelf, states its positions, and whose mombership (and basis
thereof) is stated and lmowm to all, It also has; hoirever, anotlier grouninge.e
this new "faction" which has never declered itself ofiicially, has issued no
staterents and nosited no position in its own nare , amd vhose membership, and
bas® tiereof, is at best "obscure',

This is made clear (if obscurity can be made clear) by the failure, to date,
of this"faction" to issue one. statement av any resuwlarly constibuted YSI
neeting ox in any ¥SL publications . In short its a secret faction — or funce
tions like one, ¢« - o . B

"Come now", we might be asked, "is it fair to term this a secret faction?"
"Didn't", our cdoubter contimes, "Comrade Debbie herself tell vou that it
existec?" Corpletely true, we rust answer, Debbie informed several of us
informally that a "faction" had been formed. But, should ve be allowed %o
retum the IgHothetical question of tiis h}rpotf&a‘f,ical corrade, why hasn 't she
infommed the ISL2?? :

If such a "faction" (vhatever it may be) was fommed on purely local issues
then infoxming the local wnit might meet the rminimal requircementis for respon=
sible functiondénge The fact 1s, of course, that this "faction" is not by
any means'locel" in tems € its aims, funciioning, @ afifilictionSesss

lore
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In the interest of Pure Truth (should any think that cuch e-ists) let me
confess thot I have mana:ed to plean certain further infarmation we vhich
I shall now impart to all and sundry.

The''faction" we are concerned with erists to “exgedi’ue business reetingsn

An expression & this amazing iten of incidensal intellicence we owe
exvirely to an unexplairable interest on my part in ancien® Grecian Drana,
Licoev. that is, into one of ry serd.-amnual cinematic excursions by tre tille
"Oudiprs Rex', I chanced to run into two of the hetter nemvers of this re-
markable “faction" in the lobuy of the local "art-theatre”, One of taenm Hndly
granted ne this "expedite" tidbit,

In all fairness it should be confessed that ow discussion vas cut short by
the beginning of the fecture and the Corrrade in question micht have ofrlered
more substantial information under other circumstances. In view of the ine
portarce of establishing the exact nature of this new "faction" I have deterrine
ed to sacrifice all personal predjudices s hotrever deep--seated, and shall spend
the next few veelts lurking in the lobbies of local riovie-hcuses,

Until this effort pays off we are restricted to "Cecduction", ard in these
terns can say certain things with no fear of honcst contradiii one

Does this "faction" have any meaning in terms o "derocracy" and related
"nice" words which tle I™.C majority mouths with clocklile rerularity?? If we
can just for a second or two forret our individual "211i-mments" we might well
see that it does,

The INC has been.called about everfthing that is to be found in Herriame
Webster's Unabridged with any derogatory content, Nevertheless, vhatever its
actual faults (should such exist),the IMC has functioned openly,

Contrary to both Haskell and Harris (the ® rmer misinformed —e the latier
niginforming)# thig is no exageration, The formation o the Caucus tas iuede
ately ammounced, a statement was issued, available for consideravion by all
ISlers, and all ¥Slers in agreement with the statement were invifed to join,
This statement outlined the basis then existing for the Tormation of the Caucus
and listed the names of those who supported and endorsed the Caucuse

Adﬁittedl:r this statement may not have been a masterniece of phrose --
literary or politiczl. ~- but at least it had the virtue of letting tle national
nerbership knov precisely wosre we stocd on the issues that had been defined
at that sta~e of thediscussion, Further, a mere ham ful of us sizned thot
statenent at the time it was first issued. Since then, fortunately, we have
grovn consi ercbly -- and are, indeed, still ~rowinge

‘The main point should be obvious to all, Zven vhen ve were a relatively
insignificant proportion of the”SL!s total riembersiip e were not ashamcd
t------..O--O--o-——--u—b-—----—------------
¥ Contrary to Harris neither Ed nor Tinm is a liar. The revort Tim mailed out
on the Shachtman-Haskell debate came 1ith a covering letter requesting that it
be circulated ~- and not just to L members, If IICers failed to circulate
it that was a failing on' their part and we can deduce no desirc for secrecy®
on Tim's,  &d explained th¥ (quotirg from the covering letter) in answer to
Haskell but llariis prefers to treat i#d as a li~r. I iiope lizrris rill now honor
ne by adding ry name to his list,

(more )
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to eome out and say that we, however few, take this position, here is vhat
we are for, and against,.. here are our names so that the rest of the YSL
will know exactly who ve are, '

Our opponents have of cowrse made use of these names, As the Secord section
of Bart i# 1 o this article indicated,z sizable sezment of their argumentation
has been along the lines of "so-and-se ‘s a so-aml-so', Jacking politicaj -
arrrvents to prop wp their proposal (which a New York Comrade has aptly called
"y french-Fried Turn®) they have ncturally resorted to personal invective
ard bzating, collectively, on our breasts... but we have elseuhere seen this
to pe trues .....

>y me retum to the subject at hand by suggesting to owr newer readers
that an Yopen" appiroach is not necessarily tle most "politic ", UWe didn't
eain® throush being open and honest about our differences, our proposals,
our (if you will) minority status. Quite the contrary, as we shall see,

Uhile the L has operated under the handicap of only winnirg and keeping
those 1ho agcee with its stated pesifions, tle iAC Majority has tended to
natwaily racler in everyorseice, of whatever point of wview. That is; mnost
of those, whatever their various differances on wiity may be, who camot agree
fully with the IIC have in effect [if not formally) been sucled into tnis
other "faction", If this "factiion" functioned as the IIC funcii ons its support
would probzbly be a lot less than that it would seem to have. Ve should 1ike
to see, for eciample, a "statement" vhich all supporters of ihe current iAGC
Majority could put their nares to... to date no such statem nt can be produced,

This "faction" is a weird thing, That it has obviow points in its favor
we r2adily admite, It is the "faction" of the majority of the established
leadership (NAC-iEC majority) and only "professional-minoritieites" -- a some-
vhat extinct breed which cannot seriously concern us ~- are insensitive to the
attractions of majority status. Newer, or uncertain, or lazy, meribers nomally
tend to gupport the 'respectable! established majority leadership..e. this is
Just a fact of molitical life, fortunate or otherwise, which no ore can deny,

It has other abiractions as well, The NAC majority of fers a "scheme®,
details vague, which they claim can 4 ter the miserable Sect-existence that
we are limited to by the nasity objective conditions vhich determine politiceol
realitys Alsoy there is question & the subversive list,.. a very difficult
natter to explain to relatives, em>loyers, etc, This B mnainly, to date, a
provlem fa those cf us who are or were in a "listed" organizatiéon (SYL, ISL,
S.'P. uhathaveyou.) but we know that certsin elements anong the’ porers-that-be,
axd liindred cretins associated therewith, are not too discriminnting. Well,
thaink theGod that Comrade Shachiman oratori:zally refers to, there vwonit be
airy ¢f thal in the SP-SDF, Owr maiden Zunt (vhether in Lierr Rochelle; .Y« or
Keoliz County, Ta.) may disagree with the party of Narman Thomas (and it is
jws t that) but she doesn™ conciler it "subversive".,. even tle Chik ago Tribune
Goesn't go that Tar{

Other "atiractdons" could be stated but most of them are obviows. Let's
ston for a morent and m ticinate a slarder. The noint concerning the "listh,
irmediately above, does not imply that the HC lajority wants into the SP-SDFF
mzinly to be reshectable... far froaw ite Thenoint is simply that nany contacts
and new recruits are concerned with such nroblens and one attraction (which is
what we are talliin~ about rizht now) of any "entiry" is tle T 1t vould substan-
tially decrease this concern, Slancer diverted? Can we proceed now? (tote,

Corrade Debbie, the "paranoia',)
(more)
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Now that we know some of the "good tl:ings" about this new "gactlon® let!s
tale a eloser look and see if maybe we can't {id something wrong di¥h i,
Clzay? ilell, vho is in il '? Thwe ho agree with Shachmand versus Draper?
(Two completely opposed nosiftons) Yep) Those who acse with Draper versus
Shachtman? Yep azeind Little Orphen Amnie maybe? llo?

aking Chicago as an exarple the rrivy faction includes, presumedly, both
Deanerites and Shachtmanites, The fact that they would be hard put to issue
a stasenend,equivilent to that of the I:C, to which they could all honesily
,agre: doesnit seen to faze them in the least, Afiter all, theyr are not
"funzy't on Stalinism and can therefore afford to be more than that in teris
of mirinal political and organizational requirments,

Though the resronsibility of such func tioning is dubious, the advantages
are not. Our obponents, Iocaily and nat onally, are car>fully collectirs their
najor dillerences on the unily question and are kecping then out of 3isiitees.
rerhaps with a view to burying hem under soume careiully fabricated “acreemeng",
So far, huwever, we only know that the differences are concealed -- ue haven't
seen any ‘azrezmentd,

Here and there an occasional "tolien® nas Leen passed 8ff fo:r senuine coin
by the Draperites in e course of %their athack on the Laft, Hta the sxcevbion
of Comrade Done, hovever, we have yet ©0 565 an artic te basicaily cimed ot the
Shachtmanites. And, it goes with-out saying, the Shachinmenites are Tar Too
astute to more than hint at their noint of view in one sincle Y3R article,

This mrkes it possible D r them to "pork tegethsrY azainst the YSL Ieft..e
but i§ it fair to the YSL membership um a whnsle? GCan we understand and come
to ~rips i th their arcwients and ideas if vhey are only haif, at best, stated?
If they "bury" their differences, instead of rresenting them ovenly to the
menrershing as ve do, aren't they .deny'i.g: the YSL meambership the opportunity
to democratically cducate itself on Tie issues involved? Doesn't the nembership
have the right to an gpen c¢iscussion?

Ve have seen what they substitute for oren political discussion -- and the
atnos dhere that has developed in the YSL as a result of this subsiitution,
Hartin, in one of his rare »ublic armearances during e cowse of this discussion
(and only seri-publically at that) s has carried the discussion a step further,
es did llarris before him, by recently terming Tim a "liar",..., hat made Tinm
a liar? lell, Iartin intrepreted a discussion one way, Tin another, thus since
Tinm does not have semantic mapport with Martin, Tim's a... "liar', Another
exampk :se. but enough, Iuch nare dould be said about the Y3L's »rivy "Tactinn®
but w2 will restrain ourselves to one or two final cormerts,

Comrades should be aware that the Chicaco section of this “Taction® inciudes
those vho do not vie® unity with the SP-SOF as parcicularly lilely, would
oppose (and »robably not narticipate in) any "unity? except on a Drarerite
basis, and hove a nunber of other differences uith thie Shachtiianite position,
They are, in short, f_‘gg souething esseniially diffcrent from that vhich the
Y5L Lert ras foimed in opposition toe

Wiy is is ruled out thal such comrodes, if they stated anmd organized for
their nosition, could find large arcas of real coreerent with the Lelt?
Firther, iy couldnit they cven hoce Lo uini over a substantial nrosortion
of those tho have leen (and are being)forced to e Left as the only meaningf

alternciive to Schachiman??7?
(:ore)
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Don'% e have a right to hear their views? Don't they have an obligation
to attem t to win support to their position? They may not comvince the Vil
Comzade Robertson, it is true, tut they nay convince sore of the more than
3/hths of the wnit that swmorts hin (dontt forget, the second lar-est unit' -

in the Y5L -~ vhich by itself has about as nany nenbers as the 'YPSLrationsl1ly),
‘Many of these comrzces are _l_l_c_e_H, renenber, and alnost none o then are WSUWPLsh'r
in any sense, :

Thus for the barren privy "laction®, One of its najor com-onents, the _
Shachinen sworters, is rolitically sterile == the other, the Draper sumporters,
is politically mute. When it presents itself (if, indced, it ever will) to
the TSL in an open fashion “hen we nay ‘¥ind it possible to “reat of it in a
scrious fashion. ~

In the meantine they have shut themselves in a politcal privy built-for-two,
locked the door from the inside, and are attermiing to Tlush their nolitcal
~differences doun a corron drain,.s luldng uss of the only paper available to
them, and using svitable arguncnts » they presume to issue bronouncerients to
the effect that their privy hes now become the ¥SL. They couldn't be wroncer,

[ ] e o e o * o 9 @ o o .. * o
Democracy and Disciniine (subtitle:"Dill Bailey revisited")

Recders of the YSR cannot fail to be atrare of the increcsing flood of
"irmlinentory" motions which are aired ot the July Convention. The ain of
these motions (most parvicularly, but not exclusively, those framed Ly Axlon
and llarringion) is to "i+id the YSL" of ile "erowring cancer of its Left which,
Iertin forbid, if not subjected to ruthless surcical treatnent idght ecsily
have a nejority in the YSL before the end of 1057, '

1=

D

erdsted up il now and .elenentary consicderationg of organiyational cemociccy
non-rrithstondings Those vho fear the srowing Left are hysterically dorndng
-tlie cocized hat of the lunatic-Iringe followers of "Lenin® and Hreparing to
transform theYSL into scmething which might well meet tle aroval of the
organizational¥hards" of the SLP, Yere Pogo a YSIer he might well yell

"lan the dikesd The Damn at the Booby=bin is burst : :

This is a risk that can™ be takenl.... the nature of the YSL as it has

An exageration? By no meams! Iisten to this... The coming Convention is
to "settle" everything, "once and dr 211" ww this and no less! Thiz is
vhal various sumporters of the I'AC Iajority tell us openly.,

flow anong soie supnorters of the "onolithic party" theory the view has
long existed that vhen a dis»ute arisss the tro sides discuss tle questions
involved, take a vote, axd from that »oint on (ore the decision hzs been rcached)
the majority nolicy is then thae permanent, unchan:ing, uidiscuszable posiion
of the orsanization -- the minority must accpt this position and cease to
present, orcanige for, propose, or even mention, its alternative noint of view
torrard the end of eventwlly changing the then najority attitude,

It is a fact that the¥SL and the vast majority of its mabers have always
rejected this fals concetion (vhich its surorters usually call “Ileninism')
and have refused to acce>t the notion that aquestions are "settled once and
for all" after the Couvention rcachs o decisions: Tet this is the aim of our
wltra-democratsy - o '

* (hore)



The exact details have not been fully revezled b us but b way of promise
we are resularly informsd that the Left will find it ex tromely difficult to
remain in the YSL, ro matter how loyally, after the July Convencion, Indeed,
already (qa_l'ggg v, Conrade Arlcn, before the Convention!) our Ifuture “sccond
class" - al best - membershi» status is being tried-on for size, As one
of the clearest exanrles of this let me refer doubtful readers to the W.C's
own record of the cdiscussion anddecision on Tim's towr (MAC Iinutes of the

POER

[Goting of April 3Cth, 1957)

Purther it vould seem that the NiC is unwilling to await the "Democratic
Decision" of the Convenilon it seems certain to dominate. Instead s it is
alrsady ‘"implimenting" decisions thet have not yet been nadel

That is, it has come to my attention that the MG has adovted sae sort
of rule —~rohibiting tle acceptance of any rember of the SWP into tle YSL
- "because oi" Lrlon's motion (vhich the TConvention nmay pass) ™imlimenting!
the Convention Decisions (not yet reached}) by excluding SWP youth from oL
merbersiip é

Just gtop fer a minute and thinkl Is there any so stupid as to not realize
how taitastic this is? ' :

Let’s jwt examine the"logic! for a half-minute, ihat if ore of us (Scott,
for exanple) were to present a motion for the consiceration of tle Couvention
to the effect that "dual membership in the ISL amd YSL is incompatiable.,
Suppose, further, that I introcduced such a motion vicht nowi 0.K., are we
nov to assume that from this minute on the merbershin of all ISLers in the YSL
is "suspended" or "held in abeyance" pending Bonvention action on such a rotion?
Well, wliy not?

This quostion of “"barring SiPers" is not just hypothetical. Tonicht, Iy 30th,
the Chiczgo Unit will vote on the membership awnlication of a young Sdcer who

has been in contact with the YSL for sameting, I have been led to bele ve that
the G is position will bar her membershipe, If this is so then the YSL will

have a snecial chapter devoted to it in any future work on "The Sectoiian iistory
of theimerican Radical Movementy., This position is also in clear and open
violation of the YSL's Constitution (vhich they ignore cheerfully) which leaves
the question of accentance or rejection of individual anplicaiions to the local
units excent in case of 'memtership-at-larce®,

This is particularly outrageous because of tie particular Si/Per in questiom.
She is not a "hard-ar-fast Camnonite", basically in disasreenent with the
svecific politics of the Y5L, On the controryd This SWP comrade is a
meber; or euporter, of the"State~Capitilisti tendency in the SilP, a tendency
vhich is '"non-defensist" on tle Russian qe stion, Get that? She disagrces
with the "derenerated vorkers state' ticory and its concorwritart "Defense o
the U.3.5.Re" position. The position she holds is rerfectly camatable
vith YSL membership as defined in the Jonstitution,

. (wiore)

#* I must annologive in advancefor anmy inaccuracy in this report but I have not
yet received the rinutes £ the NAC neeting of several wecks ago at which this
decision was reportedly reached, Hormally I would rescrve comment until I had
the II'C!s statenent befa e me but in this case that is impossible since this
article rwst be finished this aitverncon (lby 30th) to mect TSR's deadline, and
because tihe quosvion involved is of imiediate iLmportance,
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IT her application is not accented it will be (it can only be) on the
crudest organizational grounds with no political questi on Smvolved, It will
mean that the YSL is no longer o-en to socialist 7outh vho are in basic asree-
ment witd our minimal olitical requirerents D r nembershis s as cefined in
the Corstitution, and vio are willing to accedt the duties afid obligations of
nentersiip, s also defined in tle Constitution, :

flause™ will have been writen into the Constituticn redefining coxnditions
of nenbership -- writen in, ve rwst remember, in tle Constitution of tie Dero-
cravic ¥5L, a Constitution which orlw the Convention is allared to alter in any
ranner shepe or formé  Why? Vhy malte this wsunporteble move? Vell, it scems
that cn: comrade, not even a prescnt renber of the {'iC, has »rooosed a mo*ion
on the subject To be considered by tle comiip Conventions Ths is the shabby
pretext the LAC gives us for feering up e iSL Constitutiony

It used to be that "A~B-CY was "A-BaC",,., lately, however, its becore "SSP
in some strangs fashions Iet's try ow "%.3-C"s.conrades, Ve 21l know,
vhicheysr wids We suprort, that any acticn by the 1@ barring merbershid in
the 3L e those SUP youth who meet all Constitutionz) requirecreits for
merbershin - any such action «- is on cpenly undemocraiic use of povers it
dogs not have, to intervene into the affairs of a local unit, to burccratically
lhait tle growth of the YUL Left, to imr ose a pariicular faction's ends on
the Y5L, ancd to artific ally decide in advance tle outcone of the July Convention
(vhich surposed to meke such decisions if they cre to be made at all),

The next logical sten is to bar the Teft from any recruiting vhatsoever!
That is, to make agreement with tle MAC Majoriti!s factional position on SP-SDB
"Oity" a pre-condition for menmtership, Why not? Iwry up, Arlon, urite
anotier moiloa Tomorrow barIng recruitment of any who do not agree with your
faction ofl the unity questicn, Rest assured . that the MAC Hajority willi
hasten to exceed its powers again and say "In view of the pending resolution., "

Iere we get to vhat's really involved, Tle Richt is frichiened silly vy
our proven ability tn recruit © the ¥SL on a Ieft basis, In Chicage, for
exemple, we have tuo avlicants for wmembershis, both on a lLeft basis. Cne is
the 5P comrade mentioned above (vho in tems of her political views belonrs
in tle YSL) and the other is a 17 yeor old hish schoel student, In addision
to these L we have more than a good lilkelyiood of several other hirlh school
recritts (within the ne:tt nonth) » plus a cowrle of mresent Yolers (of long
stending) vho are seriously consicering IIIC aiffiliation, Is it any wonder that

e II'C Majority fears its majority in Chpo is ab best tenwous? Is it ay
worder that the ILC Iajority may attemnt to resirict tle Left's elementary
Cenocravic rizht to recruit to the YOL rather than run %the risk of losing
enotier major unit to the Left? .

Ve Iknow vhat the picture is nationally, In Berkeley one of the ¥SL'as
smallest units has been re-built, on a left basis, until it is now the second
lar~est wnit in the ¥SL ~= and still grovingd % Antioch has been firmly

. o (moie) - - -
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¥ If Comrede larris can be taken =eriouvsly then Jim Robertson has cerionstrated
an amesing. derr e of mersonal masnelisMesse a quality he ivs ¢ have been holding
ti-hily in check Curins tlie many ;rears he has worked to build wWe Berkelgy Unite
Of course we knou that llarris is full of...., inaccaracicse . '
(more)
(footnote continued under "brcken-line“ on the next page)



re-established as a unit -~ also an a Left-iing basis, In Denver and Phila,
if the iliC allows us to recruit non-CWPers, we will probb: ¥ be able to estabe
1ish nev units W thin a month ar two., In Yew York (the stmghold of the
B\C Iejority -- vhich constitutés about half of its national gipport) and
in Nevark supnort for the Left is slavly devzloning, This is by no meams a
- complebe roster but it leaves the H'C Malcrity ufely" (and t.:at for the romeht)
only wwo units cutside of iloY, -~ Pithsburgh and Los Angeles - neitler of
which is particularly strong in size or wrosvecis and both suffering in varying
degrzes from a "leadershi» crisisy

e now have (easily) the support of one quarter of the YSL and if tke FAC
Mejoritvy allows us our right to recruit, in terms of the standards outliued
in the Constitution, we ina) have cle e to one third of the total ILSL menbership
vithin a few monthss The NAC realizes this and is very natupally disturbed.

Let's stor, again, for a moment and anticircte another slander, Can it be
sadl that tle Ielt is "pacldng" the ¥SL? .ibsolutely notd Tl growth o the
Lef't renrosents legitimate YSL recruiting, both from within and without, That
is, almos: everyone who has been (and is being) won to the Left &s a present
Tler; . ex-Yiizr, former Stalinoid or Stelinist; or reletively or completely new
to any sociclist political activity. I might add, just for those interested in
such matters, that 2lmost none of them are med ers of the BWP,

On this last voint it might be worth while to point out that in the above
discussion of the growth ~ossibilit® s for the Left I lave, S purposes of this
discussion, carefully excluded the SUP youth as a major Sacthor. QIn ’c.l)le event

nore

-----——---u-------n--‘-'.-—---Q--‘---—a--—

(Footnote continued from preceedig nage)

To charze that the Berkeley Unit (remember, the second larrest in the vhole
¥51) is a sersonal clique of comrade Jim's is not only totally inaccurate but,
even if it were true, is irrelevant and revresents argumentation on tie lowest

—— L e it

possible Tevals

A1l of us know that at least one of the two wnits s outside of N.Y., that
"solidly" suprorts the iC Majority was founded by one conrade, has teen held
together by the same camrade, and, as a point of fact, would probably fall
apart tomorrou (or the next day) were that one comrade to ® ave - a fact well
attested to by the dong stated desire of this one comrade to "retize® fron youth
work as soon as his unit can sustain itself without him,

Is this sort of thing "relevani" to our discussion on tie Unity Question?
I, for onz, am darmned glad that the corrade in question has sacrificed his
»ersonal desires andcontinues to hold together a wnit of the 8L, rezardlscss of
what - osition that Unit talies on "Uaity"s Ibst units of the YSL have been
ectablibhed and are 'held together® by one or two ey camwrades. The present
"leadership crisis" in the Los ingeles Unit is largely due to the loss of just
one such key cwrrades So what? So nothingd ’

The only leritinate -oints that can be nade on this "factor" are evaluations
of tie relative sirenrht or wealmess of the units in qestion, the rossibilities -
of their growth or decline, If canrade Jim were concicering leavine Berkeley
then liarris micht correctly roise ihe question of vhether or not his loss tould
Wealen theunit and if so vhat stors (if any) ve could take to correct the sit-
uation, But obviously this is not the rt of thing Harris is talking about,

ther he, Harris, 'charges" something that is not only not true but hich, even

(Footnote continued under “oroken-lire" on the e xt »age) (more)
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. 0L a genercal influx of SU/P youth (an event vhich 1ould be immensely prosressive,
end which I favor) -- in such an event - then the Y5L would have at leost

e o . N . - ™
one nevw unit (Detroit), considerable stren;th in H.Y., new forces In Ios

seetin

angeles’ and elsethere..s in short, The YSL Teft, under ruch circrwmstances, vould

almost autonatically be the YST, majority, I mention this only to show thot it
is notv whot I'm tallking about in 1y above discuzsion of the grownt notential
of the lLeft,

’ =1

the introcuction of the "Monolitic Party" concept into tle YSL =- there are
several -oints worth making in tle time still left to us, '

Al after this somevhat lonsz disression, we can retum to the orisinal point ==
5

It can b2 readily established that at least the more articulate sunnoirters
of the iI'C lhjority want to "rid the YSL" of those T5Lers vho 0'"oSe then on
the Uniy Question, They hope to do so Iy altering the YSL, now and at the
next Convention, in such a manner as to nzke it "impossible™ Jor those o
oppos? them cn this one question to remain in tle ¥SL, Sxpulsion, of course, will
be ussd If nececsary but as this weuwld be "messy" it will only be 2 last resort,

Muach preferable is the setting ol "iiposcible" conditions -- znd if the Left

aqur?_’?s _the"?1113vqssib].e"_.conditiqnaf tl.len a new set, even nore ":i(.mposs),iblc“ is
’ .o T e Ty L , nare

Iy .
N e
---—---—-—n---o—-----«------n---—-—-u-—.

(Footnote continued irom receeding nage)

if it were trus, would be totally irrelevant ond a charge" that could be as
TGodily esseblished fagainst® units Aumorting Harrisfs- posiione :

His second ‘icharge" is just as dis honest and Just 2s irrelevant,,. indeed,its
the avove moint restated, Ik 'charges" thot Serleley, unlike other wiits, does
not have "sraduates 211 over the country -- that is, that Jim for nefarious
reascns has been una“le to recruit and develoe leadership neonle with . only
one excep tion uhio just happens to be a co-thinier of lkurris.

Is this true? To nane Just tvo, Roger and Dave have both cemonstraied lcaderw
ship ability (and I single them out only becawse both have writen -- somebhing
nagy "Jeaders” of larris's group don't seem to be chle to do). Others can be
nentioned, Just as one  such other therc is Duran -- a comra.e wihio so impresced
the lest Convention that it elevated him to Alternate iLLT status, an honor wibhe
oul, YOL precident censidering his "newse$'to nolitical activity, Iet's check
IIhrris's "other units® who have Boraduates! (Hrecunedl:r leadership people) ali
over the country, Asside from two units, Chicarp and il.7., who elsad, comrade
Horr25?  Hew many "leaders" wers cevelo od by .irlon in Le... and have "rraduated!
to oiher units all over the country?? Offhand we can only think of ong -—-
Comrace /rt in .Y, How about Pittsburgh?? it rost one, The record of othexr
L units that exist and have erdisted i not much vetter, if as good, is it
Corrade ilrris? : : '

Cncd azain we see that larprists gcharge" amounts to...hogmsh == and an
inferior srode of hosmash at that, Also, of course, this “charse", even if
it wore correclily founded (vhich it is not) 3 Mrreleveat" in exactly the
same way as uis first "charge" UaS..... IT Jin is "zuilty" Arlon is even rore

So0... and I don't accuse irlon of arg” guilt on this score,

But enouzh of this footnote... Iet!s save uhat's left of Comrade Ilarris dr
section three. C
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formulated and »ub: forth, That is, no matter vhat the Left is willing o accept
they will still not be alloved to remain in tle 1oLe '

The] ecrystal-clear exammle of this is the new "Resolution" pronosed by that
farous anti-leninist,and organizationsl democrat,Comrade Harrington (YSR, Vol.)
To. by, liny 39th, 1957); in answer to tie L' is staterent that it would go .
along with the Majority shouvld the Iaj ority decide %o enter the SPSUI youth
(sceting certrin tonditions). ,

A 1ittle worried by this, Harrington makes the point: "ile are, of cowse,
in favor of full, frce and open discussion of differences vithin a re;roued
socialist moversnt, But such debste, we belicve, nust talke nlace withir the
context of a comuitment to the basis notion of a broad Debsian party." |inosige
mine » S qu) ’

that on earth can thi vossibly mean except that Harrincton vill now set as
a "dondition" for continued YSL membership (after "Unity") full acce-tarce of
his "asic notion" of a "broad Debsian varty#?7? That excludes tle Lelt Drom
this "haty" comyletely and entirely -. if by lcomidtuent he means that we must
change owr vicws and accedt his viewnoint (i.c., agree with him). -Cculd he mean
anything else but this? Letis see, '

Just in case we didn't all understand he stells it out a little further in
his Ycorments'" cn tle motion involved., In discussing the cucstion of insisti
onn the right of any ¥SLer to cniter the "Unity" organization (should the SP-SDF
denaxxd the exclusion of certain nerbers) he tells us: "I will fight for the
rights of anyons who is for the unity which is becoming a fact and wents to
enter it as a loyzl renbere" : '

Note ths carefully, You now not only have to enter as a loyal menber -
that's not good enough, You have to be for the unity! That is you hove

Yo agree with llarrington that the wnity is a good thing if he (our Eoti onal
Chairman) is to go out of his way to assure you your right to stay x«ith the Y5L,

Perhaps llarrinzton may not yet have manaced to figue out that the YSL riembders
supperting the LI are not "for the Unity". If, however, this fact has come
to his attention then he Clearly establishes what "ecormitment? means as used
in his resolution... It's not corr'itment o abid by majority decision or funtion
loyallye.. nothing like thate Harrington insists upon agreement with the
majority position and ndthing less, ' ,

We nust close for nar... overvhelmed as vwe are Dy thd magnificent  display
of "anki-Bolshevic" thinking on the organizaiional question by that master-
democrat llarrington.  All hail the monclithic party and its democratic
advocaies}d '

. e it

- em-
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I must anologize for no% including the rrojected tikrd section of this instalie
nenv but I rust submit my stencils at this soint if they are to be published #n
the current YSR. Though it is difficult for me to deryr rrrself the ~leasure

of a whole section devoted to a certain Conrade larris I nust postpone that
innocent nast-time until the next issue,

L AL L S S
weow o W W



SOuin OBSERV.ATIONS ON THE.PADSPECTS OF THE YSL

Culcago, Illinois
30 Lay 1957

After many months in the East, I huve finaliy come back to the
Phearilaad of averica' - the wléwsst. ge experlence has alreudy proven
to he a good owe, for it Lus helped we geia a certain perspective cn
Lao poiitic 1 oand organiz.tional prospects of the YShe Caught, as we heve
boar tnoa struggle with o fuction to vhose protestalions «f concern
fov building the YSL, we are forced, uarortun.tely; to repiy !the
getlomen ds protest too much.® it hus beea 2 bi% difficult io g:in
eny perzvecivive on vhet we huve .ccomplished in the recent past and vhat
Ve wre oa the verge of accomplishing in the near future. In the course
of the faction:l strug le, some of the most active and concerned courzles,
mauy of them relatively new to the soci.list novemeet, huave insisted,
correctly, that the task oT iha org.nized sociulist movement is +the
iatervenvion i1 the pnlitica;fgf the n.tion. They havs, incorrectiy.
understundzbly, and from the poiat of view of a vizble socialist youth
movensili, s:altiily, countesrpsssd this task %o $he fzelicn.l fighte
Howewear, for tnose com.ittsd to uhe ae2essiby of soci dist ovgacizotion
1a orcer to intervene in politic.l 1:ifs. the suc.essrul prosecutioa of th.t
factlon:l fight is necessary to the he:1lthy 1ifs of the organization.

1

but

The possible discouragement that this protrueted strugsle may have
cre.ted among those comrades most comritted to the polnt of view of ihe
najority and wio went to get on with the task of building 2 soei: lisy
youth moveneut nhich can intervene in ths pueiitical iife of the n. tion
may be dispellsd by louvking at vhat we have done vhile in ths midst of
tuis 7ignt < and what 1s on the agenda: In the first pl.ce, the Y3L
hai coniimied vo meintain a slow, but steady, rate of growth both
nuuerically and in terms of the areas in which we have influsnce. 1In
New York City we have gainsd strength .nd influsnce on the najor
campuees of the ¢ity, and were consequently in the position to le:d the
fizht to pretesi the barring of Dally _orker editor Jolw Gates from the
Civy Cullege curmpuu. Ia lke meetings thot were held a% Coiumbia and 2t
Brocklya College, U mrade Harrington was atle to present the YSL to
orer a thousand stu&ents, while at the same time fighting for student
rights and ac.demic freedom. 1In the second pi.ce, the contiibution thot
the YUl made to .the Pruyesr Pilgrim:.ge has gained us the raspect ani
sdmiration of importunt sections of the iegro movement. This activity
war carried oa in *the midst of the fictional strvggle - and represents
tre zest signifizuad .nd lmportant cct perforied by the sociilist vouth
riove ent ir nany yve.rs, '

Rsceut vieeks have witnessed encour.ging grovwth within the YSL, It
snenld be eaccurraging to learn taat USL u:its or organizing com ittees
wvith serious prospests of becoming units in the near future have been
formed ii New kaven, Fhiladelphia, Clevel.nd, Boulde?, Color.do,
alberquerque, rievi mexico, Portland, Cregon, .nd Seattle, +asnington through
the activities of leading supporters of the mwajority. At one .estern
carpus we recently discovered the existence of a club, vhich is oriented
Yoward the YSL aund is considered by the students of she campus as the
"YSL clubi" There are at least three Big Ten universities in the mid-
vest at vhich with some work at the beginaing of the f£.11 semester we could
have at least an org nizationcl toe-hold,

0

Both I and Comrade Deniich who he.s been on tour for the YSL have
discovered that the YSL has become the socizlist youth mover.ent in the
eyes of soclalist-oriented students throughout the country. Perticularly
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among those radicusl youth bre.king with tﬁe LYL :nd with the Stalinist
periphery, the opportunities for the YiL are encouraging. Furthermore,

there is a new «tmosphere on the caupuse. at the Upiversity of . 1sconsin,'\

for example, there has been a group of undergraduaies vhich has met to
discuss problems of Student Conformity and rel.ted nmatiers and have made
certain beginnings toward a new politicul .tmosphere on the campus.

wost of them are non-ideological; ccnsider themselves "libersls", but the
coontent of itheir ideas could be, with the attention of soclalists, easily
puav2ed to the left. One of the courudes from the .est Coast reports
g/wirar stdrrings on campuses in thut area. o

The YSL will survive the current factional struggle, despits its
exhausting quality, the person.l nastiness involved, and the foilure of
the i.irority t6 act in a fashion thut would convince anyone of their
desire to bulld the YSL. The kinority, with a few notable and commendable
exceptions, has in a perfectly "legul® fashion, but totally irresponsibly,
tied-up the activities of the YSL in those areas in which it has stirength,
On every poseible issue it has developed a "uinority" point of view,
Howevev; at a meeting at which I was recently present vhen the org:nizer
of the un't. a supporter of the wajority, asked for aid ia an importans
campus acilvity, the kinority coudades drd not even give her the courtesy
of listening to her proposal. Ths kizovily reserves its talents it seems
for the "theoretical' problems of the organization. «ny healthy socialist
youth organization can only be so if there is a lively internal discussion
carried on at all times. The kinority has,“forgotten", however, that one
of the obligations of a democratic org.nization is to operate in such
a vy, even when fighting for a legitini.te political position, that will

\

N |

2id the organization's growkl, will aid ths advancement of the democrztically

adopted politics of the organization, « rather than throwing roadblocizs
in che vway of executing the politics of the mejority of the org:nization.

The experiences of recent months, however, have proven th:t despite
the actions of the minority we cen be yuaranteed substantizl grovth in
the near futuce in the YSL. In a certuin sense, the major task of the
convention and of the incoming NEC-NaC will be to tuke the steps
necss-aiy to exploit successfully the excellent opportunities that we
have, This is a task which will call upon the energies and resources of
all those loyal to the organization,.

GEOAGE Ra LINGS

P.S5. after writing this note, I had the opportunity to read Comrade

Faith's article wh'ch uppears elsevhere in this issue of the YSR .

I was happlly "forced" to the conclusion that without any prior agreenent

or krowledge her remarks and my note are the two sides of the same coin.
. It's time to get on with the task of building the YSL{
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v ON TAKING POLITICAL RESPONSIBILITY FCR THE AMERTCAN FORUM FOR

SCCIALIST EDUCATION
R : ~-George Rawlings

The question of the YSL's position on the American Forum for
Socialist Education must be considered in some detail at this point,
Some¢ of those in the YSL while agreeing that the AFSE was a mistaken
approach to socialist regroupment question whether our continued
r<Yisal to tale organizational responsibility is correct now that the
Forum is in existence., They wonder whether our continued sbsence
from its National Committee will isolate us from those radical youth
bresking with ~the CP and the LYL who will be involved in the AFSE.
They questicn whether our continued refusal to become in effect a
sponsor of the AFSE may not buttress those forces in the Forum who
are interested in creating a Stalinoid resroupment,

Pefore we examine these questions we must clear the air of several
confuging issues, -We should not be against taking resvnonsibtilit+ for
the Forum simply bsczuse wohlforth, writing as Secretary of the iinority,
offered his services to Muste in a scandalous letter. liohlforth the
"private citizen," free to do as he wishes, and .chlforth the Secretary
of the Minority Caucus, merge in this act, as in others, into
wohlforth-the~Author-of-the-iethod-of-Political-Hadness, It was an
undisciplined- act,. it stands morally condenned by all loyal, responsible
members of the YSL, the NAC's resolution of May 23 says all that need
be said on this subject at this time - but it has nothing to do with
our attitudes toward the American Forum for Socialist iducation.

-Equally irrelevant to our attitudes toward the AFSE is the witch
Hunt that has teen aimed at it, Our position on this is, of course,
unambiguous. Ve condemn and oppose the attacks on the AFSE as strongly
and as vigorously as we can, We have nothing but. open contempt for the
attacks on the AFSE by Eastland, the New York Daily News, the New York
Times, and other similar sources., ‘But being anti-arnti- AFSE does not
meke us - despite all sorts of equations about two negatives "making"
a positive~ necessarily pro-~AFSE, .

There is one more issue which has been introduced into this
discusion. It is claimed in some circles that the AFSE is nothing
but a center'to organize the discussion between socialists and
Stalinists and Stalinoids - and that therefore we can have no
objection to participating in such a discussion center, But we ask
the proponents of this view,"If this is so, why is it so necessary
that we participate in such a discussion center, such a forum to
fermalize the discussion? We did not do this when the Bartellites
or [ste himself were “privately" organizing the discussiun?" Some
of the proponents ofthis "We-are-only—formalizing-the~discussion—theory"
are cbviously sincere about this - others are disingenuous, It is
clear that the AFSE is more than a center for formalizing the discussion-
that it is a quasi~organization on the way to becoming an organiztiocn,

Wie now turn to the issue at hand - which requires a careful
description .  so that no one will have any doubts as to what is at
stake, ith the excevotion of the VSL Minority, there is no one in the
YSL to my knowledge who believes that a healthy socialist regroupment
could stem from the AFSE. (Comrade Rone seemed to have this position, but
it appears that his position is changing.,) Those who have been questioning
whether we should now support the AFSE do so only on the grounds that
we may have something to gain by suoporting the Porum, even though we
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were right in our initial opposition, The Minority looks upon the AFSE
as some sort of necessary first-step in the kind of "regroupment" they
want - of this more below in another context -; those in the Majority
who suggest that we perhans should now participate officially in the
AFSE have no interest in it as a center for socialist regroupment, are
concerned only with a very limited tactical question, It is to these
members of the Majority that these comments are addressed,

The question is a simple one and the division between those of
us in the Majority who. oppose taking political responsibility for the
AFSE by having YSL representatives on the National Committee and those
in the Majority who have suggested that we mignt particip=te in the
AFSE officially is slight, It would be ludicrous to blow up the differences
into a major discussion - thus the brevity of this articde., Those of
us who havéd no doubts about the wisdom of refusing to take political
responsibility have every intention of participating in any discussions
of the serious problems which face the socialist movement which the
Forum might” organize. Those who suggest that perhaps we should have
a few YSL sppkesmen as "individuals" on the Netional Committee of the
AFSE have no illusions about the Forum, certainly do not see it as % in
any way an alternative to unity with the SP-SDF as the basis for
socialist regroupment, The Minor:ity can gain little comfort from possible
differences in the Majority and Majority supporters certainly should not
mute their doubts on this question out of a mistaken fear of this, ‘

The issue is simple: do we have more to gain at this point by
taking political responsibility for the Forum, or by refusing to take
such resnonsibility? No more grandiose issue is at stake, when posed
this way - and the waters are not muddied by notions of the AFSE as
a center for socialist regroupment or other similar nonsensze = the
matter becomes quite clear: everything that we hope to gain from the
AFSE can be gainid without taking political responsibility, There is no
obligation to take political responsibility for a political form
whose formation you opposed in the first:place,

If the AFSE were likely to become an institution which would be
on the American socialist scene for any length of time, if it gave
any indication of being really viable, then the issue would be more
serious, 1In such a case m® it might be that we would have to work to
convert it into an institution which we could support, that is an
institution which was clearly for the defense of democracy everywhere,
But does the AFSE at this point have any chance of being a viable
organization? A glance at it should dispell illusions en this score,
Tre AFSE has already burned its bridges to the Negro movement by its

icastrous attempt to link the joint May Day meeting it sponsored in
New York with the Prayer Pilerimage., Some of its own leading figures
have been shaken in their conviction as to the correctness of the
entire operation, The Communist Party in the process of stamping down
on the Gates tendency it is revorted kas ordered Gatesites Wiilkerson
and Blumberg off the National C_mmittee of the AFSE. The political
hostility of the SP-SDF to the AFSE(for both good and bad reasons)
limits its effectiveness in the arenas of the SP#SDF, A d one of the
loudest supporters of the Forum, the Socialist .orkers Party, is =
interested only in a very specific type of regroupment - regroupment
around their finished program. The SVP is in short in the AFSE on a
raid - a recruiting drive for the vanguard party. Their attitude on
the entire question of socialist regroupment is amazingly like the attitude
of the YSL Minority. They both are looking for programatic agreement -
and it appears, "coincidentally," that they have similar programs,
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The AFSE if it is to exist at all can turn only into a center for
Stalinoi” regroupment - and the kind of center in which the Stalinoids v
are not required to rethink too much, can remain content in a position
half.;ay betreen Stalinism and demccratic socialism. It cannot be a .
center for anythinz but such a Stalinoid regroupment, No democratic
socialist unity is vieble that is not clearly anti-Stalinist,. fob
cerocracy everywhere, For us to take political responsitility for the
£75E would be to choose it.as an alternative vehicle for socialist
regroupment to the SP-SD", And such a vehicle with its Stalinoid
overtones would not be a way of creating a broad Debsian democratic
socialist movement - but of succumbing to the direction of those who
in some way gr other have a "defensist position" on the Russian
question, Our hostility to Stalinism and our recognition that it has
nothing to do with socialism is, of course, not a peripheral matter
to our politics- but has been the crucial hallmark and capstone of
Third Camp Socialism,

The only conceivable viability for the AFSE - and that possibility is
limited - is as a Stalinoid regroupment, Tye independent socialist
movement cannot turn its back on such a development, must in fact
maint in constant relations with it, must have its speakers at its
forums, must be in constant contact with those it influences, Isolation,
in short, from this Stalinoid regroupment is not being pronosed =

and is in no way to be the conseguence of our refusing to take
political responsibility for the AFSE, But there is nothing that we
would want to do in relation to the AFSE that we cannot do remaining
friendly critics who refuse to take organizational responsibility.
Eecoming part of the National Committee of the AFSE can only help in
the creation of a Stalinoidish regroupment - precisely the kind of
regroupment no member of the Majority is interested in.
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For those who reject the perspective for socialist unity as
proposed for the YSL by the Majority, participation on the National
Cormittee of the AFGE beccmes the natural alternative for their
are many Stalinoid scalps nresent there for those "braves" who want
a raiding party. For those who defend the Majority's vosition, and
who understand it =~ who are not concerndd with raids, but with a
genuine socialist regroupment built about a Debsian Party of
democratic socialism - participation on the Jational Committee of
the AFSE we deem to be a political error, O r refusal to participate
on the National Committee does not mean isolition from the Stalinoids -~
our participation on it means a movement away from the kind of
regroupment outlined in the Document of the NAC Majority on
perspectives for American Socialism , and more importan t is likely
to give additional aupport to the illusion that those who have not
yet broken from Stalinism and socialists can together "educate" for
socialism,
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