YOUNG SOCIALIS

CONTENTS

|

}

| S
Paze 1 Editoria.l Notes

o.?” .5
Parc 3 Socialism and Democracy--i’arts I-II by hax k/arj?

r’ . J%‘?
Poeos 23 ‘Another Open Letter, by Scott Arden [[O . LB

Pace 2§ Constituional Safesuards for a Heal ‘
' Urity, by George R. hacKenzie 3107 :

froo 289 EBrief Notes on Bureaucratic Colleot:

ivisnm, by Me Oppenheimer 1t

a2 32 Enow } cthinﬂ‘i&u in the YSL, 'by haz;fla
Wichlforth Nt ’

?:> 36  Reply to Comrade Bone, by Gerry bucDemott Hlf

Pure WO A Look at the Back Row, by S.A. iy '}_,,

Articles by John norgl%: Notes on Revisiona and

P 3
C‘plta.mtlons 1" o
52 Cn the Vansuard Farty i3 | &
54 L:'om .vc‘;.ocmcv and the Reuther kachine, J 3

F-0 61 aYS-YSL Correspondence on Socialist Regroupnent “ 'f l

Infornotion  4nd

Discussjon ~Bulletin
or .
The YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE

VOL.5 NQO.=2

June 15
1957

10 ¢

|083

.,“



Mlb—c
EDITORIAL LOTES

hat the YSR is

The Young Bocizlist Review is the informetion and diccussion hulletin of the
Youne Socinlist Leoasue., It is prepored by the Chicago unit of the ¥YSL.

Tre ain of YSR is to constitute a forun for the expression of 211 points of
view within the YSL and is cpen to all members. Contributions from non~mem~
bers wiil be accepted if of sufficiently high intereste.

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

The YSR is published at least bi-monthly, or more often wvhen there is suffi-
cient materizl. So, PLEaASE SEND COPY aS SOON oS IT IS READY to 1343 E, 50th
Street, Chicago 15, Illinois. Send it stencilled or typewritten.

The circulation of YSR is not restricted to YSL members althoush it is issved
primarily for menbers, kembers should muke every effort to get copies into
the hands of all other interested persons. For information write the editor
or the YSL National Office at 114 ¥, 14th Street, New York, New Yoric.

This issue

This is the 6th pre-convention issue, and the next to last before the conven-
tion. The deadline for the next issue is June 20th -~ in other words probsbly
befpre this issue reaches most of the membership -« and will be put out from
New Yorize «sfter that date the National Office will only mineograph resolu-
tions and amendnents that are sent to the N0 in stencilled forme. The NO will
be busy preparing for the convention and trying to produce a complete set of
all pertinent documents for convention delegates.s However delesates should
try and bdring £11 pertinent YSRs for their additional informatione

This issue contains nunerous articles, including two especially lons onese.
Corirade kartin's article constitutes the first hulf of an article in reply to
Conrade kase's discussion on Stalinisne Also contained in this issue is an
"official" exchange between the american Youth for Socizlism znd the Youns
Socialist Leasue.

7e renind 2ll members that unless the fund drive is completed in better condi-
tion or uvnits can raise special funds YSR will have difficult s6ing after the
convention —~ it's not the cheapest tasix putting out and mailines this organ.
Hovevoer we hove that after the convention we will continue to receive naterisl
of both & theorctical nature and also on organizutional and elenentary educa-
tional teopics,

Othervise - you can expect copies of the Tth pre-convention issue within about
ten drys (copies for delegates will be sent 1lst class), folloved by the 3rd
Wational Y3L Convention July lst to 3rd, followed by probably two post—-conven-
tion issues containing the final amended resolutions and mcotions, followed by
2 racularly eppearing and we hope more technically readcble, attrzctive and
azeful YS8H. ‘ '

il then.
~~Debbie Meier, editor
June 15, 1957
rece The aYS-YSL corraspondence, appcaring at the end, is not pase numbered.
trg. 2 For collectors = the lust issue sheuld huve Deen vole 5, noe 4 - 60rYYe

1084



- 3= |
SCOIALIS: wiD D JCORaCY: a HEPLY TO SEaIE haGR

by moz hartin

I

The eppanrance of Ceriredz Shenc Lare's articles (The Y2L Right iine and the "Crigs
of torid Ltalinismt aund "ldscellaneous Comments Corc>.ning the FaC "Uratt ncsclo.
tion on the Crisis cf Vorld Stulinisn') should be wclcomed by evers meriber of tho
Y5L. The prc—conventicn Giscussion to date has alross enclusively been centered
on the question of socialist regroupment; by and large i+ hos igncred other mni-
ters which will cccupr the ccyvention's attention. To be sure, the "anity! ques-
tion is the most important cne prosently confronting the League, for the rebuild-
ing of a cCemocratic socialist movement in the United Siates is the riost urgent
task facing smerican sccialists. Hence, it.is both understandable and necessary
that soclialist regroupment reccive top priority for comsideration and discussion
in the Y3l

lur

At the same time, the convention ageada vwill contain other points, since other
questions require resclulion. Foremost among these is the revolution ascinst
Stalinism in Ezstern durope and the doveloprients throughout the Stelinist erpirs
which preceeded the Octover Days in Fumzoery and Poland. The events in tkese coun-
tries raised & nunbor of problens, both thecrstical and practical, vhich scciclists
must consider, for important questicns of fundaientzl sociclist policy are invol-
ved. Shanc .aze's articles pernit the cpening of the Ciscussion on the issues in
disputc dbetween the HaC Jralt Resolution on the Orisis of Vorld Stalinism and its
"Left .ing" critics. Ve have rofrcined from discussing the amendizents preposed

to that Zesolution by Courade .chlforth until tikis tice because there hes been
nothing to discuss up wntil nov; in the absence of arsuuentstion for Wohlforth's
capendments by thelr protegenists, without a theoreticel frameworis and some poli-
ticel motivation huoving been set forth, discussion would have been sterile, nage'e
articles introduce the necessary basis for comnencine the discussion.

Ve shall erdecvor to treat this question without reference to "socialist regroup—
ment’, inscfar as this is possiblees Lot that the views of the NaC majority on re-
groupment are unrelated to its views on the revolution sgainst Stgalinisn, Wor that
the vievs of the "left .ing" on the foruer question are unrelated to its position
cn the latter. On the contrary, pelitical lozic tends to creste o hermorny in the
"Left .ing" between its views on the one questicn &nd on the othzr, and likewise
with us, On this we are certzin thet Courade il.age will agree, zlthoush the exact
nature of tie connccticn vetveen the two sets of views in vach sroup will be vig-
orously disputceds Bbut about tiis, morc velovwe ; -

Despitc the connection between these two questions, we will try in the main to
trezt only one of them - the anti-Stclinist revolution — here. Ve shell nake
this attumpt because thut will ralre wore likely than othervise would be the case
a clear analysis of the issues involvid in this dispute over the road for tle
Eungserian revelutione It will elso wcize it possible for us to discyss soue ize
rortant tieoretical concoeptions about the road to socialism and to make explicit
idews vhich h.ve heretofore been implicit in our approack to this question. Jone
sideraztion of tiese nmattors is importent for the YSL, even apart from the currcnt.
dizcussion and the necessity of repliing to kasels articlese ‘

The erux cf the dispute between comrate iiesc and the HAC mejority lies in tre dife—
ferin: concerticns hela on the relationsiio of sociunlisu to denocracs, This
articlu stall toerciore deal, in the i.cin, with thet question. Before getting into
tric all-so-importunt aspect of sociulist theory and policy, hovever, we wish to
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consider a number of otler points made by dase. Some of these bear on the main
question, and will illuminzte it when we discuss it directly. Others provide inp-
pertant insishts into the metlicdolocy erployed by Shane in upproachins the anti-
Stalinist reveluticn, and Tor that r Jatter, incights into the methoolosy used by
the "Lei't wing" in its argumentction on all zspects of the current éiscusesion in
the Lescue. wethcedology, ve are certain Comrade mage will agree, is of vital
impoyrtances '

%k for Gomulkao.n. as for Kethly...

Modeling hirself on o craclz by Trotsity durinz the 1939 -19%:0 faction ficht in the
S'P - a renerk which (togetler with ceverzl other statemants nude vy Yrotsiy dur-
ing that dispute) represents the lov point of Trotsky's history zs o polericist ~
Shane sneers at the Draft Lesolution's statement that the rollnl Wor:er“ should
Mpress forward until they hLave...established socizlist derocrac; &2 asis, “You
necan to say thet the future course of the Polisn revoiutlon MﬂOJld be decided by
tie Policzh worers, and not bv_the irnsnired revolutionists of 1“th atgeet? ! B
rhasis apﬁﬁr) Ee ausvers “e.onot only snould it be, it w¢17 be.

v

e are led to believe, then, that smcnz Comrade f.zze's recent political acquisi-
tions is the trait of modesty, He objofts to the Jraft Resoluticn's exprsssion
of opinion on whot the strategic orientztion of the Folish masses should be, even
on so generol an aim as vorking fon the establishment of coci-list G el0Cracy,.
Very well, we have no objection to nodesty, nor to complaints aocut Yarmchair
thcoreticians® and "ingpired revolutionists of 1ith street" beins presu vcmptious in
dering to "prescribe"*ror “evolu ion in zastern furope, hodesty is frequently
s contendadle virbueo
alas, M;ge is not very consistent in his nCle—SCQU red h”“l;lt « AS E€Ven a cur—
"sory ¢laace ot his articles denonstrates, he advises the 5L .to refrain fron pro-
sunption and to bE unodest only in regard to ... the "polish wey" and a "Gobulke~
tyoe development.! He criticizes the 1aC Draft Revolution for its immodesty only
with reference to cpposition to Gomulka. In relation to Iungary, his eriticisus
are of a different - inCeed, of an opposite - nature. @He condcrng the Resclution
~for its failure to "prascribeli* for the Hungarian workers the strategic oriente—~
tion ¢f "all Povier to the Lorkers Councile," - . for its failure to urse them
to creake a "rovolutionary party," for its failure to explzin to the Hunmnricn
pecple the inadequacy of the Social-~Democratic Pdrty and tre pcrfld*ousne ;s of
anna Kethily, and the like, , , C

Is Shans's modesty in vegard to Gomullze and his inmmodesty in respect to Xethly an
accidert? are we faced w.th a case of the imconsistent applic:tion of a newly-
gained trait, vhich, arter ull, is to be expected? Ferhzps. We ourse’ves do
not l.k= to engeze in analyses of motive tlod, vhen it is aveidable, Butl in the
absence of a clear statement of uwage's views on Ceomiiiza and trhe "Polish may, " it
becones necess.rye. Given his strictures azzinst Kethly =nd his silernce on dOm—
ulira; sziven the general wpproach of his article to the question of the anti-
Stslinist revolution, we would suggect =« differeant explenation of iiege's uncven
application of his humll¢ty ‘Lamel;r, that on the one hand ve are deslin: with a
variety of nationol-Stalinism, and on the other, vith Sceirl-Denccrecv. Iethly:
there is the enemyd  Goumullzat well, Shane undoubtedly hog tris crltlclsms,*ggf_—
1 -t not the "insnired rovoiutionists of idth Strect! presune to "preccriboli* to

* HThe placing of pr escrlbe in quot. tion murks is not meunt to allese that
it occurs in.Shane's tcst. Unlike instructicns (below), vhich coes, it
is net to be found there. But shone clearly implies that the Jraft Reso—
lution does prescribe for the Folish woriters,” : 'l()éSﬂp




-5-

to the Polish workers that they "press forward until they have ,.. established
socialist democracy." ;

No "instructions", says our humble comrade, to the Polish workers to "press for-
ward.® Lots of "instructions," however, to the Hungarien workers, and not nerely
to "press forvard," but to create a "soviet system" as the organ of state pover,
fo build a "revolutionory perty," to prcscibe bourgeois purties, to look asicance
at the de~nationulization of collectivized land, and sbove all, to beware of
Anna Kethly, After all, Shane inmplies, "capitalist restoration" is a grave danger
- vith adnirable restraint, he refrains from regurdinz it as the main danger -~

and therefore, certain things follow: 4s everybedy who has read Kethly's request
for UK aid -~ nmilitary? observers?, what does it matter? - must I'nov, che would
lead Hungary straight back to Horth '« On the other hand, say what you will about
Gomuliza, you must recognize that to date he has prevented the return of coapitalism
to Poland. Hence "instructions" to the Polish people on an "anti-Gormulial coursc,
never! "Instructions" to the Hungarians to fight Kethly, by all meansl Our
resolutions should bristle with them.

hagze goes so far as to imply that the Draft Resolution is indifferent to the pos—
sibility of a '"messacre" in Poland and to "Hungarian bdlood," and that we favor a
Wprising" this spring - if not sooner - in Hungary. To be sure, he has noticed

in the resolution that we recognize the necessity of the Polish workers taizing

the danger of a bloodbath, the strength of the eneny, etc., into considerzticn in
regard to their tactical application of what should be their strategic orientation.
But scmehow or other, for Shune, the stateient of that general aim "negates" the
tactical considerations he —~ and we - point to. “hat are we to make of all this?

Shane, I am certain, is ready to declare that the american workers should "press
forvard the class struggle." If some new neiiber were to ask him, "Do you mean
that regardless of specific circumstances we favor strikes by workers in every
factory every week?", he would putiently explain that he does not. He would meke
clear the distinction between a gensral aim and the tactical applic:stion of it.
He would inform such a new comrade that when and vhere the workers should strilke
depends upon the relative strength of the two forces, copital «nd labor, on the
solidarity of the woriers, cn the position of munagement, and the like. Hovevery
should this question be asked of him by someone who had been recruited to the
‘movement not yesterday, but had been "around" for & number of years, ve suspect
that he would reply by shrugging his shoulders, and that he might even thinik,
Ywhat demagogeryl" e trust, therefore, that we will be forgiven if we react to
iiage's sarcasn on this point in a similur manner, especially since the Draft Resoe
lution does not even require that the aBC's on the relations of tactics to strate
cgy be "understood" or M"taken for granted," but spells them oute.

Efter a page or so of sneers at "inspired revolutionids," liage lsmely concludes as
follows: "Obviously, the resolution could easily be zmended to say = omething like:
IThe Polish workers should press forward vherever they feel ablé to do so vithe
out precipitating a showdown fisht with the Russian army and secret police if

they cannot expect to win such a strugglel® 1Is that 11 you want? “hen vhat vasg
all the fuss and sarcasm about? Speaking for myself, I have no opposition to such
an amendment. I go further, I favor it. after all, this idea is ulready contain-
ed in the resolution. You wish to muie it clearer. OK, no objectione

i1l this "concession" on our part satisf{y Comrade Muge? Perhaps, but we doubt

it. .Je doubt it because we are convinced that his concern is with somethins else,
numely with the conception we discussed in our analysis of Shane's thinking above.
This conviction is strengthened, vhen we sce that his "aruchair Theoreticians and
Hungarian Blood" section is followed by one on "anti-Semitism," during  the course
of “vhich he discovers that the Resclution's treatment of anti-Sewmitism in Lungary

loQ 7
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is correct, but that its viers on entimsciitisu in Polend are not. Indeed, on the
latter point, it "disnlays a truly lenentable isnoranceec..® ,

The Resoluticn "completely distoris: the actual bituation" when it asserts that the
pro-Stelinist, latolin group usilizes muti-seaitisn exainst the revolutionary fore
ces, sccorling to Shane, who oubtiresses his view with reforence to dispatches by
Handizo ~f the 1Y Wimes and iencres beth hardler's pro-Goumulka bias and the evie
dence w¥a.ch refutes him, "c..antj-Senitism is.a live and virulent force in Polish
life prouinely,.s{in) tac anti-Stalinist camp.(Emphasis added).! ’

And what is the point of this section of Shanc's article? It is not nzde exnlicit,
but it is therat One has to hesitate before opposing Gomullza and before Mairgingh
the workers to "press forward" the struggle.for socialism end deuocracy,. one has to
be a litile nodest about issuing "instructicns" to tiec Folus. The rosult night

be the restoration of capitalism, and a.clerical, authoritarian, anti-Semitic cap-
italiser, at that. So, let's be cautious about being against Gomulka. Fortunately,
vie can baiance this Ycompronisc! with a revolutionsry intransicence in Fungery,
vhere ro ta:l ccnsiderations apply. So, "Dowa with Kethlyi®

This 'platfore®, however, runs into difficul%y beczuse, among other thinzs, Kethly
is pnot in pover, vhile Gomulka is., Tha% czlsct is hovever balsnced by this

strength of ihe view: Gorulia is merely a noilonal-Stalinies, Xetily is a perfid-
ious Socicl-Democruti - - I — —

Is our sarcasm exnggersted? Possibiy. e avait kage's further elaboration of his
views on Poland, promissd ‘to us for after the:tonvention. Ve shall see them., In
the interim, we muet deal with what is presented to us. (We refiein, incidentd 1y,
from disvussing here the necessity of supporting Gomulia, asgeirst both the Russiang
and the relish igtolinists, and from commenting on -the progressive significence

of -Gomull:a's national struggle egainst Mussian iwperialism, since these are not in
dispute, and are cleasly expressed in the NAC'Draft Resolutions) ' v

"Systematic Ideclosien Tiguidation Into Sacial-Demociacy®

Ve stoted avove that there exists a connection between the views on the anbi-
Stalinist revolution znd the position on sociulist regroupment in both the Y3L
nzjority and in the joculerly-called "Left .ing". Caucus., (The minority calls it-
self left-wing by mistolze; it represents the conservative, stznd-pat, pro-status
quo pogition on regroupnent. retfusing to respond to the new opportunities facing
U.S. Sociclists. and contenting itself with repeating out-lived fermulzas, And

not even our——the ¥Shén—cub-lived formulas at that.) e added thet ve vere .certain
thot Currade kage vould sgree with this, bub-that we vould disputeexactly what the

connec’inis are., Let us examine the "Left-i"ing" view of this rel-tionshipe

Our Dreft Resolution on the Crisis of World Stalinism, writeg hage, "is a fitting
theoretical expression for a political.tondency vhichi once based it f cn barxism
but todar wants nothing rmore than its omm orzunizationul liguidéation into the
social~denocracy, and to that end is engoged in a 'Qrstemutic.political adaptation
 to social-democracy,! o systenatic ideological lioquicdation into social democracy."
and further on, he very wittily expresses the same icea this vay, "the YSL right
ving (sic) hos e.o an orientation of cap.s.pardon Le,-an orisntation of systeratic
edeptation toward the internctionzl social-~denocracy.®

The news that the "Left .ing" sees the relation between the regrouprient position

of the NaC majority and the views of the mujority of the YSL on other questions in
this way will provably startle no one. &as o mutter of fact, we hove been hearing
this idea expressed dey in and day out for some six months noivi. Sometimes it is
put the. woy Shane expresse§ 1t, and on other occusions it is cxpressed more erudely
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~ iy, you are just trying to please Norman Thomas" ~ but the thought is more or
leos thic semes. This charge has become the principle stock—in-~trade of the "Left
" trotted out on all occasions despite its patent demogogery. It was a bad
jel to begin withy end now they have raised 1t to proportions of an "Epic," It
hes beceme The Method by which they live politically.

wing

It has becene impossible lately to repeat practically any commonplace idea vhich
cur roveesnt kas acqu.red, and which it has held firmly for & good number of years
necw — vioiker it is repeated in casual, informal conversation, in a tall:, an ar-
tictc, or in o resolution - without being told: "You are revising our ideu;, be-
traying kerxism, trying to plecate Thomas, or systematically liguidating yourself
idceolosicully into social democracyl"™ The most elementary conceptions of our
sover.ent produce this reaction. The reason for this state of affairs need not be
soucht too longe The fact is that our "Left-Wing" comrades have revised our
idens, ¢nd in a considerable way, or rather, when thsr accuse us of betrav1ng "our'
ideas, the "our" refers not to the 1naependent socialist tendency, but elsevhere.
To this meaning of the charge, we yawmingly plea.d guilty. Indeed, there is
nothinz to "plead," we proclaimed that "revision" many years agoe

“hen a comrade vho has been in the YSL for just a short time, ard vho has blunder-
¢d into the Y"Lefi-Wing" caucus, accuses us in this fashion, we can believe in his
henesty, for he may understandably be ignorant of vhat we stand for on this, that
or the other question. ‘hen Courade .Johlforth, who has been in our movement for
sonc two-and-a-half years, and in a leading position, moreover, hurls such
chovges, vhen he indicts us for some "horrendous betrayal,! vhen he states that
he is "flabbergasted“ at the latest "capitulation" of the "right-wing," we hesi-
tate over vhether to ascribe it to ignorance, or to demogogery. But when Comrade
Lose naltes such a claim and gives as evidence views we have maintained for r_rears,
flr“ i1 impossible -~ charitable as we are about the motives of peonle i general
mro ues in pwrtlcular -~ to credit him with ignoiunce, given the fact that he
con in the YSL (and in one of its predecessors, the SYL) for soue six or sove
zrg, has been a leading member for some time, and is fairly well-read. (In
irness, we should point out that in the most recent "Leitmllng" bulletin
th os changed his tune somevhuate He no longer speaiss of "our ideas," but
rother, of "Trotsihism," "Trotskyist views," etce It is these that ve are revis
inze Heedless,to say, for wohlforth "Trotskhism" is incuarnzted in some of Trot-
sivle worst mistoakes, and in the positions of the SWP. Note to Comrade arden
and others: no courades, we are not slandering you nor your 'caucus". If you
rcoard this as slander, protest to your leading co-thinkers hage and ichlforth,
“or they are slandering you.)

ibe lacthod emmloyed by the "Left-iing" Caucus, then, is based on a mixture of dup-
Ticity wad ignorance, or more accu-ately, duplicity feeding on, or hoping to feed
on, iznoronce. Ve ask the comrades, vhy not stop this pretence? ‘hy not simply
=cy thot you no longer - or that you never did - agree with the ideas held by the
JZ%, instead of pretending that your new views are the ones maintained by the YSL
©11 zlonz, which the "right-wing" is revising? Disagreement is no cfime, nor is
it incempatible with nmembership in the YSL. It won't, to be sure, change any-
~ncts onpocition to your views by as much as a hair's—breadth, but at least it
sould +hen be possible to respect you as honest opponentse

‘one of the foregoing should be taken by anyone to mean that ve have not modified
sur views inany respect during the past years, and thet we are unlikely to modify
Jomiin the futute. Such a claim, in our eyes, would do us no honor. 3Ivery
Livin: crsenization changes and modifies its opinions, as time brinzs now provlens
“F'nww aspects of old problems to the fore, or as it reveals that certain coacepts
cve becowme cutuoded, are in need of new clarification or were indeed wreng to
ooin vithe  If wve thought that our tendency held today the identical idecas, down
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to the last detail, that it proclaimed a decade ago, we would. be gloomy indeed,
about its valuc for the socialicst causc. We leave to the posessors of the "fln—
ished progran" - among whose brilliant points can be found the aphorisms, "strike
while the iron is hot" and "Trotskyism reans busine ss" — the dubious distinction
of claining their unalterable fidelity Lo covery last word written by Lenin and
Trotskv, and to the latter's most mistoken ones at that. Those who claim they do

n¥% 3= 1»%2 an inclhi from every pronouncement of the Ymasiersh of socialisn approach
the concition best described by a word that our ‘Left-iing" friends are so fond
of - *coin.se", Does one have to explain in our movement that scientific sociale

ism is not & set of “finished " dogmas, but a methodology, a guide to thn resolu~
tion of problems?

During the last decade and a half the independentsocialist tendency has indeed
discarded many ideas held by the Trotslyists and other socialists during the
1970%s, and mocdified others. We are proud that we have substituted for the
mista kexn, or out.moded, views once held, Bince our "revisions" comprisd : sube
stantial theoretical cohtributions to socialist thought. Thile the good prof-
essors ol waanen University sesrched the pages of Pravda and Izvestia for evidence
that some RUSolal peasant somevhere in Siberia owns his ovm ch as confirmation
for Trotsky's view that Stalinism in Ransia was a "centrisi® tendency copitula-
ting to "right-wirg" copitalist resora%ion, and while the lilitant analyzed the
Czechoslovakian S¢alinist coup of 1948 as e further capitulation by Stulinlsm to
capitalism, and vhile that paper was announcing, a few days before the Chines
Stalinist armies crossed the Yagtze River on the drive which threw Chiang out

of China, that kas would never cross the Yagtze, since his greatest desire was to
capitulate to Chiug, our tendency was deepeniing and enriching its anslysis of
Stalinism as a new social phenomenon - an analysis representin~ a nzjor theoreti-
cal acquisition for the movement.

Thile the SWP was proclaiming the "unconditional defense of the Soviet Union" even
as the Russian armies were preparing to over-run Eastern Europe, and l.ter,
analyszd the Coid Wur o5 an international class and civil war, with Russia repre-
senting the camp of the international proletariat, we were expounding and apply-
ing our Third Cgnp views of oppcsition to both imperialisms and to their war aimse

_While the SWP procloimed its "finished" - ugh, what an odious word - fidelity to
the incomplete appreciation of democracy which characterized the Communist Inter—
national during even its best days and not necessarily Trotsky's ideas at that,
for on 1nner-purtv democracy, Cannon is a Zinovievist, more than he is a Trotsky-
ist - we were enrichiusg ocur conception of the insepa rabilitv of democracy from
socialism, a concept of wiich ve can indeed be proud, and one, parénthetically,
valch is precisely the heart of the dispute betwesn Comrade Shane and ourselves
on the (estion of the hungarian Revolutione

Our fundemental ideas are those set forth by such titans of the 5001alist move-
ment &s karx, Zngels, Lenin, Luxemburg, Trotsky, Debs and others, as we have ap~
plied them Yo the problens of our doy plus the contributions that our movemsnt
has mede itself. Ve arc not revising these ideas, let alone abundoning then,
either in our resolution on the "Crisis of world Stulinism," or in our position
on socialist regroupment. On the contrary, we ure furthering theme. and we wish
to dvance them still furthcr, by chbandenning all of the sectarian vestiges from
the past, ©l1ll of the out-mnoded concepts of work, all of the habits that result
from "soect" existence which stand in the way of re-establishing the socialist
izovement in this country, and vhich stand in the way of our contributing our
fruitful ideas to that mcvenment. ‘
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To be franiz, we arc gctting a litile tired of hc.riags frem those vho never under—
stood or never ugreed with our views and from those who have just decided that
they hold different position, as well as from people wio were yesterdsy recruited
sizmltancously into the YE&L and into the "Left Ying" Caucus, that it is "we," the
YSL "riht-wingz," thet is to say, the overvwkeluing mejority of the YSL, who are
Ubreckins" with ocur views. It has becore wearisoue to be forced to watch cur
MLef w-lingerst lold up a set of ideas which our movomeat never keld, or discarded
as fai o a dozen years ago, vicws vhich happen (?) to resemble in many resvects
these of tae SWF, and then proclaim: "You, the Y3L 'right-wing! (i.e., the Y3L's
overtielning majority), vou are descrting these icdeas and systematically liguid-—
atinz ther." )

Come, cone, comrades! Isn't it about time that you rang dowmn the curtain cn this
boring farce? : ' ‘ .

As could be expected, kage's articles are full of expressions of herror, anaze—
ment, surprise, etc., &t various ccioceptions expressed in the Droft Resolution

on thie, that, and the other question. These cleurly, are the points on which
he thirks that cur "srstematic ideclogical liguidiction inte socicl demcrrecy"
finds expression. It gocs withouv s.ving, that these are ideas that ou: mevenmens
has heid for o long time, some for as many as adcccde and moree Conside.acions
of space and tiue prevent us from undertcking an exhcustive exavinsticn of the
exhibits in kagze's "Chamber of Lorrors," but it will be instructive to look at
some of the nore inportant items. ! :

1) The Infamous Pura;raph 25 or which Side of the Barricades Is Shane On?

Paragraph 25 of the Draft Resolution states that "Even if, as concretely histoiy
has preciuded, the denocratic anti-Stelinist revolution were under bourgsois
leadership, or under the leadership of forces aiming to restore capitalism, so3-
cialists would be duty bound to give support to and participate in the revolu-
tion, =0 long as it vwas a @enuinely democrztic one." Shane quotes tuis seatences

In' the next sentence, vhich Shune does not quote, the Resolution spells out the
nature of this support: "In iving such support, they would not support the
bourgeois leraership of the revolution politically, but would urge the woriking
class clencnts in the revolution to orguuize themselves separately on trhe basis
of a sccialist prozrau and to contest for the leadership of the rovolution.®
Thot is envisioned, thon, is criticel support to the revolution, without poli-
" tical support to its bourgeols leadorse -

liage rewcts by throvwing his hinds up in the air. He "caonnot take this seriously"
since i1 1s o betrsyal of the Third Camp. The "NaC majority simply didn't imow
vhat they vwere seying (hardly a unique event) and...voted down Tin's amendnent
ovt of pure hebit." loge with great senerosity, expects us to "reopudiate this
iden of (cur, own cccord® ond nggnanincusly inforas the 1.C that he will not
stand in the way of this "repudiction." (alas, there is little grotitude in
politics, us clscvhere in lire...dpeaizing for myself, I must decline to accept
Shane's grotiuitous ofier, «ud decline it without éven thanking the donor. For
you sec, therc is nothinz th.t neecds to be repudiated.)

Clearly, The Inforous Furs;r.ph 25 is to the "Left iing" one of the glaring
sirns . of the hecdlon. fligint by the YoL "right-wing" towerds "soci.l democracy,™
o nzrt of (thot Ygrstenotic nclitical adaptation," a step towurds that "systematic
ideclosicel liquid bicu," one of ocur offorts to have the Resolution be "accepte—
ble to the sP= L00W" slig, Couarade se e, this woas the position of the inde—
pendent soei lich terdenc: lens Ledore amonc thousht of unity with the SF,
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sone 11 or 12 years ago in fact.

In 1945-1946 therc existed a broad, pepul.r denocratic opposition movement to
Stalinism in Foland, under the leadership of the Peasant Party leader, hicizolzojeck.
The then Torizers Party, predecessor to tiz Ibndcpendent Sccialist League ~ whose
youtl. s2ction, the then Socialist Youth League, is one of the two predccessor or-
ganico. .ons of the YSL ~ declared for “critical support to the kiciolujczik camp,."
Subseaciaily, at the ti.e of the CP coup in Czechoslovairia in 1948, the I3L de-
calrec that had there been a democratic novement resisting the CP, even if thet
movement were under the leadership of Benes and hasaryk — the political spokesmen
of Czech copitalisn - the duty of socizlists would be to support that moverent.
And while we are not acquainted with its position in det.il, ve are certzin that
the YPSL~SP of those years held a simil.r opinion.

To be sure, the fact that the ISL-SYL and the YPSL held this pesition a dozen years
ago does nnt settle the question of the correctness of the policy, either then or
now. Bun winb it ghould dispose of, once and for all we trust, is this sbsurdity
about it leing some new line thought vp this year in order %o Mliguidate into
social demszracy.* Of course, mage has the privilege, if he wants to so decide,
of thinking that the "liquidation" took piace a long time ago, long befois he

even joined, in fact. All we ack is that he acknowledge that he has changed his
views, or that he never agreed with the views of the movement he joined -~ vhich-
ever is the case - and that he stop pretending that the movement is departing from
its original views while he remcins:true and hol® fast to them. e huve no right
to expect any more than this, we have the right to insist on no less.

Th:t of the question itself, however? lould support to a democratic anti-Stalinist
revoluiion led tewsporurily by a capitalist leadership mean abandonment of Third
Camp socielism? here did mage ever get the notion that being a Third camp so-
ciaglist involved refusal to take sides in any strugzle -~ incluiing presumubly

civil wars, colonial wors, trade union struggles, political struggles, etc - un-—
less one side were gocizlist? That's not what the YSL.taught him, nor what he
learned in the SYL. Cur Third Camp position, we have nmade abundently clear, re-
fers to international inperialist (imperialist on both sides, that is) rivalries
and. wars, and not necessarily at all to civil wars between democratic forces =and
totalitarian ones, and othsr strugz les of all kindse

Lenin, iktage will remember, supported neither side in the imperislist First ‘orld
War. Though neither he nor unyone elseat the time used this phrase, it can be
said thot he had a “7Thiid Caup" position with respect to that war., Yet this did
not prevent him from supporting in the sense indicated above Kerensky against
Kornilonv. During the 1930's Trotsky held vhat may be termed a "Third Caup®
position with respect to the looming iuperiaiist Second iiorld iar betvween Berline
Rome and London-Paris (although his views on Ydefense of Russia! introduced com-
plication into that position, complicztions that we need not consider here for
they do not affect the.quf tion we are now concerned with). That did not Dre-
vent him from supporting —/the sense we have indic:cted - the Loy:list camp against
Franco. Were Lenin and Trotsky also "liguidating ideoclogically"? That is precisee

1y vhat some of the secturian groups to the "left" of the Trotskyist movement

thot existed in the 1930's scid about Trotsky's Spanish positione

Or, to abandon the past and egamine a conteﬁporary problem, wvhat if there is an
rnti-Fascist revolution in Spain tomorrow, led by bourgeois democrat’s? Will not
l.oze support it, in the monner vie indicate? Or will he be neutral, claiming that
this is the "Third Camp position"? ‘
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and vhy should it be different in hungary, assuming that the Hungarian Revolution,
as was not and could not be the case, was led by pro-capitaiist léaders? e hope
that hage will not replv by telling us thot suck a hypothetical case Tould be the
beginniny of iorld war IIl, since ns is well~inowm to him, if thot is what it vere,
our position would acccrdingly be differcnt. e are talking about a situation in
vhich an inperialist internationcl wer dous not oversholow sand absord the civil
war. = fpain, to be sure, the class content on both sides vovld be the same:
capitali.t on the denocratic side, and capitclist on the fascist side. In Fungary
it weuld be cifferent, capitalist in the aemocr tic canp, bureaucratic collectiv-
ist in the totalitarian camp.

Is that the reason for the difference in position? But if so, then it must be that
for Lage totaliteriun bureaucratic collectivisn is by virtue of its social charec—
ter more progressive than democratic capitalism, since we hope that i.age agrees &
that the politicil regime of democrzcy is to be favored over the totalitarizn poli-
tical regime. iie would likke to hear the theory behind this view. It will rake
interesting reading. asnd, incidentally, Comrade Shune, vhere vwould veu stord in
the hi-potheticnt strusgle we have outlined? are we Yo infer that you vould ode
neutral, that vou wonid hold vh.t vou celia "Third Caup! pcsition in such u-v\rugb
wlo?  7Zou don't exwctly suy. =or th_t r2089n -ud gince you c.pye:ry in gone.
rether luitew..rin Loverds tne ideas of the ‘;nz*d Caip, " the suscicion siises that
while yo'L reject supnertins the GomoCrobic Comp in such w onge 2, ou acn*t exactly m
mean to be neutral either. e will po dellahtea, of course, to h.ve this suspic-
ion alloyed. !

Bor our part, we declare ourselves ready to support (in the sense we have :ndica-
tzd) every pepuler, democratic strugsle against Stalinisn, even if it be vuder
semporary pro-capitalist leadershipe. i hola this position, not becuase of var
avtzchment to capitalisn over duresucratic-collectivism, but beczuse of cur fi-n
attachment to denbdecraty1 as opposed to totaliturianisn, and our conviction s o
its prozressiveness as coupared with dictatorship. (Net to speaic of the foet,
that in Russia'se Fechera Furopean satellites, such a strugele vould have a second
prosrassive siznificance, that of a colonial strusele azuinet immerialist domine
ation, a factor which should ruise tue question of such critic.l support in any
casel) ,

Some comrades h..ve inguircd in respect to this paragraph as follows: since this
Ixpothetical case you envision was historically precluded in mungoery, vhy refer

to it in the resolution? OCur answe® precisely because it maokes clear our view of
democracy, its role in the anti-S tallnlst revolution, its function s the unifier
and definer of the struggle against Stalinisme and, moreover, precisely bacause
Conrade Shaie object -.s to it. This, not beczuse we are nean and just wish to
crecte 2dditional antagonisus between ourselves and him. Not at all., But because
it distirguishes in a crystal~clear fashion hls views on the various questions
relating to democracy and Stelinisn from ours; because it presents ou® there-
‘fore, in the sharpest fo '

2) On the Banizruvicy of U.s. Joreign Policy =nd Cther B.nwrupts
3 A 5

Cur formulations on the bunkzruptcy of U.d. foreirn policy, hage inforns us, ore
"radically Talse." .hile Snune does not chorge thet "the il najority holas

these illusions, yet" it is obvious . to him that qurc «Gapling curselves politic-
ally to these "sociol democratic ideas." Thus we huve another instance of cur re-

viqion of our ideaSa

Is iage troubled.at all by the fact thot the forrmlations contained in the Draft
Resolatlon on this subject ars part nd parcel of the slozan of "A Democratic
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Foreign Policy" vhich our movenent has held for some years and which we thoroushe=
ly ciscussed at the lust coavention. That is nc reaccn, of course, Tor Nase - or
anyone elwe ~ to agrec with our concentions on this matter, but need he pratend
that they counstitute "odaptation, etc" based on our desire for unity with the
SP-SDR, :

It wewid takke us too far afield in this article to atteupt to discuss the question,
£11 w: w.sh to do, therefore, is to advise new comrades vho did not pzrticipate in
those discuscions that they will learn precicus little atont this subject Tron the
remerits in uage's articles, end thet they should read the old naterizl, as vwell ag
discuss the matter with comrades who did participuate in the discussions, both
those wno agree with tre concept, wnd those who @isagrec,

3) On _Free Electicns for all Parties

Lage has binself a good laush at the Resclution's declaration of "onposition to all
those wvho Lotk a dim vigw of' the reapreosrence of the 0ld czpitelist or peasant
parties, or vho atvocate the restriction of political rights in revolutionory
Hungzry to woriking-class or pro-socialist porties," He lists sone of those we are
therefore in cppositicn to: 1) Lenin, 2) Tvotsky ond the entire Feurth Internation-
el in 1938, including kax Shachitien, 3) Sone of the bBungerian vioriers. Patently,
another anti-imarxist revision on our parte ' ‘

Let us lezve cside for the mouent hgge's distorticn of Lenin's views, the type of
thing that one heurs all the time from professional enti-Bolshevils, since we will
deal with it at esorme-length further on. OX, ve disagree with Lenin, Trotsty,

and the Shachtman of 1938 on this question. This does nct Gisturb us too ruch,
hovever, since we zre not icon worshippers. The fact is th:t this discegrsemsnt
hes existed for some time now, and has been widely knowvn to all vho cared to in—
quire. Qur rovoucnt vill not exactly be surprised to discover thet it differs vith
Trotsky“on this ggestion. and sin?gvShachtman announced hkis change of positicn on
this point SOTIE 15 years azo, he lilewise will probubly not be too shocked to
learn that he aifrers with Trotskyr. Ve shall let you in on a secret, Comrade
hage, Hold fast to your sect, lest the shock topples ycu. Shachtmen — and he
YSL - differ with Trotsizy, vhom we honor as a great revolutionist and as a great
socialist theorist, on nuny other questions as well, and have been expressing
these differcnces for at least ever since tvwo days before we decided we Weors for
unity with the SP-5DF. .ould you care for a slass of water, Shane, or have you
recovercsd from the surprise?

hoge inferms -us also that scme workking class elements in the Fungarizn revolution
apparently did not hold our view. He ignores the fuct thet all cvicdence indicates
thzt the ballz of the hungarian revolutionists did. But this aside, we are not too
dismayed to discover thut some did't. Those who didn't, vers v:iona, Shanes That
is all we have to say on this poirte we'll survive tnc urderst.ndnbla fact that
not everyone participsting in the Hungarion revolution hzd the Clecarest democratic
conceptions, just as ve'll survive despite the Tuct that you, a meuber of our ore
ganizetion, don't have them eithere = : X

The question - in and of itself -~ of free elections anc rights for 11 psarties,
including pro-capitalist ones, we shall discuss below whén we desl with the essen-
tial point in dispute.

VMircelluneous Fakery
1) In connection with the "bukruptcy of U.S. foreign policy," Lage writes: . the
essence of our views is not just a motter of sloppy formul:stion, but of "adopting
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eeopolitically," this being proven "by the unarimous rejection by the NMAC of an
aiendnent offered by Comrade Tim which stated the elementury Marxist truth that
t0he U, 3. connot taize any truly non-imperialist, progressive, actione..until such
tire as the workingclass comes to power in this country.!" Looks pretty bad for
the ¥al, doesn't it?

Ti.e »cafder who does not have the text of our Resolution and Vohlforth's amendment
in £iu7r0 of him will think, because khage doesn't bother to iaform him otherwise,
tlet our Resolution docsn't say a word on this point, and that hage's quotation
contains the vhole of :ohlforth's amendment (except for the words leoft out whero
liege places three dots, whicih incidentally are only the words "in mch a situstion'
The facts, hovever, are thesei The resolution of the Nal contains the folloving
sentence already in paragraph ME; "The existence of a genuinely denceratic foreign
policy would require a workingclass government in america, instecad of th: present
one," And the scntence quoted by wage from Wohlforth's anendment is not the

vhole of the amendment, but a sentence in a much lenghier one, vhich in addition
to the quote uced by lage, contains many other nonsensical formulationo

{2

£ .2

2) lLage scys that the Resolution affirms our theory that Russie is o bureaucratic-
collcctivist societ; and that the struggle in the world today is a three-cornered
fisht between three social forces, capitalism, Stalinisu, and the international
‘worizinz class end colonial peoples, Here .e is accurate, the Resoluticn does
offier: our views (surprisel). He goes on to state tiat we "cloim" thet these
positions of ours h.ve been borne out by the developments of the past year. Here,
he is actually inaccurate. The fact happens to be that the Pesolution rcpeats
our previous views on these questions withcut saying anything about their being
"borne out." Bui this is an inconsequertizl pointe. Speaking for myself, I anm
recdy to say thot developuents have borne out our theories; cert:inly the: have
correspouded to them more exactly than to any others thet I know of. Ceria’ Ly,
develeopments hove rzised no obstacles to our theories, thct I con see. To e
sure, Lnge thinks othervwise, and promises & thorough-goinsg anulysis efter the
fonverticvne I will read it with interest, Until it appears (and in «11 1ili-
hood, afgorvard toc) we will hold to the views which we have developed, until
such tize as they are proven wrong, for in our view, they have been proven right
s6 far. we trust that ve will be forgiven for this. (Incidentally, Comrcde nage,
what IS your theory on Russia these days? Do you still regurd it as "stnte cap-
italist?" Or do you now think it a "degenerated vorkers state?" Or do you held
ancther position? e don't insist that youw must rush into print at once your
"thorough-;0ing analysis," but how about letting the membersiip in on vhat your
pesition is, even if you do so in a few words novwi, and expand on it later??)

Liage raises certain questions which he says ore problems for our theories, or
vhich are in "at least seening contradiction to thenm", and asserts th=zt we don't
seenr S0 have the "slightest awereness" of then, let alone try to cope with them.
Come now, Shene, you nay disagree with cur answers, bub don't voetend thet we
heven! t e xonvined these questions and given answers to them - every onel
Some of the problems posed by hage arc old ones, to vhich our movement has sup—
plicd ancwers (odcquate or not is up to others to Judge) years ago. Others are
nev ~ they cane into existence in the last year or so.' But thece also, e hove
deelt with in the puges of Chellense and Lebor acticn. To be sure, they are not
211 dealt with in the Resolution, but then, who ever said that o Resoluticn has
to cover ceverything. Therc are soile comrades vho feel it is too long as it stands
nov. It is impossible to take up «1l of these questions in this article, with
respect to njost of them we have to :dvise courades to read vhut ve hove vritten
eloevherce e would like to mention a few points here, hovever,
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Mace informs us that serious difficulties are created fer our view thet the werld
struoele is a three-cornercd offair between capitalicm, Stalinism ard the "forces
of 21l tre oppressed" by thic fact that the oppressed of China "huve lined up
with the Stalinist cump." ie Peel under this blowl

Does not kage know that the oppressed of the United Stotes "have lined up with®
ANt imperialism? Have we not patieantly exolained over and over again that
when v: cpeok of the "Third Camp" force in the world, we speak of a force an
sich (1 ¢u€l@f), and not necessarily of one fur 51ch (for itself). That is to
soy dhat we sncak about a force which has social existence becauvse of its social
charaehor (anﬂ in rsgard to the colonial peoples, in part because of thweir hation-
al CAarw\UCI) and not necessarily about a force which has alr 2dy attoined con-
sciousncess of itselfe Is this elementary idea, vhich e have exvlclnﬂu & thousand
times, so aifficult = one for iage to grasp? That o newcomer to the movement
doesn't understand it, we can believe. But huoge? are we reclly ded ing with
ignorance and a failure %o apply intelligence, or with denagogery? Agzin, v

would like *o bs charituble. Buteos

A libersl student asis mage: FYou say that the fundamentesl s,?uggLe in the United
Stetes is between the two fundamental foress (classes), Workers and capitelistse
But the woriters don't thinlr thut vwaye fhay all vant to become busiressmen--they
line up with ccpitalism, don't they? ‘lat about thot?!

Does Comrade liage fall flat on his:fcce and concede that L.arzism has been "re-
futed"? Ve doubt this. He explains to our liberal friends the difference between
social existence nnd the consciousness of ihah existeonce, tetwron the existenc

of ciasses, and class consciousness, Can't he see it inm Clina? ihet!s vrong w1th

Hin, zayvay?

He further indictg our position, specifically the view thuat the Russians "ained

at vorld dominstion" vith the fact that Russian policv has "consistently sold

out peverful Stalinriet-led movewent! 1n "Spain, Greece, France, Italy, Iren,

Guc tarala, snd nary other countries." e are aware cf thie fact, and kave dige
cussed it at great lenghh, Courade Lage, or don't you know thoat? e huve explaine-
ed thut Russia does so whenever this is to its interest, including th~ interest

of 1jgwtlglg§t expension, and not because it ains to capitul.te to ccpitaliome.
And thnt wniie the vorious Comuunist Partics are adjoncts to the Russizn Foreign
Office, and cen be "sold out" whenever this suits the aims of Kussia ~ smong which
is the aim of world dominction - they also -are purties aining at estsblishing
bureaucratic—collectivist rule in their countriese You disagree - finc. Only,
don?% pretend we havenit discussed the questione

g

You disagrce, fine. Cnly tell us what your view of it is. .11 wou write is thot
this "coil-cut" of the CP's by Russiu has tesn in the Yintercsts of 2 derl with
Testern impericlisme® ihat has been the nuture of the zims of such "deals" (we
knocw thot they have taken place, tooe.) e sayj at leust over since 1939, to

" serve Russia's imperialist embitions and nceds. Your opinion? Silcncel Ve

ghall have to wait for your "thorough-going analysis," which you shall give us
after the conventione

In the interim, pernit us to ask a few questions. Have the iussi.ns mode such
degls — in your opinion, as distinguished from our view - becuuse it is dying to
captiulate to copitalism? Is the role of the Ldn»lﬁn Stalinist bureaucracy that
of capitulation to capitalisu? Ipturnally, in Russiu? Internationally? Did it
canitul te to capitelism in Lactern Burcpe? Did kuo cepitul ite to CLi:n-? Or is
it that they wanted to capitul._te, but the masses did not let them, and forced
them to carry through workingcloss roevolutions that resulted in "deformed workers
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states, " much azainst their wills, to be sure?

Arc thesc your views? Lot us knowe To be sure, these are the viewe of the S.P.
But we hope thot it isn't thigs foct vhich has detered yecu to date fron expressing
‘vourself, are you ofraid that you ensvers will provide ammunition for the charge
lh:t vorr politics are sinilar to those of the 5\P, and that it is you and not

ve it Lo sharply altercd our politics? Have no fear ve have Inown the cccur

acy c¢i wars Wcharge® for some tine nowe R R L R

But let us turn ncw to the escential difference bstween the views of tre IaC
Draft Resolution, and the views of its "left-wing® critic, Comrade Lame, the
diffcrence over vhethier the road to socialis:: must be o democratic one, cr rot,

II

"The YSL cjects tre concept that state ovmership vithout democratic
contsols rﬁplcscnts scciolial siiy or thuat seccizlism can be zchicved
witaout pom_jl,al aenoeracy, or ‘iroush undemocratic mesns, or in
:5Lrt, in any other way thun the conscious active nuriicin.tion of
the veople theaselves in the buildin~ of the new socicl. orcere!

From the YSL Statement of Airs
" and Principles - article II of
the YSL Constitution.

"The Jicht for dauaoeracy and the fisht for sociclisn nre insepa

obre. Thore can ve no lusting snd genuine denocracy witheut sccisl-
ism and fhore con be no socielism without derocrucy.!

From the ISL Progrem in Briof
(Emphasis added in above q*otes)

The question in dispute between the NAC Draft Resolution ani Comrade Moge anpenrs
to be the fellicuing, for this is ho‘ Muse poses the probieom: In ﬂungbry Go Vo
st:nd fer "demeeracy in sencral,! as the SuC does, or do we oriont towards weorls-
ers doncerney (the "dictatorshi p of the proletarint," as Hage puts it despite the
foet that the history of the last thueity ycars or so nmukes it incredible thet LOY—
one wenld stiil wse this phrase)? Mage stunds, he tells us, for the lottcr. ani
cerregponiing to thoso strotosic oricntutions, do we call for o porlismontasry
Q,Uubr - a5 Shar; alleres thio NaC dces — or, for a soviet system, for "all Power
to th C uncilsh ~ as Mage doss?

In kool avbicles, the difference appecars to be thi

iinse stands for a workers stute, for the demination of the stete by the working—

censegpiently he favers the "soviet" system as the orzen of rule by the
woriters, This o this slonc would have been tie rcad to socizlisr: in Hu STV,
hed the rovelution been victoriouse

The 1al, o the cthor hang, lkase alleses, favers a Mioeneral," "elassless" domoc—
rocT, axl in necc rd;ncc with this zim, culls for a p“rlleOﬁtﬂ‘v system in

Fun oarye Bub thic reod lewds back to capitalisi, since there is no .aninal as

el iosloes, ~sonorid aumocr¢cv." It "is necessarily beurseois dcmoeracy, " from
whick wreuld flow Mo Face nuaber of ceononic and socil C"‘n‘C"" thet r@uld aad up
to & long stricc toward cepitalicst restoration. Morcover, it wos "theoreticnlly,,
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«epossible for the Folish und Funrurion revolutions to result in the restorstion
cf capitalisnes.", the {uC's rojection of tiis pos seioility to the contrary notwith-
stondinsg,

Ve have 20 woy of knowingg whethcr ons YSL nenbers wiio focl th-t in zenorsl they
profer wwrke rs councils to m rli.ments, «nd vhe h ve read Zhe Dr.ft Resolation,
Viohlfortii's ;honuduntw, ond lwoge's ﬁrtlclcs 1ustily It ve, on the basis of these
surface srpe.rancos, cecided thot kavre and wohlfouth are richt and tho FaC ~ron-.
Eat i Liore are azv vhose view this is, wo would wisk to Shp"CSt to thon this
caublor .ty ords the rea lity is very difforent frenm the -ppoar-nce. Involved ;s
sork t.:iar different, and inuecd, somcthirs more inportant, nanely; must the road
Lisn be o Genocratic one’ anC since vie are dealing with Puna 5 not ”1fk
Fnzland, o second ¢ oucrtlon eriscs; If so, how is this vrinciple to be appiicd to
countrlﬁs vhich nre'b cir.rdl ﬁnd have o non-"crizinzelass ni~jority? .

V]

Shane L000s the problen fiiscly, in the first pluce, in th..t he nis sreprasents the
Dyaft Reselutioan 0031t10n at least on the quastion of a Ycouncil-syste:! versus a
Upirlinmicct vy sysiene" The fuct is th.t the resclution novhore calls for support
to the l.tSow we cpposcd to suprort for the former. To be sure, neithor do we c211
for "all rover to the lorkers Councilse" ‘e shzll discuss this question, the
problurn: of tre n_ture of tac ormuns of nt e vower, further on. For the nonent,
hovever, et us i dore mure's nis-represcni.iions on the 1al pogition cn this point
Let us cven assuie thet his way of po*lac the problei: is more or less accurste, and
preceed to oxanins vh.t lies behind gven this formul.tion of the dispute. Such an
exa:in:tion can most fruitfwlly begin with an cttemnt to follow Lasels thirking on

the questione

hage comiences by reading us a lesson in isarxism. Thero is no such tixins, ko ex~
pleins, s "pluin, ungualified denccracy," os "denocracy in sencrsle! There nay
be "bour:cois democracy," or "uoricrs Genocracy," or even "pe.sant democracy," but
never "d:rocracy, " not so lony as cless socicty exists. KNow in the crude form in
which i:ase puts tbis, the stutoment is open to objection. Thore is cbviously o
sense - ond o scitabtifie one too, not just an tsitaticnal one - in +hich it is
correc to speaiz of Hdcnocracy" without uzdding «. qualific:.tion rs to class ch.roce
ters To Gevelep this point, hovever, would tolte us sfield, and vould even be TO=
Ferded asaviling. So for purposec of this discussicn, let us s¢y of neze's stute~
ment, "so fur, vo ¢ood," and follow Lis thinking furthcr.

Uhut, ke rsitg, is the incviicble class noture of "pure,® Melassless" denocracy,
and he anguers: it "ig nccessorily bourscois denocracy." Ee explaing vhy thig is
80, ond nct wnerelr once, bus tuice., rachk time a differ ‘ent explan:tionl

1) "any Toms of 'purc! Yelascless! derocracy 'in sencral con only expross
the dﬂ;iﬁ;nW“ﬂ of the ccenoitienliyv sbroncest ciass, i.c. is necosenrily bourreois

denocrac: vliphosis added)

2) "Ihe 'cloesless' p wli:nrntxry foruis of democracy, in a country with a
peasant crd pottv-beur ecis rnjerit reproscnts bourseois denoerucy." (omphasis
added)

Tak, ue sceend erxplonetion firsts Clearly, kase wrgues that vhot will estaube
ligh "pure donoercer" s "oour cois deaoer.ey" in Eungury is the fact that the
pu:sant anid urkan petty=-bourouosie conprise o myjority in the country. Could
grester confusion o possible?  Lide is sarxisn? I tie class chur ctor of "pure
democracy is Gotorained by the cnavor to the questicn, "Which class is in the
bajority, " thea how is it th b in the United Stotes "pure deuccracy" is bourseois
demoerscy?  as ae knews, the cupit-lists conrsise a smaell mirority of the popula~
ticon, clodas to tie controry o the . notwithstanding. who isn't anmericean "ouren

1098



- 17 -
denoeracy then workers denocrecy?

Can it te kazels point thot te Hundarion peasant and petty-bourseois majority would
have pli.ced tie bourseois stamp on "pure!" deomocrecy in thaat country becavse they
would have orfenized - or been orgunizeu by the Catholic Church = for that pur-
pose, vhile the anericen vorkers do not give "pure" demnocracy in this country the
chnrector of werikers democracy becavsce they have nct yet orgonized thenmselves

vith %13 ein, but suppnort a capitalist porty? But in that event would not hase
have %o asintain that to exchanse bour-eois denocrzcy for workers domcerney cll
tre U.3, worizcrs have to do is to org nize a socialist purvy, any o0ld socialist
party, even — heaven forfond - a broad, non-revolutionory, Debsian-type porty — and
min the Preczidency and a msjority in Conzress? and dees not every meubor of the
YSL inow thot hage would instantly loovel such a thowlt as "systematic ideolosi-
cal liguidation into the sccicl demccrecy," end thrt ‘ichlforth would hysterically
hurl less elegant and nmore inen e churges =2t cnyone who even brenthed, cven in

his sleep, such ~n ideal? and that if some hapless neuber of tue ¥YsL "risht wing®
vere ever, in an off-moment, to even soy sonethins that sounded, or cculd be m-de
to souné like — or from waich could conceivably be inferred - vkich of these it
mes rould not matter — the above idea, two fat issues of the "Left-.ins" Bulletin
would instantly appeor, brandisaing denunicationse

To merely raise these questions is to at once show th.t hafse does not rezlly mean
his seconc explanztion, it is something; he thourhtlessly vircte dovm, Ve had
best turn to his first explanction. | That cne we will find to be f.olse, but not

totally nonsensicole

"pPyre" democracy, writes mage, "...expresses the dominction of the econorically
stroncest class, i.¢., is necessarily bourieois dcuocracy." the first part of
tl.e sentence, everything up to the "i.e.," could, it is true, be expressocd in

‘better and nore cencrclized fora, but it is acre or less correct. How about the

Y,weisCe, is necessarily bourseois deuocracy" part of sage's teaching on this
point? ‘Hecessarily?" was the Hdenocracy® of ancient Greece - let us lerve aside
for the purpeses of this discussion the fuct that the slaves Gid not ezacily enjoy
democratic ri.cLts - neesssarily cor oven accidentlly, or for that matter pt -l1
Whourseois. denocracy"?  Beciuse Mpure! democracy expresses the domincticn of the

econonically stronsest class?

Thus oven in the context of kagoe's teachinsg, it is obvious thot "pure" democracy
iz only necessurily, or even possibly "boursecis democrucy" vwhen the bourscocie
is the ocgnoricoliy stron-cst classe and, thet whatever class ny be dominzut

10

unﬂdr'ﬁburo" denocracy, the cupitalists are not, when they =rc not the ¢cononic~
11 stronwest class, oanG are cert.inly not, vhen they do not existe Iesnult this
or.icAscLee, Conr Go kave? Not only that, it's wlso surxiem., uand since not
even Loz goes so far as to clein thet the bourscesie weuld heve been the cce-
EEEZEQILK_SE?OHﬁeSt class in Hunzary, or even that it exists there, do not his

. ¥orious Morxist' lessous turn out to hove - how shall we put it? d.licately,

if possiblc — a fow imperfections? «nd thot his chorge 2bout "abandoning!
Larxign is - asain we seurcl: for the delicate viord or phrase, since ve do not

wirh to offend -~ at least prencture. Thet kase does not, let us coy, entirely

understand the rarxist position on class rule and state pover?

Then we say thoat in o given society a given class is the ruling class, ve noan
thrt it rules sccinllye The distinction between the socinl ruls ond political
rle nust dbe kept firuly in mind, for if it is not, one cun casily #c astroy, as
¢il so meny ox-i.aruists over Noziism, and even over the keow Dezl. Some classcs
can rule socinlly even thoush they do not rule politically. Some cluesscs - SOBT,
not all — cun rule socially alikoush they are not merely doprived of politicz
rile but alsc of cvery political ri-hte This, indced, vas roughly the casc 12
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Hitler's Germany. The capitalist closs ruled sociallv, i.e. was the rulineg class,
desnite the fact that Ritler and the engi buree ducrncy exmropriated their rolitical

rule and most, if not all, of thoir political rishts,

In vliat sense then, so ncay exuarxicts acized, were tae c ‘pitelists the *ulinp
class in nufi Gerreay? what dess this gocinl rule mean anyway? Hore, kage's an-
sver, “hweugh linited, is useful, They ‘Tiled because they were the econoricrlly
stroissne clasc, because they omed the property in the mcens of oroducticn, be-
couse they owned capital in other wiords, and in a capitclist systen, the cnerskip
of copitel confers soci.l domination on its owmers. The class rules which ovns
{(or coatrols) the decisive reans cf production and the surplus created by them,
Accordias to ..arxisn, 71, the ] preveiling node of production and exchanse, and the cone—

‘cormitant produnction and preperty rel.tions classes enter into, forn the basis
"upon vhich the prevalling socicl orzanizetion and 2ll other aspects of tiie "super—

structure! arisc. Under the capitalist mode of production, the cepitélists by
virtue »f their ovnership of priperty in the nieans of production rule socislly,
even vhore. #s is the case under certain circunstances vhica ve nesd not cranine
here, they nave no pelitical rizhts.

Can tre vorizers rule sociully even thoush they are Geprived of their political
rights, the way the cupitulists can? asbsoiately not, This hus tecome abondantly
evident as o roeult of our experience witvh Stelinisii, and the coatribution of our
tendoncy on this question is of fundimentzl value, (Unlike us, the SVP believes
thot the worikers can. Hcence, despite the Tact that the S P s*'tes that Ruesian
woric rs live "in a jail" so to speak, for them, the Russiun vorkers still rule
socially and Russia.ds a workers stote, elbeit degenerated. Indeed, for then,
The hdictatorship of the Proleturizt! — beliave it or nect — preveils in Russia -
end not nerely there, but in Hungzory under Ladar os vell. )

Ve say thet the wo "“1nvc1as is not like the c4p1td11st claes in this respect
because, not being a pro-ertv-VWnlnv class, its social rule must be bound vp with

p0¢1cica* rula; aud ccerieinly conmnot exist where it has no politicol richatce

Earlier in this a;tlc]e we cxamined baze's stutement that "any form of 'pure!
Tclasslass" deucerecy 'in cenerzl! can only ezpre the domin.tion c¢f the eco-
ncmically stron est class, i.e., is necessurily bourceois democracr." ¥We pointed
out that the last part of it, the section besinning with "i.e." has to be guali-
ficdby "vhere the bour-ecsie is the stronzest class econoimically" .nd, by "where
it exists" - althou h, actandly the letter gualificetion is unnecesszry, being
predicated 1n e ic~“cr.v aside fron this, hovever, we stuted that the first

part of wome's Ferimalation -~ the p-rt eoout the "economicelly stronsest claszh =
tiion h cqrrwct, could be stoted Mip better -pd rmore sencrzlized foru." hot

aid we meen?

Sizply this: that the ferrulction clesrly applied to bcur'001g socizty, but vas
net conoral encuw il to pply te 11 socicties. o better, nore siner:lined forrn—
vl..ticn, vhich 'ca‘u subsuie undaer its heod teels statiment, would run as fol-
lewre: Under Genecrac, cr in the cinence cf denccracy, o given class is the
mulineg closs, l.e. rulus socizliy, vwken the entire econoric end scci.l structure
—~ the Y"eeociomecononice conéiticns, " os contemporary sociolosists would put it -
is ccapetivls with cnd in Eonformity vith its nods of preduction, o2nd its socizl
domir.tion, and is rot cornotidle with the " rulo of yny other classe The bour-
Peocic ruled gociolly undor Litler, thowsh politically discnfranchized, beccuse
the decisive "preveilin: wede of ecenchic preduction and cxcheonse, and the
socisl orponiz ticn nocessarily follovins from it" - to use Lncels! phrase - roe
noined capitilist and vas in conforunity only vith the social rule of thecipitnl~
ist clacse.

(oo
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Let us return to Eungary, 1956, Had the revolution triunphed, i.e2., hed it not
been crushed by the Russians, the vorkers would have ruled soci-llv, vould have,
in other words, becn the ruling class, pricisely because the decisive moce of
production und all of the "socio-econouic conditions" would kave bcen compatible
and in confornity with its soci.l rule and its zlone. and this Comrade hasze, de—
spite (really because, in o sehse) of the existence of "pure! demceracy “in
gpacr.-t (e aecisive mode of preduction - the socialist mode - wWould not, to
be surc, be in a2 "fipished", developed, nmature state. But that mode would be in
the Frocoss of bein:; constructed, or in other words, steps tov.rds it would huve
been tuiren. «nd as for the "socio-economic conditions," cne of the most irport-
ant, perkaps the most iuportant, amongy these would be the socislist conscinusness
of the vorviiers and of other elements in the popul:ition, including: the students
intellectuuls, and neny, neny petty-bourgeois and peasants, iie are csavare of
this as you are, and contrary to vhat you szy in your article, the Resolution
points to this factor as one of those vhich define the revolution os socinlist.)

To «nticipzte our ricre detailed discussion of this problex further on, let us ask,
the rule of vihat ocker class would they have been more coup:at:ble with znd in cone
formity witht Thke bourgzeosie? But even w.aze knows there is ncns in Fungary,

The urtan petty-bourseosie (si:all hendicroft prcducers end domestic, retail trad-
ers)? The rural petty-boursecsie (the pohsLutS/7 would the neens of vroduction
(and trade) which these classes own and control be decisive »s conp:red with the
weichty statified industries that would be undor the contrcl of the verkers prirar-
ily? Or would tre latter socially outweigh® all of the retail shops, snallescale
industrial enterprises enploying & few wvorkers eacl ond the priv-tely ommed

farmms put tosether? anong other things ve mus bb-r in =ind th:t hwsury of

1956 was not Russio of 1917. ‘hile exuct ngtlntlcﬂl inforuiztion is not uvoilsble
to us ai this nmonent, 2nd nay net - ziven 3tulinist rule in Fuacary - be aveilsble
at all, we do imov th.t approxiuvately ons-third, and iizybe more, of Hune.rv's

1@ )b popul. tion was engaged in industry or mining, as compared vwith 5 to 10% in
Russia in 1917, and thot the proporticn of industrial production to total produc-
tion in Humazary in 1956 probubly beers a siwilar ratio to thet proportion in the
Russia of 1917

Zepeciclly given this fact, we cun definitely feel cert..in zbout vhich secter of
the ecorony would prove to exercise greater veigsht und be decisive. The stuti~
fied "socizlist-in-type" sector, of course. e do not mean to rive the iupression

. that all would be "smoothe sailinag" for a developuent toward sccislism. Not at

211. Piroblems there would be umwuny. wmase points to some of these. e ure s o—

ware of then ws he isc The difference between us lics in how ve would respectively

attenpt to solve them, and this difference -~ as we shall show vhen we discuss
these probleus further on - reluates to the question of vhether one stands for

the dennciatic road to socialien, on whether one stands for o ro:d which is not

demooreise und vwhich, whatever Lase's democratic feelings mo ¥ be, taites lom
strides tevard Stalin's conception of how to Ybuild scei lisn! — .nd vhich in our

opinion, caniaot lead to sociulisnme .

Vhat about class rule and the state, the class ch.uracter of stote pover? liost
often, vie know, the capitalist class wields the state directly, "runs the sovern-

nent,! to.put it in populiur lanruasce How about in dazi Germanyv, however, it nay

be esked? In vhet sense did the nozi state constitute a bour.ccois state? sfter
all, the lorxist concept of the stote is not some fluffy picce cf mysticisn. The
statc power consists of the instruments of coercion und repression, of the mili-
tﬂrv and the buresucracy, of these "snecial bodies of arned mer" -nd their "moter—
inl sppendazes, prisons and repressive institutions of @ll inds." "This pover
aricins out of socliety, but plu01n‘ ivsclf above it, wnd increcsin-ly seperatinz
jtself from it, is the state (¥n:.:cls) o)
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In Nazi Gerrany, this power was wiclded, not by the capit.lists, but by the Nazi
burcaucracy and Hitler. Jhy then do we say thot it was a bour<eols stete?  Be-
cause in the ultinate andlysis, it vas used aot _to undermine, but on the contrary
to defend, the socinl rule of the Germun C‘p.:.t-_a.l ts. 1t Was an instrument used
noet to 21id tae workers in their struesieo asuinst the cepitalists, but to aid the
cgpiualn t5 in their strujnle aruinst the woikers. It was not wiclded by the
captia’ets, dut it vas wielded in the service of the social rule of the cnopitale-
ist: etosac Thus, uWltinately, it remained the "instrument of exploit: tion of

PR

wsge~-iauc? by capital ( En;els). )

In tris fundanental sense, thot the stote vloald have defended the social rule of
the vorizrs, we would have hud a workers stute in Hun<ary. In this sensc alonc?
Do we mcen th.t some bureaucracy, or that some other cluss or combination of
classes would have "run" the state in the interest of the sccisl rule of the
worizers? Not at all. There would heve been & worizers stats bscruse the vorkers
vould have ruled politically. But ruled how? XNers the importznt difference be-
tveen our view and thal of hace arisess

For i.ame neaus that the workers, as a minority in the ponul.z.mn, should have
ruled as a ninority, surrovnded by o sea of hostile peasants ond vetty-bonrgeois
(vho coimrise the nDujoritv), onl ruled in verosition to that majority throush its
repression, lereas ve say thit the workels should have ruled in sn z1liznce with
that non-workingelass nijority of ti:e population, besed on the denocratic partici-
pation of it ~ of "the peopls" - in political rule, This is osur fimm conviction,
not merely because we dc not wish to violate our "ideal® of "puie! deiocracy,

but beczuse: vhaicver would have developed out of the situaticn env151oned by
hage it would not Le socislisme If we have not learned that frorm our experience
with ow.llnis“, we h:wve lecrned nothins; from it.

‘Do we distort kLo ,e's view? e expect to be charced with doins so. But then ask
our critics to conduct un exanin.tion of hawue's pro&,noeis of the develoonents
vliich would havs easved if the worizinselass "dictatorship" and the "soviet systemt
had not been established in hunary, and to tell us what Le wents the "dictator-
ship" to do about tilese problems. /e shall undertcke such an ¢ xanin. tion our~
selves furihker oae. i-0onvhile, let us usk another question.

As iese, vho undoubtedly read, and Goes not merely quote from, Lenin's "The Prole—
taricn Revolution and the Renesude Koutsiy" must imow, "dictatorship" is not

some vi:ue notion, but oo,aotulnr very coacrete, to wit: "violence." "One carnot
do cway with the fact," explains Lenin to Kautsly,"that & dictotorship sceans a
t“st::),'\,c?..u.of I‘uV(;luf.LO‘_v"}' viclen \,o of one ciass zq;ninst anothers" This revolu~
tion-ry viclence Lust be directed azainst (and) for (the repression of) that minor-
ity ~ erpiciting capitalists and londlords -~ vho resist the revolution, znd not
merély plutenically, but with guns in hand. The Russia of 1918, it will be re-
called, was in the nidst of a civil ware .

Asainst vhon does kace wish the "dicte torship" used in Huncary? 1o is to be re-
presced? The re r.,:nts of »VH nen, vho ulone could be found to defend the Stalin-
ist power? How lon;; would they have buen a provlen, three days, a weelt? It does
not natter, for Lase is not concerned with then. ageinst the cepitslists and
laondovmers The IOI‘lu hove retur.ed, in the case of some. from the ereve, in that of
others frou Vienn:, ew Yoris, Lond«m end Peris, to reoccupy the faoctories and
the land? If thet is vhat iace neans, then ho comos avfully closa to Ifoster's
slanders a~sinst the Revoluticn. 1\o, e de¢ not accuse mage of ellring h:msolf
with Foster on thigs question, for .age knows thut thcre is no bours eo°1e & thero
are not landlcrds to worry about. ‘ A _ ||O7-
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Arainst whon, then, is the "revolutionury violence" th:t the "dictatorship® rep-
reserts to be wicldoed? Recad kavels articles, conrades. The peasants, obviously,
vho, as kage direfully predicts, will want to decollectivize tha lund, and will
deiiend consumer goods from tne statified industries. asuinst the urbsn petty-
bourceosie, vho will wish to reopen their peanut stunds and their shoo répair
shops and their "ladies-ready~to-wear' stores and who will also vant consuncr
geoug- They will hive to bz rcpressed. The Catholic Church will have ito be re-
Presci. who else is thero? - i .

e, on the other hand, do not favor a policy that requires a "dictetorship" to
repress them, for we do not favor a policy that leads to irreconcil. ble corflicts
- that's why a state arises in the first place - with the peasants and pot cye
bourreosie over these questions. The peasants, we say, have the richt to de-
collectivize the lahd. Woe to any. socialist eovernment that tries to prevent this.
(Rave you heard of Bela Kun's policy, Comrade ikace, and of the disaster that it
led to, and of Lenin's condetnation of that policy? This is a germone question,
because after all, we are tulking about Hungery, and there once wos a Soviet E0Ve
ernnent therc.) .

The peasants and urban petty boureosie will legitimately ani rishtfully demand
consumer #oods - and not they alone, the woriters too - and voe to zny soclalist
~overnnient thut does not seeix to satisfy this demznd. Does Loge advocote Ysuper—
injustrialization?" Then a surplus will have to be s7ested out of the hides of
the peasantry. Then, indeed, will & "dictztorship" be nceded to gpress the
peasants vhen they resist. .and later, to repress the woriers tool But we will
look more closely al these matters further one

We stated that an alliance of the worlters and peasants (and urban petty-beureeosie)
is required. Vill this be an equal alliance? Will the peasantry predominate in
it? Or vill the workers? The WNuC Draft Resolution answers this question, duringz
the course of its discussicn of the workers councils, by pointing to the o rking-
class leadersihip in the democratic rule of the country." (uiphusis added) The
workers will be the ieciers of the allisance, and in that sense too, we would have
had a weorkers state. One can use the forrul:ztion, referred to by ha<e, as the
scientific description of vhat would have resulted from the revolution, here:

there would be "a workers stute and a workers and peasants sovernment,"

thy will the vorkers play the leadin: role, and exactly what do we mean by this
statement? Simply this, that in all nodern countries - including those which like
Hunsary combine modernity with "backwordness" - the social weishit of the workers
is "noturally" (socially) sreater thsn that of the peasants and the petty-bourgeo-
sie. Because of the greaier weight of cities as compsred vith the countryside, be~
cause ol ‘he areator weight of industry as coupured with agriculture, because of
tle nere noncentrated condition ofworizers in factores as corpared with peassnits on
their plets of lend or shopkeepers in their stores, because of the zreater Tovier
of cohesiveness and organization enjoyed by workers as compared with other sec—
tors of the population, the workers will "naturally" (socizlly) exercize more in-
flucnce and plsy the leading rolee

Hew cnyone vho wishes to may bemoan this fact of social life =nd say that it is

nfolr thut pesasants cun not play the sane kind of role as voricers. :las, nothing
can be done about it., The point to be mude is that there is nothins undemocratic
in this state of affairs, or that, even if one wants to think there is, thare is
notlhin- that ony class, party or individucal (with or witrout state poverd czn do
about it. Under socialism, this condition of the peusantry will ultimately disap-
peaxr, but thut because the peasuntry will ultisately diszppears

| o3
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1

"That's on the one hand. On the other, we are faced with proposzls to augment

the "advanta~zes" of the workers and to incroase the "disabilities" of the peasants
by political intervention, throush restricting still further the "restricted" role
in political 1life and society gencrally that they can "natural 1y" (socially) perfor
Such restriction (or zbolition), whether in the form of disenfranchizement, prohib-
ition against the organization of politicel purties, exclusion fron political life.
or vhether throuch direct police or military repression, or throush a cominction
of both ~ that is undeuocratic, and that we oppcse.

YWe opocse it because it violates our derocratic ideals; we opnose it becange it
is not the road to socialisne

(To be continued in the next issue of YSR)
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Another Open Letter

George Rawlings . .. June Lth, 1957
Dear Comrade Gecrge, : : : -

In your arvi. clc in t‘le currcn* I5R ( Come Ob.,ervatlons on the Prosnc V'oi’
the YOL", Vol. 5, i, 2, June l.)u, 1957) I note thie following:

i,..at a meeting at uhich I vas recently présent vhen the organizer
of the wiit, a supporter of the lajority, asked for aid in an mnort nt
campus act.m.i;y, tle HMinority comrades did nct even glve her the courtesy,
of listening to her proposal. The Minority reserves its talents it secm, -
Tor the 'tneor atical? problcms of the organization.® C

Tle "above section apnears in g pﬂrar‘ranh charr ing the Minority 1ith having
no "desire to build the YSI" -~ as an illustration, or exarmple.

The Unit in question is clearly Chicaso. The meeting you rention was last

weeli!s business mooting vhich 7as both lons and erhausting. Near the end of this
(& (&Y [

meetin; Corrade Fancy briefly reported on a new cammus organi zg.‘;ion, probably
worthy oil ¥YSL suvpnort, in which she is participat:.nﬂ. Ste urced tnal other
comraces work with her in thd arena and she asked for voluntecr.). If I remen-
ber correctly nc one volunm,ercu, av least not audibly '

Also, she raised this noint jus t after an exhausting iter: haZ been i‘mlshed
and cveryone, or aliost everyore, was relaxing, stretehing, etc. Her report :
"half-~heard" by just about everyone and the nennrg.l respoase, hirht and Left,
was pretlly much tle sance.. necative,

ther, and more Jl');)OTual’lu, only two meib ers of the LC werc at this neet-
inge It is parii wi':'-r.rl,v unfair (end inccewrate) of you to cite either Ld or
mrself as emorinles oi‘ coniraces tho "rescrve" owr talents for "theorebical®
problens, I doubv that you can correctly cite any nerver of the L& in 'bl’lia
rerard vut that is not vhat we are nou cmcuss:mrr -~ Just as we are not discus
sing amsvhing else in your article erxcet the above pas s5agCe

ot

The two members of the LG you have chosen as exarrles, it so hapwens, do
"lesire to Luild the YOLY, At thevery meeting vou are discussing two new
applicants for VoL merdhershin were present, both recruited by us. Also, e
have both been, ard are, curaed in resular VSLebuilding, Unit approved, iovk,
Including werk in other crranigzations, Tue wo of us, together with lancy,
conshitule thie thren mosl active menbers (YSiers) in the Unit!ls nam campus
areh.a. e ald l'"* n)"u cven a stwicnt on c"J'.pu.,, Tn adcition I misht menticn
“that I ani cur rost active resber in what the unil has desicnated as our mzin
oi‘f-c amus ar w-, an actr.';ur wmiich conswies a considerable amowt of my tine,
Iﬁ_flcdlmm to ticse, end otier, wilt activivies I atverdt to write a little
ad rean a LoYeess as o minor eonsideration .[ n cht add that I hold domm a fulle

tire job as well,

I only ro into this dotoil to show ow iy I dldn’u volenteer Zor work in an
ac’e.(_‘ltlmrl amiN2eeee L Just den't have ans more” tine to allot -- its all allotede

—— e

con spendt dor Linge!l but bis reasons are similar,

non:re
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Trhe ihit is well aware o these facts and it was therefore unnecessary to
mention why ve didn't volenteer for the work in quesi on, just as it was un-
necessary for su>porters of the lajority o explain their like failure, and
since the report was a brief one and the call for volenteers almost ritualistic
(in terms of the resmonse e:pected) no one even bothered to pay much attention
to the »roposal, ‘

Should the Unit change its vnresent evaluation of tle Chic ago scene it would
then be an entirely different matter. In the meantime the Unit's evaluation
remcins that the "important campus activity" you refer to is not as important
as the two organizations (onc on campus, one off) which the wnit has designated
as our two major arenas -~ and in both of which members of the Minority are

outstandingly active on behalf of the YSL.

In view of these considerations I suggest that your Chicago example is
inaccurate and fails (completely) to substantiate the point you are attempting
to establish == that the members of the Left have no desire to builXl the ¥SL,

y - I term this a "slander" as well because the effect of your inaccurate ex-
ample can only be to create a false picture - a picture which will serve to
"dis-credit" supporters of the IMC in the minds of those ignorant of the facts -

involved. : .

I assume that you were unaware of the main considerations stated above and
that you simply made an honest error. You saw, or thought you saw, something
that substantiated a generalization which it would be in the interest of your
"tendency" to establish a factual basis for -~- you therefore included both the
example amd the generalization in an article which ¥ou were writing under the
press of time. The likelyhood that such is the case is re=-inforced by the fact

that you were onl:r passing through" Chicago and probably lacked precise infor-
mation about local activitie s.

Though the point involved may secm relatively minor, it is not. The atmos-
phere in the YSL is already so .. Touléd with mis~information, dis tortion and
slander, both personal and political, that i% is difficult for any of us, whate
ever our position on Unity, to breath without inhaling or exhaling (consciously
or unconsciously) some of this poison. Each new addition only makes the total
atnosnhere worse for all of us,

As a member of the NiC and as an official public spokesman of the Majority
it would secm that you should be esnecially aware of this and especially careful.

I therefore request that you publically retract or correct the section
(quoted avove) of your article which clearly falls into this categorye... however
unintentionally, #*

Fraternally,

Scott Arden

#* An Madvance copyM of this Open letter was forwarded to Comrade Rawlings

prior to tle publication date of this issue of YSR. This "“advance cony"

uas a "first dralt" hurriced off in the hope that it might reach Comrade

Rawlings in time for hin to reply in this issue -- only minor changes, however,
were made in the "finishied drafth, above, and it is in no major resvect differ-
ent froui the copy sent to Comvade Rawlings, ~=See . “o(p
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CONSTITULIOUAL SAFEGUARDS TFOR A
UBALTHY SOCTALIST UNIRY

by Georgo R, llacKonzic

hvents on the intermational gcenc have nado rieny moro ‘
clehients of Amcrican redicalisn cugeceptibls to the poaition
of third cemp socialism now than has bson truc herectoforc. .
At thc sanc tirme, doumcstic conditions mako edvisable at this
tinc the exploration of possibilitics for a . merger of cxigling
socinlist scets, aimed at creating a nuclous for a futurc
labor party,

. If, vwithin a wificd socialist orgenization, third caup
goclalists arc frce to dissaninate theéir vicws, a hcalthy and
fruitiul proccss of crosc fertilizetion of idoas scems assurcd, .
with international cvents facilitating a sprcading of the third
cemd position, Vhile merger with tho SP-SDEF appcars to be the
r:ost likely coursc of action at this timec for furtnor disscomi-
nation of our views, it si-uld not be regardcu es ncceessavily
lne,only courss availsble, If it appcarcd that third camp
cocialists insidec a merged organization would be subjcct to
burcancratic rcpressaion, we would probably be better off rermoining
in our own orzanizations, attcuapting to aprcal over the ncads
of th¢ SP-SDF lcadership to thoir rank ad filc, and to suscep-
tinvle clcments outside the SP-SDR, S

m ny opinion, any mcrper of _socialist sects which is to
ECrre as a nucidug for sn gll-incluzive soclallst roproumiing
03T Tncluce Firin consEitutional guurenteos of cempletc frocdon
Tor nll ¥endoncicd snd alfiliatcd orcnnliations To MAinTAT
thcir oun puolicatiors aud counicic frocdoll o disscnt, hoth
intcinally and publicly, from thc lcaders of thc parcnt orrani-
zavion end thodr political program, Proponcnts of unity have
ecsoriod that if tho BP-SDF leadcrship docided in favor of

rmerger, it would auvtomaticelly meeon that they were prepared
to grant sueh frcedoms., This I will not disputec. lowever,
cairudle as such coriradely feclings of tolcrance and good will
arc, ol thensclves they guarantce little or nothing of a per-
manent nasvure, There would appcar to Le littlc besis for essu-
ming ihat the attitudes of tho present 3P-SDF leadershin at
tho time of a uerger would neccssarily be thosc of the leeder-
ship of a future acrpcd organisnation, which would prcsumably
countain rany now clements and thereforc a political coloration
which is difficult to predict, Comradcly feclings of tolcronco
aad  gond will are, unfortinately, apt to be rather transitory
coruicditics, capeeinlly in the radical movementi, whercas consti-
tuticns ™ have an assuringly--or cxasperatingly--pernanent character
about then. Assning that such corradely fcelings of tolcrance .
a1d pood will exist at the tinc of nerger, it -appcars exigont
t> conerctize -such posifive attitudes into firm constitutional
turrentecs, rather than blithely disrcgarding all consideration
of futurc contingencies, as nany unity proponcnts aprcar to do.
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Specifically, with regerd to a ncy youth orgenization,

proponents of unity have statcd that such an organization
should have closer ties to tho newly crcatod narent orguniza-
tion than exist proscntly betwecn the YSL and the fraternally
affiliated ISL., Since the irmcdiate net result of an ISL merger
with the SP-SDF will be an organization vhich is morec conscr-
vative than the prescnt ISL, and since with the influx of new
elements it is difficult to determinc what tiie charceter of the
merged organization will be later on, if the youth organization
i1s to have less indcpendence than exists prcsently, 1t appcars
exigent that constitutional guarantces of the right to dissent
be provided, so that the youth organization can bc frecoc to
ascume a riorc militant role than the adult orgenization, should
this be warrented by future circumstanccs, :

It has been steted that the attitudes of the present
SP-SDF lcadcrs arc such that, by the usc of corrcct phrascology
and punctuation, minorities in that orgenization and ¥YPSLmcnmbers
now in substancc enjoy completo frcedom to dissont, that consti- .
tutional guarantecs are thercfore unneccgscary, and that to
demand thesc might be to "rock the boat" in unity necgotiations,
I rciterate: it is hazardous to asswic that tho attitudes of
~the individuals comprising the lendership of tho present
SP-UDF will necessarily be thosc of the lcadors of o futurc
nerged organization, furthernmore, if the raising of such
clementary demands vould “rock the boat", third campers nay wish
to give uiore searching thougit to tlic prospect of climbing
eboard, . . .

It has also bcen objected that to raise demands for consti-
tutlonal guarmtecs would be to "bind the hands" of the unity
negotiators, I find 1t difficult to conceive of such elementary
and obvious dcmands as conprising an encumbroncc, fny such
"binding" is fundamental to the Tuture prescrvation of frecdonl
Thosc ontrusted with formulating a unity proposal will do well
to consider which they find morc distagteful, a minimal and
debatable "binding" of the hands of negotiators now, or the
possibility of being very concretely bound from taking effcctive
politicel action five or ten ycars honce,

Nor can I consider seriously the contcntions that consti-
tutions arc mcrcly scraps of paper, and that existing rclation-
ships of power arc the sole effective Tactor governing frecedonm
to disscnt. I suffer from no illusions agbout constitutions
corprising an impervious bulwark agalnst prcssurcs in a livirg,
brecathing political nmoverient, nor would I minimize tho sicni-
ficance of powver rclationships, Ieverthicless, it appea®s obvious
that prudently written constitutions can at least act as a
brake against hasty and 1ll-conccived majoritarian actions, .
and thercfore serve as gn importont, if hardly invulnerable,
crotection for minoritics and affiliated organizations. 1llero .
constitutlons merely scraps of paper, T bclicve the vitchhunting - -
which ve have witnessed in tho  last doeadc :wvould have been \OB
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unleashed with cven greater furye. T feol ccrtain thet riany
individuals arc today thankful for thc cxistonce of Constie-
tutional protcctions, howcver tadly ceapromisced, without which
they nigit have undergonc far groatcer persecution than did
actually occur,

1 ‘Tnity proronents have statced iat such masters as the
. third comp position should not be "up for grabs®--that is,
not suviect to further discussion within ouvu» tendeney., I
can think of no morc important erea than that of frecdom to
dissent for minorities and affilinied orgenizations to which
the yardsticl of "not up for gravs" should apnly. Conerctely,
I belicve niinority rights should require considerably morc than
a simple majority to amond or abrogatc, ' :

A healthy vnity would be nerc desirsble then our prcsont
separatc cxistcnce, en wwhcalihy unity much less so, A philo-
sophy of “unity at all costs" should bc avoided--at all costs-~,
and the demands for conctitutional guarantees of complote frecdon
to dissent for minoritics and affiliated organizations should
in no wise be¢ regarded as a maximua demand which would be cxnen-
dablec. in the proccss of unity ncgotiations. :

lierger with the SP-3DF is a garble, and onc which is
prob::iy worth taking, Undoubtcdly it will not be possitle
to forusce ali future contingencics and to climinatc all arcas
of rizk, ilowever, thc provision of fimi comstitutional guaran-
tcesof the right to dissent will go far toward reducing ono
large arca of risk end will increasc by that nuch the sowndneces
of tle wnity prcposel, ‘ :

The passcpe of sonc form of unity proposal at the coning
conveaticn scoms assurcd. it is to be hoped that the bulk
of delegates will not be stampeded into a "unity at all costs"
perspective, either as a response to the raising of such a
pcrepective by tue YSI lcadership, or as a rcaction, however
wderstendable, against the deplorablc level at which some
snoxesiicn for the Lot Wing Caucus have conducted their campaign,
tether, 1t is to be hoped that the declegates will cecide the
l1ssuc of walty on its own ierits in o calm and judicious manncr,
aimed @5 echicving o formula in which the cloments of risk
can be mirnimized, thercby laying the foundations for a licalthy
and fiunitful cocialist wmity,

OB - . o G W e e . o
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APPEHDIX

(Being an utterly useless somcthing which somectimes
becomcs worsc than uscless and is rcmoved, thercby rcplacing
the worsc than uscless somcthing with 2 usgoloss nothing,.)

t/hat Constitutions Constitute

I have no fancies

gbout constitutions.

Rather I fancy that I fancy

just ecxactly what constitutions

constitute, '

Constitutions arc piececs of paper

which arc brakes '
which makc swift actions by swift multitudos
slow, ‘
Good founding fathers
can found good constitutions ,
that are bad for bad for bad multitudcs
but are good for good multitudcs,

v

YSLers

should be good founding fathers
and help found a good constitution
that will holp our good multitude
take good political action

and help found a good sociecty

in which living will bo good

and

in which bad multitudes

will becone

good.

GRU
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BRIEF NOTES O BURBAUCEATIC CNHLLECTIVISM

(The following, which constitutes Part III of "For a Continuation ‘of the
Revolutionary Course," is an abbreviated attempt to clarify some of the
theoretical bases for Parts I and II; it should ¥ave preccded the othér
parts, but pdlemical heste forced a reversal of fhe usual procedurec,~M.0¢)"

l. The notion thnt the fall of. capitalisa automtically assures the rise of
socinlism received 1ts death blow in Novenmber, 1€37, its coup de grace with
the expulsion of the Lof't Oppositions from Commurist Parties througmt the

the wovrld prior to the first five-year plan in t}e USSR, and its autopsy

with the formation of the Workers Party by Shachtman, Burnhan.and Abern in

the Spring of 1940, One cannot understand the werld today, much less do ..
‘anything about it, without understanding these avents, To understand them,
praperly is to reject once and for all notions %)at the USSR is sim;ply a . .

Mtotalitarian® state, or the motion t'mt what bt gone wrong is sipply the

result of "mistakes," "serious errors,! or even %crimes," and it is to TO=
Jeet above all the over-simplified, Vulgar "Mar:dst? notion tht Russia is

any kind of workers! state, degenerated or otherwise,

2y Burnhan i:as by no means the first to discover that there is 2 third al-
ternative o the development of & modern industrial society, But (in tkre
Manngeriai Revolution) he mislook a sinilarity -of surface phencmena in Fascist
Ger:zeny, New Deal USA and Soviet Russia to indicste an inevitadle wvave of ‘the
future; it is as if he had said 4 produces A'; T produces B'; C produces C!,
A, B!, C' all resemble X rather than S, It is the X, says Burhhan, that has
becorie essential, not the Aness, Bness or Cness »f the particular historical
phencreng., Sincé § mas never appeared, it never 'wilij X is barbarism, The
only way to prevent all society fron procecding ¢ty X is to stop society fron
proceeding at all, It is a hopeless task, but we do wmat we can; we write
for the NMational Review, : ‘ ' '

3y But the theory of Bureaueratic, or State, Collectivisi, did nct originate
in Burnban's typewriter, Anton Ciliga has pointsd oub (Politics, August '46)
that he encountered forrs of the theory in a Soviet Prison in political dc-
bates in the early '30s., The idea can be traced directly te the Workers! -
Group in the early 120s, still out of prison, an? Fosa Lwembourg indica-
ted siniler theories as early as 1918, Further, it Mms recently cropped up
independently in Pland: writers in Poprostu have discussed "the socio-politi-
cal system called Stalinisn" in terts of "a rela‘ionship of econonic de-
peadency of the popular nasses on thre group of aqministrators." (Dissent,
Spring, 1957) Cilign hit the core of the prodblen im saying that "tke orzani-
zation of production on a national seale began (:in Russia).to becone the
busiress of the apnaratus of the nascent bureauciracy." Likewise, Luxenbourg,
(Tre Russirn Fevolution,Wolfe ¥ranslation, pub. ;940) saids .

"In place of the representative bodies created by general, popular
elections; Lenin and Trotsky have laid dowm tlg3 soviets...3ut with the
reprossion of political life in the land as a whole, life in the scd
viets must also becore rore and rore crippled. Without general e€lactions,
without wirestricted freedom of press and asseatly, without e frege
struzgle of opinion, 1ife dies out ‘in every pwolic. institution, becones

& mere serblance of “life, in which only the buyeaucracy remains as the
active elcnent, Public life gradv=1lly falls anlecp, a few dozen party
lenders of inexhaustable energy ax . boundless axperience direct and rulc...
Such conditions rust inevitably canse a brutelization of pudlic lifo..."

.
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Thus the @evelopnent of dbureaucratic or state collectivisn is neither the
result of "mistakes,™ nor alone the result of mistaken policies such as
"socialisn in one country;" nor is the developnent incvitable, It is the
result of particular kistorical phenomena which can be altered and fought
against by a conscious working class and by socialists aware that the revo-
lution only ushers in the arcna for the developnent of socialism--with the
revolution the fight only begins, It is for this reason above all, Luxenw
bourg pointed out, that we must have democracy, for only those who possess
all the answers can do without dermccracy. Socialists can point out what is
wrong with capptelisn and how to get rid of it, but any socinlist who has
the answers as to what will replace capitalisn in a blueprint is either
naive or a charlatan. Thus we need democracy to create an arena for hamner-
ing out, criticizing, discussing the road that lies ahead,.

4, The accusation that the concept of bureaucratic collectivism does not
fall into the scopo of Marxist theory is false, By Marxian definitions,

a class id defired by its position within and its relation to a systenm of
production. In all historical epochs since prinitive communisn classes have
been charatterized by the fact that one is able to approptiate the fruits
of another!s labor, And behind the smike of inequality in the Soviet Union
there burns the fire of precisely such a reclationship, In Russia the role
of the working class within and in relation to the systen of production is
their absolute lack of individuwal or collective power ofer it, They have
no voice in what is to be produced, how, whers, or how it is to be organi-
zed, distrihuted or priced. There is another social class, by Marxist

~ definition, which does decide all of these things: the exploiters which

control not only the econonic but the political and social 1ife of the ,
country--the bureaucracy, which has grown since 1917 anc. has dbeen consdli-

" dated in its class power (not necessarily individual power) since the first

five year plan,  Mobility between classes has becn severely cut, in addition.

S Russia cannot be reckoned a workersvstatc of any kind simply because
industry is state owned or because stafe ownership Was set up by the great

. October Revolution. If the socialisn of Russia is degenerated, it rmst be
.degencrated to something; according to Trotsky's forrmlation, the end of

World War II was to bring elther a proletarian revolution which would
overtihrow the Soviet bureaucracy and make the problen of ¥classh or feastel
wninportant, or, no rewolution taking place, irmperialism either from without
or in thc form of a bourgeois Bonapartist revolution from within, would

sweep cwey the victorics of Dgtobere Trotsky!s deadline has long since
passed. Russial's state ownership is not swept away; thoere is no nascent
capitalisn at all, The burcaucracy, even aftor Rland and Hungpry, is stronger
ttan ever, and morc consolidated in its power, The nascent workers state of
1917 has not dogenerated, 1t has generated a new social class,

6s In a different form state collectivisn has appeared incipiently elsc-
where, not only in the Soviet bloc but also in the social-democracies of

the West, It is this latter developnent which leads many of us to our
attitulc toward labor partics and parties of socinl-democracy, It is not
thnt they capitulate to capitalisn that decply worris us, although this

has Bn the past played an important role., It is tlat they can easily de-
velop, as they bave in at least dwo places (Ialor Britain and Isracl) strong
tendencies toward bureauncracy and burcaucratic collectivisme In Isreal we
kave the astonishing phenonenon that one small group of leaders controls

at once the political party of tho workers, the tradec unions of tho workers,

nz
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the state~owned industries ("of the workers") and, through a coalition
governnent, the governuent (also "of the workers"), Taus a striker faces
the peculiar situation that he is striking acainst "hinmself! becavse Bene
Gurion coatrols thro industry; approval of the strike is denied by Ben=Gurion
who coatrols the Tracde Union Foderation; Ben~Gurinn the party boss refusos
to irtervere and Ben=Gurion the prine-ninister calls in the arny to break
the strilzcs But for the fact tiat there aro siill opposition parties and
soe degres of freedon for (non=Arab) pinority opinion, here is the Soviet -
Una.nd 1tself, in a different historicel and cultural context, B
7. The Iabor Governneat of Britain, according to our comrades of tho II2,
slowed Wno inclination to allow tie weo rking class any real control or even
a share of control in the Nationalised industries,! Jovernnent-aprointed
Board which ran the nationnlized industries often were couposed of repre=

~-sentatives of the capitalist class, Clanging sims on the cutside of the .

- shop apparently did not change tho conditions of the workers rmchy tle
strikos, put dowm by the Labor Government with nrmy holp in some instances,
‘testify to thmt, We have learncd sonothing by ilnt lesson,.we have learned
the slugan of Workcrs Control," raised at about the same time as the English

strikss o7 the Li.bgert(zrian Caucus of the Socjalist Pa rty=UsA.

8o, Those who recognizc the altematives facirg capidtalisme war, dcpression,
fascisn, socialism, also recognize that another altecrnative exists: bHurcau-
cratic collectivisn, whether in its Stalinist fornm or in 2 Iahvor buresucra-
tic forn is far more dangerous to the hone of mnenity than anything else,
for this alternative means tle Garrison é'bate of 1984, Wars and depressions,
oeven frscisn as we have kmown 1t (altiough peranps victorious fascimm may
have developed jnto Puveaucratic collectivisme-—we don't Imow-~)do not solve
the contradictions inherent in capitalism, State collectivism crcatos other -
contiadictions, but it solves the contradictions of capitolisn, "With the
techrological forces at the disposnl of tho State, we do not know if such -,
other contradicions could lead. to o rovolutionary alternative, a dialcctical .
orposito of any effcctiveness, to the bureaucratic state, It is a situntion "
which we do not provose o wait to find out aboute It is for thic reason
that we do not blindly rush into the arns of a Iabor Party or of a2 scecizl-
demc cratic party—-ws join such a mwvenent only in a certain way, cuarantce-
ing for ourselves Tirst the right to raise the slogan of Workers Control
egainst bureaveracy, the right to fight for our ains and views without
recrininations end expulsions, $n a frotermal and conradelywmy., A nd it is
becausc wo oppose the bureaucratic esllectivist terdencies not only of the’ .
Soviet Union (where it is no longer a tendency) but ovorywhcre clse as well
that wo stand opposed to tho tleories of derocratic centralisn and the
vanguard party, Thosc 2ro the antithoses of real derocracy, and whoen wo

- say eocialisn we nean democracy, for socialisn wishout denocracy hecones

no% the evato of the workers, but the gravererd of the workers. Socialisn’
withou’ demcracy is a contradiction 1like *ils socinlist gtato—for a

state is always the instrumont of ecoercion of a ruling class, ond what

class rylis over anothor in socialisn? In the Soviet Union we know what
class rules, and over whon, But that .is not socinlisn,

»
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. . i

M. Oppenheimer
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KIOW-HOTHIKGISM IN THE YSL

By‘Maxtha Wohlforth

The monster of kmow-nothingism has arisen in the YSL and is threatening its
very existence. Several expressions of this sentiment appear in the YSR (Vol. 5,
Fo. 2), and there is no reason to doubt that it has gripped the minds of many
conrades.

This know-nothing ideology is formulated in its most blatant manner by
Faith Wallstron. 4lthough her piece, "How Things Look from the Back Rou", ex~
presses the sentinents of know-nothingisn openly for the first time, the basis
for then has been prepared since the very beginning of the present factional
struggle. Since the Scptember plenun and the electoral controversy, the right
wing has nade no effart to discuss political issues in a serious nanner with the
left wing; hysterical accusations, slander and ridicule, and threats of expul~
sion have preveiled. Although granting the left wing its formal democratic
rights (with a few exceptions), the right-wing loadership of the YSL has nade a
nockery of all its talk about "democracy." The most Ydemocratic! constitution in
the world cannot guarantec a democratic organization. Only when a menber of an
orgenization feels free to get up and criticize the leadership on any point
without fezr of a vicious rctalintion, without foar of beinz laughod at and
heckled, only then can there be zny talk of "democracy."

Fron the start of this fight the right-wing leadership of the YSL has been
"bored" with the aiscussion. Fron the first our courades were labelled "hostile",
“disloyal", M"not part of the Independent Socialist Tendency." and naturally,
what self-respccting person could be expected to waste his precious tine discus-
sing with such riff-raff? The right-wingers have nore important things to do:
they Love meny pressing matters to attond to. After all, the search for a tiny
socicl-Cenocratic sect is not emsy; and when you have found it, it rcquires
great effort to persuade it to allow you to crawl into its back door. The SP-SDF,
at its recent NEC neeting, voted 11-4 to disppprove, not unity with the ISL,
friends, but joint action end politicel collaboration of any kind with it. So
you sce that tlere is a grecat decl of bowinz and scrapinz, of flattery, of court-
ship, of political aceptation, to be dore; ond no sectarians, die-hard revolu-—
tionories, dognatists, paranoids, hot~heads and liars ere going to be zllowed to
interfere with this great tesk. ) :

The inpatience of the.right-wingers with the left winz, and their anxiety to
get rid of it, have existed fron the boginning. Some of the morc hysterical
right-wingers (viz. Arlon) wanted to expel Shane 'way back in the fall, and the
only reason they didn't bring up charzes then was that it woull have looked bal to
the 5P, A Jittle later, &t the tinme when Tin's article "Unite for Unity" was
first subnitted to the HAC, George and Bogdan called for his expulsion, but
chonged their mindés ofter beirge convinced of the tactical stupidity of such a
nove. But after the Left-Wing Caucus was formed, aftcr it wes shown that our coo-
raGes were serious, decicated people, after it became obvious tkat our politics
could attroct nilitant youn: people and. that, if given a fow nmonths to rocruit to
the ISL on owr politics, we could easily sain a majority of the nenbership — in
short, after it vas secn that the left-wing threat was real, involving nore than
Just Share and Tinm — then Harrington, Debbie, and many others swelled the ranks
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of the pro-expulsion tendeancy.

The toctics of impatience with o ninority tendency, of going through the
barcst fornalitics of a ciscussion, of tryinz to isolate the minority and moke it
appcar to be an exeny alien, arc the stock in trace-of oll burcaucratic leader-~
ships, from the CP t5 thc labor unions, and now.the YSL. -

After the etnosphere nas been poisoned for zonths, and the rizht wing has
succeecad in preparing tre ninds of its followers for on expulsion, if- neccssery,
alonz cones Faith ﬁallstrom with an irrnocent. appeal to “seriouslx concentrete
our efforts upon building the ¥YSL." It saddens ne greatly to reclize that Faith,
- who doubtless is a well-neanin; person, is cble after more then o year in the
YSL to express such an outragcous contempt for politics. ©Ske attempts to excuse
this contempt by hunbly referring to horself as o "not generally vocel ropk-and-
filer" and appeals for sympathy by stating thot perbaps she is "betroying & lack
of political zeal and 'hardness!. : . -

Feith has revealed such an impatience with ary ceviation from the "line"
that her sppeal for "rewl, crective thirking" is notking but pure hypocrisy.
She, ard others, accordin; to her, crecd to g0 to YSL neetin;s for fear thet Tin
nay express sone disggrecnent with ,the right wing. Tin has, it seens, "made e
principle of opposition for its own scke." He has drred to corjure up, or in
Faith's own words, "drean up" his own unique point of view on such a ninor and
‘uninportent question as lador racketcerirz, just to obstruct neetinzs. Hos it
never occurrca to you, Faith, that Tin (and I nyself) has a legitinate point of
view on labor recketecring which reflects a sorious differconce within the labor
novenernt itsclf? 4ren't you awere that Stellato, Eridges,. end Rerick, to mention
a few, have opposed the Sennte investizations, while Reuther, Mecny, ond otkers
have supported them? Don't you know that this question is one of tre nost vital
facing orgenized labor today? Do you think that such a question should be dis-
cussed in the socialist movenent? Or do you think thet Tin should keep his op-
inions to himself so that you tioy attend nectings in pence, and poke fun at our
conrades fror your vaitagce point in the bacl row?

You soy that the discussion bores you. You Mdon't find it educational, this
" re-hashing of 0ld arguncnts and invention of new ones ... for the sake only of
getting one's voice heard — acain." Now I understand thnt perhaps you, and
others, arc tircd of kearins Tin speak. 1 consiler it very unfortuncte that Tin
is the only erticulate left—-winer in this right-wing strorghold of Ilew York
City. Sherry, Deniy, and I kove ncde ah effort to allevinte the situation sone-
whot arnd give Tin some support from the floor. However, since we are, like you,
not politically "hardercd" people, and since we are unaccustoded, as you are, to
speaking on political questions, it is difficult for us to socek in the nidst of
E1lgclirg and even open heckling from. you and your cohorts ii. thke back row. It
would be & greet Ceel easier in your opinion, I inagine, for us to keep our
nouths shut. 3But we cex not in zood conscience refrein fron expressing ourselves
ggainst o policy wkich we believe will brin. our movenient to ruianse :

You, however, éo not belicve in cxpressin; basic differcnces or discussing
then;  and if you yoursclf kave donc ony of the "ercative thinkins" which you
advocate, I have scen no ovidence of it. In fect, ybur conccption of the "hornio-
gencous purty” scans to be snared by virtually all of the ri ht-win; comrades.
They scus to foul tlot the differences between themsclves, which we Imow exist,
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cen not be discussed until the YSL is purged of its M"rotten clenents™, narely,
the Left-Wing Caucus; for until then, any difference of opinion in the right-
wing ponolith night be "taken advantaze of" by the left wing. '

You have not found the presert discussion "educational." You consider it
Moring." If you found the discussion on the crisis of Stalinisn in Eastern
Burope "boring", I an afraid I have little hope for your political futurc in zny
noveunent. This subject was discussed in the unit for the first tine; a fundonen-
tal attitude of the "Independent Socialist Tendency" — a Leninist onalysis of
revolutions — had been drastically revised by the HAC majority. Yet this now
line was swallowed in toto by the right wing without a peep. Is this what you
nean by "creative thinking?" Or by "creative thinking" do you mean the creation
of & nythical tendency in the YSL against which you can struggle without answering

‘the real argunents of its adherents, and by ignoring the facts which they bring

up? Did you take thc trouble to read Shane's brilliont and penetrating analysis
of .the Eostern Buropcan revolutions? Can you dispute any of the factusl matcrial
which he cited? Can you find & flaw in kis argunentation?: After rceding it and
g€iving it serious consideration, arc you still able to swallow the rijht wing's
line and keep it down? Or do you feel that you must keep quict about any doubts
or questions that you may have for fear of "disturbing the peace!?

If you have feiled to find anythin: "educational" obout this factioncl strug-
gle 1t is your just reward for the intellectual corzplacence which you seen to
enjoy. I, for one, have learncd more about politics in a fow months then I had in
a few years. I have become scriously interesied in politics for the first tine,
and I have become convinced that the fight for socialisn is the most importont
thing in ny life. I suPpose that to some thesc will secm dubious rewards.

Conrale George expresses this know-notlingisn in a more subtle way, and I

-pust commend hin also for avoiding in the written word the hysteria which so-

often cheracterizes his specch. George, at least, recognizes that for an-orian-
lzation to get busy ond peddle its "line" to the outside it rmust first discuss
internally end decide what its "line" ehall be. If the differences within the
orgenization are great enough to necessitate a factional struggle, then, re ret-
table os it nay be, that strug;le nust be carried out. However, like Felth,
Georze expresses the sanc inpatience with the discussion, the same eajerancss to
gct out ond build the YSL, and has the sene opinion (implicitly) that the oppor-
tunities facing the YSL cannot be fully realized until the Left Wing is snashed.

- A great deal of boasting is being ongaged in by George and other richtwingers
on the ability of the right wing to recruit. Before I an very impresscc with
thesg cleins I want to kmow on what type of politics these people will be recruit-
ed. For the ¥YSL right wing is offering o packege deal to its potential recruits:
"You join us and we'll join the SP-SDF," or, better yet, "Join the SP-SIF and
we'll join you." It can only be the politics of the SP-SDF, therefore, on which
the richt wing expects to recruit anyoné. I can not get very cnthusiastic abomt
a nover:ent built on those politics.

As Conrade Scott indicated in "The Pros and Their Con — Part #2" (YSK, Vol.
5, No. 2), the left wing is doing very “well rocruiting to the YSL on its politics.
Thnt is precisely what sceres the right wing and why it is nore deternined than
ever to et rid of us. Co : :

The ideas expressed in Faith's and Georgze's articles, and clsewhere, of in-
paticence with the internel discussion, a desire to purie the novement of its
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"disloyal™ clerents so as to be able to roomch the nasses that are banzing on our
door, are strikin.ly reniniscent of those charactcristic of another politicel
novenens, a novenent waich Faith and George consider, and rightly so, as ininical
to sucialisn. The YSL has curing the past six nonths undergone a change in line
as furdanmental and as sudden as nany which have occurred in the Stalinist move—
nent. A nirority of the novenent has been opposed to the new line on the grouncds
that it is  disastrous for the novenent, ari have wanted to continue more or less
on the sene course as previously. The najority has accepted the new linc os one
bocy and has celled the nminority "disloyal; the leadership has sought to impede
the cdiscussion and finelly to get ric of the Gisruptive elencnts. This Ddears no
resenblance to that "denmocracy™ which is talked zbout so nuch these doys. It
rescubles nothing so nuch as the attempt of the hard-line Fosterites to stifle the
present discussion in the CP. - ‘

Perhaps a rousing song nicht shake Comrace Wallstron anc. hor cokorts fron
their Doredon:

OUR LINE'S ZEEU CHALGED AGAIL

Shachtian's handed down the line, Trotskyisn is passe,

Our line's been changed agein, ‘ Our lizne's Dbeen chonged asein,
The SP now is nighty fine, ' Down with every old cliche,
Owr line's been chan.ed agcein. - Our line's becn changed gjoin.

CHORUS:

I knows it, Skacktuan,

I imows it, Shacktnen,

I knows it, Shochtian,
-Our line's been changed agein.

Bou ond serope ond lick we shall, We must appear to be secate, ,
Our line's becn changed agoin,. e Our line's. becn changed again,
Dissolve and enter, or we'll fall, . The revolution it can weit,
Our line's been changed again. , Our line's beer ckapnsed agecin.
(CHORUS)
Witk Huste's growp we con't agree, - We're simply Shacktacaites devout,
Cur line's been changel agein, . Our line's been changed again,
It nigkt ennoy the dear SP, We're not sure what it's all about,
Our line's been changed agein. . Our ‘line's becn changed agein.
(CKEORUS)
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REPLY TO CCI:RADE BONE
By Gerry ﬁcDermott

In a recent issuc of the Review, Comrade Bob 3one puts
forward the slogan, "For a ThiTd Carp Regroupment." He puts this
forward as an alternative to both the position of the NIC and that

- of the Minority., I usc the tern minority rather thaa the term

"Left Wing Caucus!" because in actuality the Wohlforth tondency

is the cxtrene conservative tendency in the YSL., Confronted vith
SoB°E1 SpI EASE £R8 Pey SERgztEnitiosy it hogehonecd: Wadgnopdie,
but that it revert to its ancient past, namely the SWP. It is no
accident that Tin quotes Trotsky like an orthodox religiorist
quoting scripturc. He is a spoizesnan for the past of the movcment,
for comrades confronted with a new situation they do not understsnd
and canrot cope vith, and thereforc comradcs wno teke refuge in Holy
Wirit. Fortunately, we have very few of such conrades actually in the
YSL; the bulk of them arc in the True Church of the SUP, and they

recoil from the new opportunitics vefore the movement recisely
because their years in the stultifying atmespherc of that monolithic

-8ect have left them unprapared to aralyze and draw useful conclusions

fron the present situation of the movement, Bert Cochran was absolutely
correct in characterizing the SUP as the new SLP of the American
radical movement., Iy mekes no mbre sense to characterize a pro-SWP
faction as "left" than it would to characterize a pro-SLP faction

as "left." Neither have any epprecicble rolation to reality., On

the regroupment question, the SUP and the Wohlforth tendency are

Fourth Canp socialists—~they are all by themselves, and they are
destined to remain that Way. :

Comrade Bone does not propose to return to the past of the
novenent as does Wohlfortl:; he is not that conservative. He nerely
intends to stand still., This is a better position, bdut not nuch,

First of all, Comrrdc Bone criticizes the Minority because he
he says it is oriented tovard the Gatesites, This is not the major
criticism to be made of the minority, however, It is truc that the SUP,-
which Tim represents in at lesst an ideological scnse, has no greater
ambitions in this period than trving to win a fow Stalinists, Gatesites
or othervise. (Aptcr all, this is vhat Holy Writ prescribes for
thens they feol comfortable doing it; it is all covered by chapter
and verse; and if they get a half dozen people (who will be the
"Leninist" wing of the CP) to go with their half dozen "Leninists"
fran the YSL, they will count it an epochal vear.) ‘

The truth of the nmatter is thot the Wohlforth-SWP will get no one
or next to no one fron they CP, If thers is one conviction which
grips all the thinking elcments in the O today it is the absolute
necessity for abandeoning sectarianisn, As a matter of fact, they are
in headlong ang pPrecipitous flight avey fron it, as all their litersture
shows——$00 mach S0, 2as a matter of fact, If You sat down and worked out
sc?ontifically and nathenmatically, vith a Skinner Box ond a battery of
?BM lachines, the pelitical position bost designed to repel the Gatcsitoes,
1t vould 10t be very different from the position of SWP-Wohlforth. Onec
of the values of tho Bagority position is that it offers the likeliest
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chnnce of "saving" meuy of the Gatesitos for democratic socialisn,
Anyone Tho doubts tiis nced 0rly go to thc library and rcad tho )
vearnings of Gatos, Stovel Nelson, and otaers, in Political Affairs,
for an orzenization such as the SP-SDF-ISL could become,

Comrade Bonc is just as pessimistic about the SP as he is nbout
the Ga.tesites. The party of Debs, he tells us, is dead.  This I am
willing to grant out of hand, and so, I suppose, arc most SPors, but
it is beside tre point. We do not pretond tant the party of Dcbs
still cxists; ve Proposc to try to recreate it, or morec properly,
something like it. '

As en altoraative to regroupnent with the SP-SDF and to any
attonpt ‘to win over the Gatesites, Bone proposes rogroupnent with tho
Dissentitcs and the Musteites around Liberetion, that is, = "Third
Cemp Rogroupment." e scems to think thot the real barrior betrecn
the ISL end thc Disscntites is the "sectarian hostility" of the ISL
towards these comfades. %hile it is true that the attitude of some
loaders of the ISL tovards Dissert hes left somcthing to be desired,
this is entirelr beside the point, and is re2lly en insult politically
to the Dissontitos, vwho awc policit~l people. Hgwe did not leave tre
I8L bvecausc of sudjective rensoms, snd he does not rcazin outside
because of subjicetive reasons,  Home left the ISL becausz he wanted a
kind of "openirg to the right," in this case, =n oponing vhich rould
make it possible for hin and uis friends to vork vith sonc of the
indepondent radienl intcellectuals who would not, for good or bad
reascrs, join a propagz-ndn group, Hywe left complaining that Shrchtnnn
Vas not ablc 4o comm up with a formula which, in Hore's view, opcned
éhfafag tf ISSFI%imited ?pporpunities Fhan w?re ayailapl? at the tine,
Digsév*?ESSS(SidQIufgerf:afd {s thaf the road te re»unlt}ng with_the
exceligvt co“;;des am ong “Engr;d per c?nt is favor of wirnirg the .

oo e and 01d frieands of Dissent back to the organized
socialist movemcnt) is tarough regrouymont via the §2~-5DF, The
Dissentitus ars not going to rejoin the ISL, with or without Muste
the- would, homever, Jein 2 new, broad novement which shored oromi
of Proaking out of scetarian isolation, They night even say,*in a
Joking v, that the ISL had corme around to thcir point of viow, I
;ﬁ:}dtig :g?ocf+buf I\Toalﬂf't q?ibblo ?boft“it. Bone complains

, v bet mAgority proides thet via the SP-8DF, two plus two oquals
f1vc§ anong other things, the Dissentitos are oxactly what vo sre
tallting about! 041y 1 personally believe thet tro plus t—o cquals
rore like saven, - )

.
’
sSC

‘ In argd}ng"f?r a Third Qamp Rezroupment, 2onc points.io ko
Succoss of tho YSL ns n Thin Camp rigroupmeat. 4g I have a2lready
pslnted out, such g regroupricnt for the ISL is inmpractical bacousc
the Dissentites would rot Join, but thore is snother point to be
t c

made here.  The prin 12al success of tac YSL hag cone, I dvelicve,

~ . s Thes s — . ) . - ) '
not fron its Thire C=p lina, eltheough thot has besn important, dbut
fren too otier factors, . . : o o

It has arguse for Just plein Socialism‘in,tho arcna vhers it
o : : o ' ‘
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2. It has had no serious conpetitors, It has beca the organizntion
in its field.

This is the opportunity offcred to a hypotiaethical SP-SDF-ISI~YSL-
Dissont-Liberation-Bund-American Socialist (and noybe cven by that
tinc, the SuWP—I hope so) plus a whole lot of people vho are non-party
todas It would egitote for Just plain socialisn end it vwould have
no scrious competitors in the ficld. (I hopc no one will agitate ne
that there is no such thing as"just pl-nin socialisn"; I Xknow that,

But that is not the point here.)

AR i

s

In the above scense, I agrec with Bob that the ISL should follow
tlic cxanple sct by the YSL, It is not a nevw idea, by the way; Comrnde
Saul Berg, = lcading member of the ISL, proposed it tro rears 280,

On Propaganda Groups,

Comrade Bone, the stond-pattor, is for continuing as a propsganda
group. Comrade Wohlforth, the reverter-to~-the-pnst, is, vhethor he
recognizes it or not, for a Propoganda group existence., I =m for
getting avay from being a propagenda group beczusc, anong other reasons,
I know what it means and was around when the ISL decided to become ono.
It night be worth noting o few facts about this,

1. The ISL became the ISL and boeome 2 propegrrda group beceause
it was driven to it, o didn't vent to; ¢ vanted to be a party
ef the working class, Aan agitational party; we vanted to lend the
working class, or part of tho working class, in political struggle
for socielisn, or for goals vhich Would lead dovmn the road to socialisn,
We finally quit trying because ve found we vere too little tc do this,

2. “we recognized the necessity of beconing e propagenda group,
but ve didn'y welcome it and we didn't look forward to staying that
verr,  “urthernmore, we didn't expect to malze nueh progress as 2a
propegands greup in that period (the period Just behind us) and we
s2ic so at the time. It was e tenporary refuge, to be ebandoned as
Soocn s precticable, - ' :

3. Ve rocogrized at the time that it vas primerily objcctive
conditions widich drove us to becoie a propagenda group, and that the
ciief of these objective conditions was the strength of vworld Stalinism.
The resolation stating this (in 1949) is worth quoting, { 3y thc ey,
it is vorth reading, t00,)It said: o :

It is the strength of Stalinism that kas primarily determined
the veaness of llarxism. The latter can be restored as n povrerful
force if Stalinism is decisively defested. 3But this helds truc )
orly if Stalinism is defented by o progressive or revolutionary force,
that is, one bascd upon the vorking class and operating in its
intercst. (Bullotin of the P, Vol. III, No. 10, p. 14.)

) It is precisoly this most inpertant of the objective conditions
that hes chimngzed sinco 1949, If Strlinisn hos not been dcfeated,
it has bean at least challenged and throatencd by the working classes
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of Hungary and Polerd and, insofar as destalinizotion rcfleets the
prcssurcs of the class struggle in Russia, it hag been chall:ngcd

by the rorking class of that country., It is ro- no longor historically
nceessary for us to be o proprganda group,

Conrade Zonc thinks the Busgarinn cvents incrcase the vipbility
of a thirg ¢anp propngarda group. In an historic scnsce, this is true;
but in ar immediate scnse, the opposite is true. A fou yoars ago,
vhen the Xorern ver was on and 7ar in Irdo-Ching soccned likely and
world War III seszmcad not unlikely, the thirad cami position prescnted
as such +vas striking and arresting and mesningful. How that the
Korecan ang Indo~Chincsc wars have been gquieted, and no- that demol-
arization hes set in to an extent, and both ef the tvec imperinalist var
Camps have intornal difficultics (Suez ond Hurgarr, Poland and sMgoris,
destzlinization ang tontgomery), the thirg camp zppeal is not ncarly ns
dramatic to Americans! It is true that the Hungarian events have
started the "pro-Russinm Sccinlists! moving in cur dircetiozn. Will
tlier move festor or more slowly if we open up the possibilit;r of thcir
being in the seme bread organizetion with them? Amcricen inperislisn
vill have its Hung~rios, too. And ~hen it docs,. the"pro~imorican
socinlists! will move in our dircetion, too,

In the meantinme, I think thet I, rg n coenvineod third-camp
Sccinlist, can fight as effectively ageinst .mericen crpitalisn by

aidirng tho Nogre strizgls now being vaged in this country as I can be
Dropagandizing rather abstractly agrinst NATO, for cxrnple. I am for o
taking such organizaticnal stops as 7ill nalze i1t possible to porticipate
$0 a mexinun oxtent in the Nygro struggle.

I »n confident that this 7ill overtuslly mnke it possitle for ne
te do soncthing more than propagandize abstractly about NATO, '

L'qudace, Comrede Bone, 1'audace!

W,
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A Iook at the Back Row
i By S.A.

Unler the title "liow thinss Look fronm the Back Row" the current issue of
the Youn;: Socialist Revier (Vol.5, No.2, June 1st, 1957) presents us vith the
views an: wtiituaes of ‘a comrade new to its readers ~~ Faith Wallstrom.

As her title indicates she consicers herself a "rank-and-filer", a comrade
vho occupies the "back 1ow" at neetings and discussions and s "not fenerally
vocall, ' ’ :

From this we con only conclude that writing and submitting an article to
Y5R represcnts an advance on her part, a sten tovard a more active vocal frontg",
or at least "second", row level of political activity. is such we welcone her
article sincg we are only too glad to see any YSL merber develope tovard a nore
meaninzful participgtion in the serious woTrlk before tle socialist moverment in
this historical period, ' .

Yle rust, however, shov Comrade Wallstrom the courtesy of denlingz with her
political ideas and argunments in exactly tle marme vay we would had they been
presented by a morc eiperienced conrade. e trust that she will understand
this and that she-vill be in no way oliended (or retreat to the “back rou't)
if we consider her article from the, point of view of its na e obvicus errors
and inaccurcclizs,

Iet's exarine her articlee e

She berins by making it clear that she occudies a specific position in the
"bacl: rou" -- that of a supporter of ithe present NAC Tzjority. She deplores,
if we may parashra-e, tle “harpered activity ad growth" of the YSL, and its
"failure to educate" n wer ierbers, "due to" the curvent struggle which she
feels requirecs so much of the enersy of owr "best people, OShe "blames" this,
in i.Ve, on the Left-ing Cavcws which she says has "succecded in immobilizin-
that Unit's outverd growth and Gevelopment vith endless, boring, factional
argunents',

If ve look tiiis over, even casually, we f%ad at best an occas _ional halfe
truth lost in a maze of unswported arsertabion.

Is the activity and growth of the Y3T r2ally hampered? I so, why? It is
truec, in terms of grouth, that the position or tie LIAC ibjority, which Walistrom
susnorts, makes recruliment difficult, lot only does it bor recruitment of a
large section of those youbth zircady socialist (those in oI5 SP-3OF and Sy,
the NAC Majority's very nosition on the Unity Question handicors its supnorters
in recruitment work, It is not an casy tosl to recruit to an orsniization
vhich considers its owm grecdy dissolution into 2nother organization its most

pPrimary taske

Wiy should contacts join the TSL on such a basis? If theyr apree vith the
Majority rogition on Unity then Thoy micht, and “rom their roint of view
perfectly lozicelly, join the SP&SDF youth Girectlys, Uhy go throurh the 1BI,
@ less ceririn route, to zet into the only growp (as they are told) uiich hos
& Tutwre and can »loy a sicnificant role? Besides, it mizht occur to then,
by Joining the 5P-3DF how they can, . help the IGL's entyy nove by exerting

-
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a pro-unity pressure from vithin tle SP-SDF. We would be surprised if this
sort of notion hasn't occurcd to at ledst some of the brishter oi Comrade
Wallstromt's contacis, ' '

We don't claim that she, and others ho support the Majority position, cantt
recruite Bul exactly what armumeat for YSL membership she can ofier her contacts
is at best ambiguous, Ve susnect that i‘t—}.lay be easicr for her to "explain®
the Righi's recruitment difficulties by consigning the "blanc" to the LT and
the "intern2l" situation than it is {or her to face the facts of her political
position -- which, right or wrong, clearly handicaps her recruviting work,

Of course we know that the Lelt, on the other hand, can recruit -- and is
still doing so despite all efforts of tke NAC Majority. e are not nowr dis-
‘cussing whose position on the Unity Question is coriect. The only point we
are trying to malke is that the IiC's persnective s Tight or wrong, is a better
basis for recruitment ("growth") than is that of tle iL.C Mejority.

-Even from the above brief discussion we see thzt the question of "growth"
is a "mixed" one and certainly not accurately, mucn less adequatels, handled
in Comrade Wallstrom's article.

s to other activity the question is again ‘%open", Comrade tallstrom her-
self nentions some of the external activity the H.7. Unit has wzintained during
this period, and there is nore vhith she fails to mention == The fnrol For Free-

‘dom Carmaisn and Anvil sales s Just to cite wwo quicl: exam>les.

But would thre reallwr be rore, or much more, “outside activity" if there
were less internal discussion? If the''e:perienced peonle” were not Min the
back office, nounding out cocuments » ISR articles, conferring on factional

strategy" what emactly would they be doing?

It might seem uncharitable to susgest that some of them would be doing Just
virat they were doing richt up to the very day this "internal" dispute began
(i.ee, nothing) so we will resirin ourselves and only point out that most of
those who were active in an external way still are -~ and rost of thosg who were
relatively inactive still are, Conrade Wallstrom's knouledge of the .7,
situction may be more exact than ours but we Iinow that this is the caaercl
picture nationally,

If we can take Chicago as an example of sorts we find that one supporter
of the Majority spends a fair amount of her time in "tlp back room" -- as do Lwo
mericers of the LU, That!s only three out of the whole unit and even these
three are probably morc active in external work now than they were a year agoe
Other members of the Uait are by aw large as active or inaciive as they vere
before the Unity dispute. Tie Unit's level of activity, inicimal and external,
has not dropoed desiite the svecial work burden (publication of YSR) the unit
now carricse lembership attendence 2t business rieetings has inmroved, if anything,
even though the ¢iscussion is as exhausting in Chicago as clsewherce

cect of tauth in vhat Comrade Wallstrom

This is not to soy that there is no os
Says on this matter -- ve are only demonstirating its "speculative® character
and sonevhat debunlking the notion we hear expressed av almost every meeting by
supporters of tle M:jority to the eifToct "Doy, would we be active if you weren't
arowd to louse things up,! Coming, as it sometires does, from those 1ho almost
aluais (in the past and present) zoom-off far hore as soon a meeting formally
ends, “regardless of i nwber of contacts around to be talled to, its -armsing, -

nore
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It is true, by and large, thed far rore bime is spent on discussion and in
reading (and uriting for) discussion bulletinge... Lub this coarade Vellstrom,
strangely enough, nosites in ovnosition to lecucation®,

— =2Desblol Lo

- We can only be'a listle corfused since, however harmful in other vays, this
discussion is far morc educaiioral, than any other in the YSL's history. Consider
for a noment the poverty, the revity, of Micoretical discussion and education
gencrally in te JSL brior to Ul current dispute. Thea considsr what has come
up.in the cowrse of this discussion, The Rel: of tle Farty, the Watwe of the
State, Social- eiacracy, Democratic Centralism, National Stalinism,.the Union
Question, and one-mndred-and--one other imortant and sericus questionse Though
mech of the discussion has beeu condusted on a 1ot level it is still obvious thnt
never before in the history of the Y3I have so namy ¢omrades seriously exanined,
conzidered and discussed (pro and czn) so many basic qQuestions of soci:list theors

Further, comrades 1o have never befo-e spoizen or writen (Comrade Wallstrom
herself, to take an exwinle =t hand) are now sneaking and witing, Others who
Yoccasionclly® wrote in the past are nowr deing so resularly for tlie first dEne.
In short, in swite of the harmuvl aspesss of the straggle, whatever the deriorale
ization, etc., the last thing we can say i§ that it is nel educa*ionzl,

- Wallstron doesnit sec this and describes her attitude in tie following .
passa;e: ) \ : ‘

"nd tke open rmecviagcs and tle business meetings -- our menbers are cetting
more and more crechive ot {hirking up excuses for staying awvay from then, Be-
cause no ima‘inable subjiect can come up at either a business or an owen neeting
but Tim, vho has nade a orinci~le of oprosition for its own sale, feels obliged
to speak against the view precented -.. on labor racketcerinz, for instamce, he
could dream up a basis fc» a vieu~point contraldictory to the one presented,
thus enabling hin to tale the floor aml our tine. " Then somebody, or usually
several, fron the nujority Teele obliged to spenk against Time Meamhile,
the raial: and file, or what there is of it present; drowses uneasily on those
hard chairg.! ) .ol !

She gocs on: - )

this ting our now merbers a¥ winning ow contacts? I assure you,
nosy of us dontt fird it educaticnal » this re-lashing of old argusents and
invertion of ney ones, not for the sale of serious ¢l honest discussion but
Tor lae sale crly of ~ctbis cne s voice heard -. agatn, The difverences within
“the majority, which are a, vt only implied, premise to Lz educative. I look
forrard to thet diccuspion, Hul we knor, ch we lmovw so well, uhalt Tin hes to
sayes And velve rejected it," ete, ' ‘ -

"Is this ecducatine:

Can we talie Conrade Uallstron seriovsly? liere we hove a comrade, nreswiedly
os wo bulicves tiat Timts position on tle Labor
Frobe was couin ived, inveeted, mornlactured. just to be convray, to tale up
tine, to pa.m i) Yioor..., Forlhoog allstrom just doen'™ know that a number
of Y3L,and ISL, membors, Lidooome-nbly, weve amuied by tim 1316 Iabor Action
adonted on thiy question. Froens she dontt avers of the fact thab ohiig reaction
vould have Deen even o wride.uiaca’ 17 thers wore no Unity discursion,

The fact romoing that Lot line on this iumortant subject is something new
an clearly requires an edusainouel discussion, pro ant con. How Comrade Vallstrom
could pgraibly Mmou, wuuch lecs "oli..so tell "y in advance Jjust what Tim would
have to s on this hew never-lefgre-discussed quesiion s a nystery equalled only
by that of the trinityy L4

inren
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This is neither an "old question rehashed" nor an "invention"... it is rather
a subject recornized by all serious socialists, -whatever their org-nizational
affiliation, as worthy of careful examination and extensive discussion. If it
is true, as Comrade ‘/allstram tells us, that the "rank ad file" of the Hew York
Unit "drouses uncasily" when a discussion of this sort onens u» for the first
time then we must doubt the scerioushess of such caarades in terrns of their inter-
est (or lack thereof) in socialist ideas and nust wonder vhy they are merbers of
a socialist organization at all,

As to "re-hashing" old arguments we will concede that Comrade ifallstrom nay
well have been around for so long now as to be bored by a discussion of such
elementary questions as the Hatwe of tk State » etc, but we might successiully
bet that such “old-hat¥ matters are bpand-new to meny of the 'mever merbers'
and "contacts" she is concerned with "educating",

Even among "older", "experienced", comrades we all know some who pass for
“educated" mainly on the Basis of their ability to remember "catch-words® and
repeat simplified formulations, That is they lmow “the line! s penerally, and
can recite it parrot fashion. They seldan read more then the current socilist
press because this meets their needs almost completely -- if tiCT rerd a pamphlet
or two (never a book, of cowse) by Mux or Engels ther ther have scaled the
heights of soclalist theoiy- Of cowrse these "educatsd" corrades{and, indeed,.
others who haven'! reac anything besides an occcasional LA and ‘nvil) them polk® ;.
un-gentle fun at those 1o do read and study the “socialist classics" and 477 i

amnly past socialist theory and exmerience to tle problens now facing the YSL.
Little wonder that there "educated" comrades and their fcllowers are “bored"
uhen confronted ith any discussion of fundamental questions of socialist theory.

But let's return to our "quote® from Cemradk Wallstrore Ve certainly don'%
disagree with her vhen she says thet a discussion af “the differences within
the majority,ir hicli are as yet only implied, nromise(s) to be educative! -- quite
the contraryd Ve would sugrest, howcver, that here Corrade Wellstrom reveals
wvhat ghe reans by Yeducation"..., This is confirmed a little further on in her
article vhen she says "re in the YSL esnecially shculd be thinldnes more about
our relations with the SP, about the realities of vhat life in the SP holds in
store for us. Peraitiing owr newver members to go in full of illusions and un-
precared would be a resl threat to the survival of our politics, anl to ourselves
as a tendencye"

esesile are forced to conclude that this is vhat Comrade allstrom meons by
Yeducation" ~-= this and no norc.

Of the additional woints that her article brinss to mind -plv ens is of
esneciel interecte This is the reflection in her article of b3 _+ihitule that

the Lcft rust either be silenced or expeiled from the YoLe

Ve see this vhen she savs "Dut,comrades, please let the conveirtion be the ~
end of it for a while! Once the convention has voted in favor of unity, a7
Tir and Shane's point of view is finally repudiatede.." The "it" she wants
ended "for o while" is nothing less than free discussion in tle ZSL.

Again, "I understand thot we can free owrselves of this intolerable Lurden
sindly U Anforeing the discinline which the YSL constitution demands. Then,by

all neans, let us o sol"  The "intolerzble burden', of coursc, is once apain
cvhing loos than free discussion aml expression of Ciffer-nt noints of vicue

nore u2 5
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Along the sare lines she ssys Tthey (the LC) Mare the vorst sort of scce
tarion,and have tieorized thenselves richt out of any rightful nlace in a

ES

deniocratic socialist, third-camp orpanization,”

The.-logic behind this remarkablc formulstion is a wierd one. Since when
is therc necessarily a coatradiction betircen being "tle worst sort of sectarian®
(vhich, fortwately,no nanber of the LIC is) and meabersidn in a "democratic
socialist, third-camp organization", Ve can sce that Wellstron is disturbed
by "theory" bul can anyone | -explein how we of the Ielt caon poscibly have
"{theovized" ourselves out of our sonbership rights? Perhaps onc of lhier "leaders®
will go to the trouble of explaining to Corirde Wallstron thit a ilamocrutic
sociclist, third-camp orsanization! generally (and the Y3L snecifically) does
not exmell nembers for "sectarianisn' and allows i%s menbers to Govelope all
kinds of strange “theories", ' - : o

Ye cen only view her siatements as a distorted, politically irrational, but
accurate, reilection of tle Risht Wing's increasing desire %o split the ISL,
fle hope, for their salics, thot i and vhen Comrcde Wallgihron's'leaders" do
attempt to erpell us they will manage to invend a more tangible protexts

In conclusion we might call Comracde Hallstrom's attention %o onc other major
flaw in her "ernroach". She sces the iie7. Unit, not the ¥5L nationally, to
the extent she sees amything -- and we have already ilicated some instarces
of defective vision on her part. 'Tim, to her, iS.s. the ICe The i.7. Unit
Isese the ¥SL. She seems totally wnavarc of either side, left or right, of
the national pictwe and completely iznorant (in the seise of "un-infonned®)
of the whole discussion that has been taking place on a nationzl level in the
Y5L, This would not be a fatal defect, rerhans, if she confined her discussion
an "eonclusions! strictly To fleYes -~ bub she doesn't,

Comrade Wallstrom secms to suffer from a severe casc of political myopia and

it would definitely be in order for her to move foruard o ferr YOilSeses
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[GILS O 'REVISIONS! aND 'CAPITULATION!
by J. TCKTI

I. INTRODUCTION

The two articles which follow are writter to corroct soro exce;ﬁionally
gross isrepresentutions of the so-callod “carnonite" nositien on 'domocracy!
and 'socialism! -~ with partigular reference to the satellits revolts --
preserted by Leior and idarrington, Larrington s erticle, "Political
Revolution: Social Revolution" sirply continues a well-cstablished tradition
of irrelevance and inaccuracy. s faidy substantial literoture now docurents
this fact, Corrade iieier's recent *description' of the ® P's position
on events in Eastern Europe is, to the best of 1y knowledre, pure imarination,
Neither, unfortunately, provide any sort of docunmentation ~~- so judguen
is restricted to internal evidence alone,

-

In nost of the followinm discussion I am attenpting to present the
orthodox Trots'zist nosition in as straightforvard a manrer as nossible,
vince both Leier anid Harrinpton think that they sre dealing, in their
repudiation of "ecannonite" theory, with "fundamental differences on
democr acy' and socialisn" or "respect for vasic socialist ideals" it seems
worth while to point out the discrerancies which exist between their
versions of "revisionism" or "canitulationism", and ‘the actual theory
which they are attaczinge.

* This does not meay, of course, that the writer agrees with ITrotsky's
rosition as stated. For reasons which I shall presert in an article following
the convention, I find Trotsky's ‘analysis iradequate as an exprossion of the
key developments in the USSR :following the consolidation of Stalirist POvVET o
Trotsiy, for example, took the great purge to be the first of 'a series of
convulsions, inherent in the contradiction betwesn burocracy and nationali zed
prdrerty forms -- a prediction which does not seem to be borne out by the facts
Trotsky. puts the theoretical end of a process of degeneration at the point in
which nationalized. property forms give way to the more Xxxx usual bourgeois
tyres. The state capitalist position, with which I agrece, places the end of
the process of degeneration at the time of the ioscow trials, ‘'hile sorewhat
arbitrery, this is a convenient date, boyond which we would not expect to find
even & vestige of workers' controle. The 9T takes the consulsions in Last
Lurope to be an expression of the same instability which Trotsky had in nind
for the eerlier period -~ in & new context, of coursc, *he state capitalist
position sugrests that the intensity of class strugplé is & decisive features
Obviously, ‘a careful and systermatic investigotion of the salient features
of the whole vrocess rust precede absolute conclusions about the validity
of any analysis -« or its political consequences,

Unfortunately, there is little indication that Harrington or ileier have
even begun & serious investiration -=- to say nothing of concluded onee The
level of qbstraqtion, theyefore,wis-not an especially complex one .

“Tith those considerations in mind, I shall discuss,'firstAHafrinﬁton's
opinions on "revisionism" ;then Corrade Jeler's paraphrase of the "cannonitoe -

pos itien '-“
"'Zi?

-
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II. HARRINGTON '3 'FOOTE‘?OTE’__QN REVISIONIS!H

Harrington's notions on Marxist theory can be dismissed in a short
discussion of the issue which he chooses: political revolution or social
revolution in the Soviet sphere. In "Political Rgvolutionj Social Revolution,
A Footnote on Revisionism, (eannonite variety)" he analogizes the positions
of Trotsky and Bernsteine Harrington's temerous approach before the word
T;otsky ~~ bscause it is Trotsky's position which is involved == is no
doubt justified in view of the content of the attack, The fact is that the
SWP,-in its descrlptlon of the social organlzation of the USSR is "orthodox
Trotskyis t". 'If Trotsky's analysis “of the USSR is correct, the S/P's
position on the satellite countries followse 4 single historical process,
beginning with the Uctober.Revolution is ifivolvéd., In short, we deal with
no imnortant revision of T ots&y s mothodology when we discuss the "cannenite
_theory" of stalinism, i '

"Bernstein", says “arrington, quoting Rosa Luyembourg,'"reneats and
repeats the liarxist formulation that 'before any class wnns political pover,
1t must first succeed in conquéring the economic power", to which he appends
the eryptic "Does this sound like the Cannonites, et. a17" '

3
i

Does it?

Accord1ng to Harrlnvton,a otm reference: "The revxslonists, like
Bernstevv, put forth their notion of the 'socializing! process wlthln
conitalism. “‘hey argued that it was only necessary to weit until  this had
reached its complete frultlon, and there would be soclallsn."

Is this, in the least sonse, analotous to Trotsky's 'position? 1o
In the first place, Irotskr dealt with a country in which the social
revolution against capitalism had occurred® ‘Jorkers and peasants, under the
leadership of the Bolshevik party, had seized the state, and in a 51ngle
revolutvonary sweep, uprooted the material base of the old regine. ‘Tuis
is an elem ntary fact and cannot be dismissed with statements about Bernstein.
Events in the USSR, therefore, proceed on an altogother dlfferent level,
whatever the ultlmate outcome of the whole processa

The destruction of bourgeois and feudal property forms; the elimination
of the findn¢ial interests of the foreipgn imperialists; th : nationalization of
the means of production =~ laid the material base for & classless societye
For reasons which are analyzed in esdentially the same vein by the S P,
end by the ISL, the working class was driven fromthe political organs of the
new workers state by the encroaching stalinist bureaucracy, The real debate
about the social character of the USSR proceeds from the point at which
politieal power---the state apparatus---was securely in the hands of the
stalinist bureaucracy. Ishall not, in this disecussion, ‘however, 1nvoke
ary analysis except thadt developed by Trotsky == the theory of the
'Aegezw.a+ed workers state itself,

' The process in which the wor'ers and peasants lost politiocal power was
callod by Trotskyr a nerlod of depeneration, “"Dehemeration," wrote Trotsky
n "Tho USCR at War’+ "must ‘inescap2bly end at~a certain stage in domfull."

* In Defense of Marxism , Pioneer Publishers, 1942, Whether one agrees with
Trotsiy or not careful oxamination of this essay is indispensable for intelli-
gent unddrstanding of the meanings which Trotsky gave to the torms used in the
disputes It is an oxtremeoly brillient sumrary of Trotsky's position vis-a-vis
the prirecinle alternstives supgested at that tinme, “18
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But the process of degeneration, the actual overthrow of the worers' state,
would not be definitive until bourgéois property forms had been restored:
either by the burocracy, through open counter-revolution, or by the

world bourgeoisie, through a combined imperialist assaddt on the USSR,

In short, the process desciibed by Trotsky is anything but "sociglism
growing vwithout the active participation of the vorkingelass." The USSR
is, in Trotsky's analysis, moving toward capitalist restoration -~ not
sociazlisml The struggle between the burocracy and the workers and peasants
centers, in the first irstance, a bout the institution of nationalized
propertye The task of revolutionary socialists, hovever, is not to
watch--but to intervenc. T7ithin the USSR itself, wrote Trotsigr, the
primary task of r evolutionary socialists was to orgenize the political
" overthrow of the Thermidorian bureaucracy" vhich, if it occurred before
the restoration of bourgeois property forms would be called e "political
revolution", Tpe task of revolutionary socialists outside the US3R was
to defend, with the weapons of class struggle, the concuests of the October
Aevolution agzainst their overthrow froioutside, “hether one agrees with
the whole position, ®m the terms_selected by Trotsky are completely
consistent and complementarye. The taslks of revolutienary socialists, with
his terminology or without it are, as he himself points out, absolutely
identical. Far from "fundamentally different attitudes" nodification
of Trotsky's mxmxkxx anal ysis leads only to the rejdction of the "defensist "
sloga n. 1In practice, this means thet .our attitude toward a "struggle
between the US and Russia" would be simple opposition to an imperialist
conflict, Unless Harrington, or his co-thinkers, intend to take sides,
their “fundemental differonce" euts; political analysis very very fine.

FxEnnRocion : ‘ " '
. A concluding note, The sdngle elemnt of documentation in Harrington s
attack on the §7 is the senten¢e, in the second paragranph of the article
in question: "Thus, for example, lurry “leiss® analysic in the Ootober 29th
Militant.

Does the article, which is called "First Stage in the “olish Political
Revolution" document a "curiously syrmetrical relationship to Bernstein and
the revisionists"? Lot us oxamine the first paragraph (though the remainder

f the article no way contradicts USe):

"A worliers' revolution is taking place in Poland
against the rule of a Eremlin-doninated bureaucratic caste.
The novenent that broke out in a general strike and workers
uprising in Pozpan last June 28 has obviously not receded.
It has, instead, gained enormous scope and swept across all
of Poland, ne entire workins class and the student —asses

h}

s2ve boen Lrought Lo their foetae.l” {empha i adued)

Is this the end produc: of the "socializing" process -- "socialism growing

without the active participation of the workingelass," It is the outcore
predicted by Trots'y -- the outcome which is inescapable in his analysis,
Ur is it 3ernstein that we huve so grossly "misinterpreted."?
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III- Dn'-“ ﬁ: I‘"I'H j‘_‘i'ﬂ T,‘u I ECP\Y. OF
noAD LATIONISHY )

“Dobbie Hoier's discuscion "Socidl Demcercts and ! tStainoids!'"
unquestiorably ¢ xccods in erudity and theorctical 1bnorance anything that 1}
has-becn vritten on political questions in'this disputo. On absolutely
no suthority, cxcept hor om imagination, ijeicr writes, in reference to the
Hungarian and Yolish Rovolutions that ‘"Both the ST ard the S'P, for
example, arc also willing to defend an oppressed nation undor _the voko
of one or another of the two great imperialist Dowers, as long as said
" ration does not choose to adopt the social svs»on of the otaor. That is,
the S/P will not - defend & satellite which in breaking fron Stdllnlsn
Adroverts! to natlonal ca31+ul1sn. o ) o

A sinilar demonstration of incapacity to analyze the most primitive
elements of the revolution in Past Europe would be difficult to
discover in any article =--- with the p0551ble exception of some predecessors
in the same organ: YSR,

Yo can ignore the question of the SP's policy on colonial revolutione
With Comrade lecior's assent, we can concedo that it is, in peneral,
superfiocial and pro-imporialist‘in content,.

The first question that vwie pose, in the oontext of the socklon
quoted.above is =-- in what sense do we treat Hungary or Poland as
netions? Let us mccept, provisionally, nothing but the national
boundaries, and treat all conflicts which take place within them as
conflicts having to 80, somchow, =rith nationse "hat, then, is a Polish
revolution? Low do we define the Hunparian revolution, whi ch flared
up and has not died? Simply as Hungarian revolutions? Polish revolutions?
This, possibly is good enough for sixth srade histories of the 13th
Century. It is insufficient as an analysis of the great olass conflicts
which dominate the death agony of capitalism, -

“hat occurred in Hunguary? First, arevolution’ against the Russians.
Good enfnyh as a shorthand tern. “hy did a revolution ocour in Tungary?
This question is more difficult, bceause it forces us to analyze, flrst
the gereral matrix of =orld dzvelojment in which Hungary is a sinrlo,
partially lcolubed, olerunt; secondly, to focus our attention on the
rarticularities of Hungarian development,

uxaﬂ1n1n~, narticularly the cvents whi ch succeoded the occunation
of Hunpary br Russion forces, after "7 II, re note, first, a transition
period, during w\10¥ tho antagonisn between Soviet and “i_storn bloes
develoﬁcd into the Cold "ar; noxt, the reduction of c&p1€a1 within
Hungary to the productive system of the USSR (entailing, incidontally,
the destructlon of th: rreat land-holding and bourg901s classes);
finally, the develormant of n strgrple botween, on the one hand, the
sociel forcos which control cﬂpltal in land and insdustry -- the Russians
== and the actuzl nrolucers: the workers and peasants, In gencral, e
cermot bo preatly nistelien if we apree to repard this as a class
struprloe, (erG 157 's theorles simply suspest that the 'rulers?t will
not wixk be with us long encurh to be considered & telasst),

3o
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The position of Hungary, as a politicael and econonic subsidiary

of thé USSR, produdés peculiarities which ere not evident in the structure
of the ‘'mation', which we call, for convenience, the USSR. ., First, the
national product is manipulated as an appendage of the Russian -
indiistrial machine =-- becomes an integral part of the larger flow of
goods which marks the soviet oconomy, lext, the control of the means of
production is vested, primarily, in the Russians thr ough their

oontrol of the Hungarian state; finally, the entire exploitatiyge systom
is uphold by the military forces, not of Hungariens, but of the Russians,
as demonstrated in the suppression of the recent revolt., In this sense,
while we can say with some acouraoy that it is 'Hungary! which is being
exploited, we Inow nothing about the situation which provoked revolt
until we integrate an 'Hungarian® economy within the general tRuasian!
system of production, :

Economie oppression, in this instance, is also expressed as
national oppressi one

Jlore scientifically, the primary exploiters, the 'ormers! of the
means of production, are not Hungarians, but Mussians, This has the
consequence that Hungary cannot be regarded from the standpoint of its
economic organization as an economic unib at all, but as a section of
the larger economic unit, the ,econory of the USSR, With this we h:ve the
‘further conseguence that the struggle between exploiters and exploited -=
- the class strugglel -- is posed, if we insis t on the more superficial
terms, as a strugzple between 'nation' and 'onpressor netion's In reality,
wo make a serious mistale if we differentiate the two ir discussions about
the Hungarian revolution of 1956, ‘

These elements, vhich a re absolutely indispensable to even the
superficial analysis of the struggle which took place in Hungary, forces us
to look at the satcllite revolutions with & somewhat different mental
perspective than that taken by Comrade ..eier, If comrade lleier were not
& sooialist, then the menner in which she treats the question would not
be remarkable or, in the same sense, 'wrong', But she has asserted her
confidence in liarxism, Consequently, she will forgive me if I tresct
her pesition from that point of view,

The first conclusion which e draw from the events which occurred
in Hungary is that we deal with an eruption of class struggle -=- not
with simple, ebstract phenomona that ecome under the heading: "revolutions."
The roots of the class struggle, which resulted in révolution, are the
methods by which the Hungarian productive apparatus has been reduced %o
that of +the Russicns, (The organization of economic oppression is called
politics,)

Tow, while the Hungarian revolutiongsts == the workers and peasants ==
= nipght coreeivably have lost their seuses to the degree that they demanded
& bourgeois restorution ("reversion"?) in Hungary, larxists should Tmow
that systems or exploitation are not called into being -- particularly by
the classos which will be their victins, bat dovelop out of systems of
ovmership, and the growsth of techunology, If the ungarian vorkers and
peasants vere to call for the return of capitalism, it would be an obvious
demcnsiration of Thoir own class povere In this instance, they would be
the ruline elass == in nrocess of abdication] -- in Hungary, low, if
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the Hungarians, who would be oblired to organize production and oirculation
teaporarily -- while the bourgeois collected his wits, and his whips -=

= persisied in this particular form of idiocy, it is conceivadble that

some kind of canitalist restoration might ultimately result. Iot, how ever,
with the .influx of lorthpites fron Portugal end .iustria, howevere As Shane
lucidly points out in his examination of the NAC R_solution on the Crisis
of "iorld Syalinism, the possibility that a bourgeois form of exploitation’
conld emorpge from the overthrow of Stalinism in East Eurone, would denend,
2ot on the whin of the workers reduced to lunach, but ko on the fact that
the working class failed to tale the load as the or;anizers of a new

system of production; on their inability to prevent the petit-boursecois
(not bourgeois!) forces == the peasents and shop-keepers =- from

getting the upper-hend, : e

Right or wrong, we have at least turned-the discussion into a
discussion about the forces which do decids these conflicts -=- the olass
Torces, and the political relations which modulate them. liow, let
us reexanine Comrade i.eier's dictum which, though posed in terms of the
S"P, is likely.to find wider application if somevne with an even more
blunderbuss approach to these questions picks it up: viz; "That is the
§"iP will not defepnd a satellite which in breaking from Stalinism "reverts"
to national capitalism " .

The use of the term "reversion"™ is, in the corbext which must

be deseribed for Eungary, absolutely meaningless as ileier uses it,
To achieve some sort of content, hyvever light, we cannot possibly
dispense with an analysis of the c¢lasses involved in conflioct.

How, the principle problem, from the standpoint of Marxist,
analysis, is to ereate & revolutionar:- working class, and achieve
its victory as the outcome of the general nrocess of class conflict,
The ainm is erminently practicale T e need for a revolutionary vanguard
party in the more advanced stages,kSimilarly, is an-expression of the
need for organization and conseious direotion of revolutionary working
cless forces, It is the failure to apprehend the elemntary reasen
Tor the existonce of socialist parties and politics that creates, in
-eler's vriting, such absurd and nonscensicel statements as that under
discussions o o

"The purpose of a reévolutionary party is to end exploitation, by
destroying the opnression of the working classe The policy of a
revolutionary party is not +to lead to the subordination of the
explocited to any force but itself, If, while holding vower, the vrorking
class takes a idstaken position, does the revolutionary vanguard turn
asainst the class? That is the roal rist of ileier?s query. But it
can be posed only by isolating oneself, as an anelyst, fromthe working
clnss movements, the direction of which will be assumed at the end of
the precess of struggle -=- not. at its beginning, = The working class
15 obviously going to make mistakes, while it is 18arning to orgenizo

ond exrress itself as a class, Somo'of its mistakes can be, from its
om point of viow, disastrouses Bubt it is the vorking elass which is
tho vietim -= 1ot the abstraction "democracy," T L

\
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Before conecluding, we can examine one final example which, while
purely hypothotionl, is so for mrely empirioczl and practical reasons.
Suppose thut the rovolution apainst the stalinists develops as a coalition
of all national forcos, including the bour;eoisie -- and that the latter
hos the upper hand? This would pose, in real form, the possibility
of "roversion", Or would 1t? If a bourgeoisie existed -= what is its
material buse? Clearly, classes do not exist in a vacuum, or beouas:

- .Aindividuals regard themselves as 'bourgeois?, but because they own emd
control elements of the means of production, That is the base of
‘political and social PGIER, Thus, we do not have the question of
reversion, but the question of the outoome of & transitioral period.
Yhat, in this complicated situation, is the advice which we give to
the workers, There aro two possible answerss the first) a priori, is
provided by the right-wing of the socialist movement ==~ ~opposc the
stalinlste at all costse The bourgeoisie is preferables This may

be s0 -~ but in each indivudual situation it must be proved.

: The sole useful method of analysis is thet in whic, first, we ascert:
that our advice will have an influence, how ever minor (otherwise
‘the question of what the workers ought to do is irrelevant.); next, we
must deterwine the relationship of forces on & world scale, and attempt
to determine the conseqauences of an alliance one way or anothere. Finally,
we develop that strapegy which is, if heeded, most likely to achieve
& victory which, & rxists understandx, must be world-wide in scope.

Surnose our advice, though scientifically accurate, is not
 heeded? ' : '

To pose the question in this fornm is simpleminded. If we are
watching a strugsle from outsido we still understand that we are working
for the victory of the working class =-= not of one of its OPPressorse
Unless working class s trugesle can bring some solid advance to revolu-
Tionary strug,.le in gencral, we advise neither alternative, If we
participate in a movemont which takes & mistaken line, we continue to
work, still within the movenent, for victory == not of & hypothetieal
socialism, but of tho people who will croste it. This must not be fore
gottens Cur purpose #s to lead a class to victory -- not to invent
forms of social orpgenizetion which must be accepted by ite It is only
when we begin to substitute, for the struggles which really take place,
abstract statements about then s that we reach the incredible stage
exenplified by leier's articles ---- whore she soriously believes that
the simple dichobomy: stalinist--bourgeois, is the only, or even the
principle, issue irvolved, or that any statement about rocialist policy
whateoover can be made on the basis of that generalizatione

Yihile I do not wish to suz-est that the outcome of this 1lire of
thought would, in practico, be earried to its logical extreme, I do
suggest that it is this manner of thinking which is least likely o
lead to "demoeracy everyherel” Derioeracy is not a thing -- an
abstract "relation" -- but the way real neople behave toward each
othecre e Ll

Democracy, at any rate, is impossible short of the victory of
tho wrorkine elass on a rorld senle. It is this vietory hich -re hope
to be tle eventual Lutcome of the strugples which are taking place

in sast Surone,
o I ‘o n33
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RLVIEW OF "THE VANGUARD PARTY" *
BY BERG AND MCIER .

Je Worth

o . s
»

although.it purports to te an attack on the eoncept of the veneard
nart;- tho article by 3crg and .loior drives rmuch more deonly than that, The
congest of “"revolutionary pluralism' irith its recopnition of the fact
of .nlural tendencies should not xx misle any rcader into thinking that the
- fundanental discussion rovolves about organizational form. The key noint, and
it con bo stated quite succinbtly, is that, while a vanguard party should Ve
composod of “"trainod, educated, experienced, qualificd, scientific sccialists™
~-=~sclentific socialismtis impossible. The statement on page 32, thereforo,
is crucialg - o '

"If e will but recognize that valuable as iiarxist
theory is, most of it (certainly in its application) is
still in the realm of theory in a field -~ the field of
social science -~ that has not come anywhere near the
point vhero it can really be called a science at all,

"in the sense of a scionce with exact, verifiable lewse"

In short, Berg and leier reject the concopt of e vanguard rarty until
the vanguard vresents sound, exact, detailed, empirical SCIEITIRIC laws
in the "field of social soience." Up'to that point we should be content with
- a modest "interplay of various types of left wing tendencios" == nresumably
similar to those which, to follow Comrade Sorg's chromicle, functionod so
brilliantly.in the collapse of the socialist movement in the 20s &nd 30s.

Lot us look at the argument again. Ca

Berp end...eier begin with the assertion that the covcent of the vanguard
.rarty advenced by the 5P is & "perversion of Leninism" (pg.29), from vhich the
IST, noted.for its acuity, clearly, if not too consciously, has denarted,

The lenirnist rarties which were founded in tho wake of the.October revolution
1erc Lot nerseche T,,e revolutionary movement genorally -- failedl Excollent.
Up to this point we can a;rec that what is needed is an intelligent, loyal,
disciplined, trustworthy, and effective ,cadre =-- ovaluation of tho rast
assisting in the fulfillment of the firdl condition. S

But exactly at this point Berg and lleier slip in the inconsequential
obsorvation -~ but a vanguard party is imvossible. . Social science does not
- - . N . . ) a - . L} " e emm————— L
existe llarxism is not law, C o Lt

-~ -

fow; this . is the key point of the article. Right or wrong Berg and
igler shonll have dealt with the collapse of lisrxism as a theory,of class
struggle -- not tho collapse of Leninist parcios as pervies of class struggleos
Given the iasnight of 1957 we can, obviously, predict--in retrospect, and
vithout anslysis of any event == the failure of tho vanguerd partics of the
20s und 305,

Jhat are the prineiple charscteristios of iarxist theory?
First, the positi n that social convulsions, class conflicts, mass move=

* "The Vanpuard P&rty,"‘by Saul Borg and Debbie iicier, Y3R, Vol 4 ilo 4
oy 19, 1957 “34
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ments, and vanguerd parties, are anything but tlie outcome of a theorotical
positions” The,ﬂarxist”movement, it is true, attenpts & scientific analysis

of the society which.produced class conflict, revolutionary movement =~ the
‘chaos of modern times. The atforpt may not altogothor succoeds  ihat is

our conclusion? That class conflict, exploitation, revolutionary strugcle,
the neod for revolutionary lesdershipj will ba tossed in the same waste-baslket
as our theory?

To put the gqmestion more specifically: do conrades Berg and iieier, wvhile
dismissing Larxism as a scienoce, simultaneously dismiss its evaluation of the
class oharacter of society, the fundamental role of class struggle, the
bourgeois domination of the state? If 80, on what grounds? by what method?

But the confusion runs deeper throuzhout the article. The vanguard
party was conceived, not as the outcome of theoretical ruminetion, but as
" @ practioal organizational measure to pose e practical resolution to the
orisis of world capitalism -- & socialist resolution. .In general, the
failire of the regolutionary struggles in China, Spain, Germany, etc, is
*  attributed to the treason of the revolutiomary leaddrship -- not the
fect that a 'plurality! of revolutionists contested the leadership,

" It is anticipated by revolutionary socialists that class struggles
of the deecpest and most fundamental nature will recure == not only in
Russia, Germany, and China, but in Britain, the United States, France,
Italy, Japan, South imericasbo begin the list. Civen our analysis of the
failure of the revolutionary parties in the in the earlier epoch is our
conclusion to be -= to abandon the concept of the vanguard? e

In effect, this discussion of the vanguard‘gpncept is of the most
insipid variety. vhile the techniques thut re%olutionary socialists use
may not be totally effective, it is obvious that the 'laws' that they
discover are not given in dispassionate scientific investigatione ‘he
lebdratory of. the Liarxist is society., iHis data are tho s trikes, oclass
struggles, witch-hunts, wars, dictatorships, revolutions; the people
in struggrle == not in thourht =- for a decent human 1lifo., Scientific or
Aot tho soclalist cannot drop his xkxxpxk his tools, xmimx withoub
picking up new ones. 3ut it is a question of weapons -- not tools,

#s the general tenor of this article no doubt. indicates, %he crucial
assertion of the Bergeiieier article is, to put it mildly, slighted, in
favor of the complaints which Corrade Jerg wishes to lodge egainst the

Trotskyist leaddrship of the last revolutionary epoche
e . '
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IA'S Tie DEMOCRACY AND THE REUTHER MACHINE

"' John Vorth .

Tho anazing stand of Lubor Action on tho labor rackets probe is
unquostionably the strongest covidenco of the role which the ISL is
prepared to play in the American labor movement. In political terns,
the IgL's capitulation® before Reuther's drive to eliminate tho last
vestiges of opposition to & bureaucracy =- the section in which his
role has been constantly greater and granderx -- is much more signi=-
ficant than the "tactic" of the all-inclusive party,

The plea for"domocracy™ =- not class democracy, but denocracy

“ in the abstract; the noun 'demoeracy'; the 'democratic state of

affairs' -- sums up labor Action's response to the mest serious challenge
posed the American labor movepment since tho inception ‘of the witch<~hunt.
liot only doos Labor Action refuse to condemn the Senate Committee's
intervention in clear, unequivocal torms; it has tacitly acconted its
role in "cleaning out" the union racketeors. Finally: it has not printed
& single word in ' oppositiqn to the bitter blow against the Fifth
Amdnduent, leunched by the AFL-CIO executive committee, which how |
-wishes to replace the courts as interpretor of the American Constitution,
though it has attacked Beck for shielding himself with its use.

The contribution -- sole and ultimate -- of Labor Action to an
understanding of the struggle (aside from the insipid plea for a
"truly democratic set of rules" -- rules! mind you,) has been to
gently chide the "bureaucratic attitude™ which fears the rank-and-file
above all else, S 4 ’

Tho tone is not.incidental.; The ISL's role in the labor movement
for more than a docade has been set by.its participation in the Reuther
caucus, from the first stages .of Reuther's march to Presidency of the
CIO, through the present, ¥n which the enormous power of that office,
under Eeuther's inspired dictamen, moves the combined forces of the
~FL~CI0, Reuther's words, not .lleany's, attract the major headlines,
Keuther, not lleany, is the big voice of Americanlabor. Tye recent
attenpt to build lleany as something besides the bureaucrat thet he is
== probably entailing a considerable. expenditure on his part -=- caxnot
succesd . shorh of a miracle, in destroying the pre-eminsnce of ‘alter
Reutho= in ATL-CIO,

This man, from the standpoint of leios:°s needs and perspectives, is
the most dangerous man in the American lebor movenent. The hold which
EKeuther exercises on his own cadres, steuming from a genuinely militant
role in the 1930s, and protected by & 'militant' vocabulafy today,
can nrove disastrous, because Reuther, great man of labor, is enpaged in
tha totul dowestication of the American labor movement-=--its reduction
before nonopoly capitale Ilis real power today rests there -- not on

the militant strategy of the 30s, As Sid Lens puts it in a recent article

* "capitulation" is used advisedly. The rationale employed~--to put the
ronk-and~file in motion---is worthless, To attack xx Reuther in the
labor movement is to lose ones 'respectability .! ~== in theeyes of Keuther.
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"I he (Routher) had remeined a radical as he was 20 years égo, it is

doubtful that he wculd have risen as high as he is.s." "Doubtful"
is the cautious phraseology that Lens employs for the Harvard Business
Reviews There is no "doubt" involved, »

. It is 'nlter Reuther, and the "progressive” coterie which surrounds
him, which has moved nost effectively to eliminate democracy in the
VAT, £rustrated its most militant traditions, sabotaged the pronising
trend to a labor party ~-- ard worked tirelessly to subordinate labor
to American canital, 1lio other interpretation of Reuther's role is
possible, The kigd glove treatment handed Reuther's drive to pover by
lavor sotion, therefore, is particularly indefensible,

REUTHER AMD THL LABCR RACKET FROBE

On January 29 Senetor Joseph iicCarthy introduced a Senate
resolution authorizing a "select committee™ to investigate labor
racketeering, Immediately prior t o the introduction of the resolution,
first the UAW Interrational sxecutive Board, then the AFL-CIO Exocutive
Council petitioned Congress to authorize "an appropriate congressional
committee to conduct ean investigation..e.and exposeesscorruption in
labor, in industry,” (The :iilitant, Feb 4, 1956)

On January 28, one day before licCarthy introductd the resolution
into the Senate, the aFL-CI0 Lxecutive Council, by a 38 to ons vote
(Beoks), assuming the prerogatives of constitutional adjudicators,
decreed that invocation of the Fifth Amendment by any member of the
organization would constitute pgrounds for dismissale That the
Council "meant" this to apply only to racket investigations is
irrelevant. The attempt to limit the use of the Fifth Amendrent, i.e.,
to establish the priority of the AFL-CIO exec over the constitutional
right to avoid self-incrimination, ¢annot be oconsidered anything but
& blow against civil liborties in the labor movement,

Thus, the "progressive" sector of the labor bureaucracy, at the
instigation of the 'liberal! “mlter Reuther, simply invited the American
bourgeoisie to breal: the integrity of the labor rovemsnt, at the same
time thut it launched an attack on the Fifth dmendment in the wanner
which is freguently contemplatod, but rarely carried, in the bourgeois
courts,, g T ' :

- Although an attempt to invoke the power of the rank-and-file of
the T,amsters is the netural method of democratic strugrle, as Gordon
Haskell points out: "Thich as the union leadership would like to have
the movement rid of Communist or racketeor control, they are very
reluctant to enoourage rank-and-file movements of revolt arainst
established leaderships for any-purposes This kind of thing sets
‘precedentsees Rather than encourage all=-out mehbership - strugplesess.they
seek to set up another 'official ieaderphip' to fight the o0ld ones."

~ Unfortunately, ilaskell, in his mild ‘agitation' does not bother to

develop the implications of his own remerk, insofar as they point up
the fact that kKeuther, and the "progressive™ forcos of AFL-CIO have
absolutely no inter est in gliminating "racketcers" and "communitts"
except to guarantee the monolithic character of thoir ovm domination,
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To assert that a “"progrescive" strugple is taking place in the
effort to oust reck, to discover prineipally opportunitios for "a struggle
for devocracy", to refrain frow & militent exposure of the danger
inherent in this bourgeois: 'labor' coalition -=- is to display &n

. impossible obtusity.

+ fer crgeks in the bureaucratic apparatus ray permit, temporarily,
& break in favor of tho rank-ani-file --= as may any jurisdictional
dispute between labor dictators. The elimiration of Beok, in this
particuler instance, simply sets the stage for the final consolidation
of the burocracys provides a barrier between the ranks and their
"leadership" which will, short of mass movement to the left, be
woll-nigh insurmountable. The kind of a struggle that is being
waged against Beck, under thése circumstances, is least of all "progressive
It contains the elements of a dictatorship more severe in its conse-
quences than enything that Beck imagineda ‘

desk ook ok ook dok Kok

L]

Reuther vs Stellato: Democracy in Iceal 600

. - " s U P
Reuther's ourrent affection for- "democratic” process isn t without

‘precedent. His methods in rooting out Sialinist -~ and anti-Stalinist -

-militants. in the period of his rise to power are wéll-knovme

Thé last center of opposition, Ford Local 600, felt the full
weight of his "tacties" in early 1952, Stellato himself had been &
Reuther follower and, according to the report of ‘Welter Jason (& not
unbiased reporter) in Labor Action, Feb 11, 1952, had carried on lis
own "coarse, stupid, and bureaucratic anti-Comrunist canpaign", prior
to flying into the arms of the defeated Stalinists, and assuming the
mantle of champion of the opposition. ' ' -

.

“hether Stellato was exactly "driven into the arms of the Stalinists"

is an interesting question. It is stated in somewhat overpositive

terms, unfortunately, to.sus tain a close exanination of the facts.,

If, as Routher asserted in, lute 1951, Ford Local 600 undér Stellato

was stalinist dominated, Reuther was remarkaebly reluctant to prove the

point before the special trial board demanded by the Uil Constitubtione
liore adequate as an explanétion of Reuther's hostility 1is the

following remark by Jason (L4, Feb 11, '52): " "The S, ellato coalition

protests against trends in the UAW toward bureaucratfsm, and in many ine

stances tHey ere correct. The leanings in the UAT away from its

traditional rank-and-file demoerasy are disturbing dnd dangerous, but

80 far they still remain only trends."

The "trends" came down with & bang & month later, havever,
Imiediately following the witch=hunt visit of the House Un~‘mericen
Activities Committee, under Rep, Potter which arrived wvith the
announced ' intentionoof hatcheting Local 600, (proving, nothing, incidentally
the Reuther-dominated Internafional Lxecutive Board of Uiy orderod

600 to "shor causo why an administrator should not be appointed to take
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charge of the local union." (The lMilitant, Mar 17)(Dated Det, lMar 12)

Four deys later, VWalter Jason, reporting to labor Action, wrote:

"DETROIT, March 16---aAfter a one-day hearing, at which
the Reuther lsedership acted as prosecutor, Judge and Jjury,
the international executive board placed a six-man adminis=
tration over il Ford Local 600, in spite of vigorous
protests of the duly elected officials of that local union,
the largest in the worlde.. ‘

‘"The main charge against the four top officérs of Ford
Local 600 -~ Cérl Stellato, president; Pat Rice, vice
prosident; Bill Hood, recording secretary; and Bill Grant,
financial secreteary -- was that they were derelict in their
duty because a small clique of the Communist Party was the
real leadership of the local union,"

These were essentiaily the charges which Réﬁthér refused to

. press before a trial board three months earlier, They are the same

charges that the House Committee under Potter failed to establish.
(Reutherite international representat ive Elesio Romano had testified
only that "The communists and their Supporters were in full control of

the Ford local's weekly newspaper, Ford Facts."(The Militant, ilar 11 '52)

Having to defeat the Local 600 leadership in open, demooratic
eleotion Reuther, therefore, utilized the witoch~hunt hysteria which
attended the Unimerican Activities Committee visit to Detroit in
order to attack an opposition caucus in UAW.

The cynical, absélutoly spurious use of the "communist control”

‘issue is demonstrated by Brother Reuther himself. Despite his
-'exposure' of the Stellat o regime, the new election required by

the UAW Constitution to take place within 60 days, was set off to
September by Reuther.-=- because the Reutherites couldn't put a slate
into the field against Stellato with any hope of success,

~The Administrative Board removed (not suspended i) six Local
600 officers  "without even charging Communist affiliation,"” (ililitant,
Apr 27.). . '

, Host.damning of all is the "explan&tion" which Reuther presented
$o the Reutherite ocaucus, If Walter Jason's account is inclusive the
"communist issue was buried beneath an entirely different set

. of accusations which, with .u% Jason's comments, deserve reproduction

here: i

"Reuther charges that ‘the criticisms in Ford Facts are
not anti-Reuther but anti-union, That is why it was
necessary to shut it up.

"He -used two major illustrations to try to prove hisz point,

After the last UAW convention, Ford Faets had a sensational

full-page story headlined 'Betrayal ¥, This article blasted

the role of Reuther. It oriticized the salary increases to
. top officers and to international union representakives,
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.

"This article, according to Routher, was used by other
unions to defeat the UAT-CIO in elections. Therefore, the
Stollato regime is guilty of anti=-union aotivities.

"Another artlcle that burned Renthor up was the recent
~eriticism of the UAW unemployment conference in Washingtone
Reuther's prnagram of figlting for more stbel and copper was
denounced as a "boases' boy" program, The article
ridiculed claims that the conference accomplished anythinge
It accused Reuther of hand-picking the delegates to that
conference, .

-"0f course, readers of Ford Facts Xmow the extremes which
oriticism of Reuther reach at times in that paper, Does &
paper have the right to be wrong? Does & local union
officialdom have the right to criticize the policies of
the top officers of the union, even if that ecriticism ray
be picked up by someone olse? Reuther's answer is ¥ ilol

"The basic trouble with Routher's rule is that ir practice
it signifies thut 10 critiecism will be tolerated, for ANY
eriticism may be picked up by other unions, like CP-controlled
unions, and quoted against Reuther and the UAW.

« "Let us take the curront issue at Ford ‘Local €00.- Suppose
a local union votes that the placing of. an administrator over
Local 600 was bureaucratic; this action is noted in the next
issue of the local union paper; then a CP-controlled union
quotes the local union paper as calllnv Reuthor ’bureaucratlc'
. Under the present rule the local union lead ershlp is subjected
tq the sare charge of anti-unionism as Reuther levels against
Ford Local 600 officialse"” (Labor Actlon, ilar 31; dateline,
Dytroit, lar 2 3,)

.

The crullifly of this particularly ooarse, stupld, and bureau-

cratic anti-Cormunist campaign" undoubtedly streﬂgtnened Stellato's

position immensely. Opposition to Reuther was sufficiently strong
in 600 to force withdrawal of Reuthorite candidates for the top posts.

. Fifteen of 19 uniis elected anti-Reuther candluates; several Reutherite

incumbents were defeated, ard 807% of the 184 General Council seats went
to anti-Reuther forcos. '

Fonothcleua, within the month the same "progressive" lir Reuther
sparked a step by the ULT administration to " talle stops at the

«forthcoming I'arch co.wvention to bar members of the Cormunist Farty
from holding morbership in the UAWS' That the position 8id not carry

is not to *outh;r'“ credit,

Thus we have a sample of Reutherite democraoy in actione That
Reuther fuilcd in his attack on Local 600 is not an indication of
Reuthor's gereorcsitys It is an indiost ion of the depth of the democratie
traditicn in Ui, Dub the depth of a tradition should not obscure
the hoavy inronds tloib Routher has madey, and is makings The fact of
tho wattsr is clonrs 4 ronuine strugple for rank-and-file contrel
will elosh wich "ulter Reubthere He is no friend of labor democracys

ngo
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Class Conflict and the "Frogressive" Burenucrac v

The dictatorial character of Deok's union is open and indisputable,
Traditions of democracy have been smashed} S NILTDARKLLLXY every
clewent of opposition is crude and relentless, To oppose Beek and the
~ quasi=pgangster leadership of the Teamsters is a matter of guts ==~ not
slick politioal analysis. There, is not, and never haws:. been, any
question of the attitude of socialibts toward burocrats of Bgck!'s
calibre, KLvery conceivable opening in the struggle to overthrow
the Teamster dictatorship should be used == oxcept a coalition with
those forces which intend to destroy, not the Becks, but the unions,

In the contoxt of the struggle which is taking place today
Reuthor's role is infinitely more dangerous than that of the Beckse
The fate of organizod labor is at stakes Reouther's progress to power
within the labor bureaucraocy has been steady and virtually irrevocable.
Ile is dangerous besause he understands the. power of the movemont which
he dominates ., Evory action is calculated -- to prohibit open, independent
class action -- the battle agairst the political and economic subordinatio
of & whole class,

itself between oapital and lebor, of militent words, and agressive
"eampaipgns", But even tho enormous birrape of publicity which
surrounds Reuther’s contract negotiations -- massive affairs =-- cannot
obscure the fa ot that Reuther feils, in every contract, every issuve,

.

to solve even the imnediate problems of his own atito workerss

Reuther understands the nesad » if the bureauocracy is to sustain

The famous GAV is & dead issue, solving nothing., The resontmont
which exploded in dozens of wild-cat strikss imediately after Reuther!s
nost recent 'victory' -- the Threo Year Contract in 1955 =~ has not
been oxhausteds Opposition to Routher is centeroad in the UMW itself,
Jack ""ilson's "Chrysler Siory Infuriates Rank and File of UAW" (Li,
ilar 18)emphasizes that the reasuion to Cgrysler Vice-TFesident ;iisch's
boast that record earnings were due to 'now efficiency in gzxdmxkixxr:
operations, the elimination of 22,000 jobs, and new work standards"
("tine-studyd automationd speed-upd) whether or not, as llisch suys,
"Tho leadership of the UAW had been informed of our plans -vith a
full background of what was at stakeo" (I anl noting the point that
the 14 workers charged the burcaucre.cy with™betrayal, The rost that
Wilson himsolf has to say, aftor noting the shaky wvoto of confidence
accorded Reuther by the higher echolons, is that "Interestingly
erouh, neither the company nor the UAW has denied the facts in the
Crollin story,")

The most casual review of Labor Action's coverage over &

period, not of months, but of years () savws Thet it is, not a eritio,
but an apolcmist for Reuthor. For Lebor iction Leuthor is progresaiive.

The word needs no qualifying quotes.  Sut ~ Kouthor wishes to be, and is,
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a dictator, limited only by the forces which can be bfought to bear
against him within the Union. It is impossible to utilize a Rguther,
engared in the dostruction of militant, democratiec traditions to
introduce democracy into Beok's unions Nothing is further, as faskell
apologotically notes, from the minds of the omnipotont "leadership®

of labore

The role which oan, and must, be played by socialists is far fron
the foot-dregging 'commentary! with which IA accompanies Reuthor's
more intolerable assallts on demooraoy. ile cannot isolate, within
& roactionary bureaucracy, riore and less -- "relatively progressive"
tendoncies. The coalition of labor leadors and the bourgeois
witch~hunters ?for the labor probe is obviously an extension of the
‘earlier witch-hunt --~ the containmont of labor, not the fcormunists'),
is the natural opponent of socialists in and out of the labor movemente

The first thing that has to be learned -~ or relearnoed == is that
labor unions are instrummnts of struggle against the bourgeoisie,
There are no rules in that struggle, except those which are imposed by
the black-jack ard billies The class independence of tho unions
must be the key point in our analysis and activity,

I repeat, tho lkey element in detefminihg tﬁé role which the ISL
plays today can be discerned by examination of its attitude towsrd the
Labor Ruckets  Probee The affinity for 3ocial Democracy -- simply
follows$

RN
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(Text of AYS Letter)
licy 16, 1957
Dear Comrcdes,

At 2 rccent debate in ilew York City with the Young Socialigt Leegue
ve mede the following »rovosals: (1) Thot the YSL meintain itsecll as
an independent, unaffilisted youth rranization prosromatically based
on a sociclist onnosition to canitaliss and 3tolinism, (2) Thet it ine
vite all redical youth to join the Y5L as the Ilirst step in o regroun-
ment of revolutionary socislist youth, (3) Thet uander thicse conditions
the meibers ol the American Youth for Sociclisnm would be prepered to
Join the ¥YSL andrecognize it as thie nucleus of o united socialist
youth movement in América, ’

YSL Discussioil -

To date we have received no reply to this proposal, e note, also,
that the report of the debeate vhich anneared in The Younr, Soclelist
Chalienge ¢id not wention the nronosal we set forth at thet tine,

We have been follovwing ~ith great interest the discussion in your

.ranks on the perspectives for sociclist youth in America as renorted

in the publicly distributed Young Socialist feview and the Bulletin
of the Left-Wing Caucus,

The majority of the N-tichal Executive Co-nittee of the ¥YSL is pro-
posing that the mewbers Jjoln the Socizlist Perty-Socisl Democratic Fed-
eration and constitute its youth affiliate, It proposes to do this on
the basis of the »resent political program of the SP-SDF,

: The Left-Wing Caucus of the ¥YSL, on the other hand, in oniosing
this course states, "VWe consider that the basic question nosed by the
pronosal for unity with the SP-SDF 1is; citlher to build the ¥YSL on a
socialist political bcsis or to liquidate the YSL in its present form
on the basis of the antli-socialist solitics of the SP-SDF,"

e believe that the ¥YSL now has before it a unique onrortunity
and responsibility, With the dissolution of the Lebvor Youth Learue,
the YSL today constitutes the only nstional youth orsonization Hut-
ting forvard the ideas of socielism, As an indenendent orgenization,
with a mllitant tradition, it hos the potential of ottracting a sig-
nificant nuwiber of radical youth from many quorters,

L
[
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SP Récord

This perspective would be excluded for a youth orpanization affili-
ated vith ond dominated by the SP-3DF, The Socialist Party hes o forty
year record of incomnatibility with any vouth moverment which even be-
Cins to dis»nlay signs of militancy, The statements and acticns of the
preseat lcodership of the S'-SDF demonstrates thet the forty ycar
record is not about to e br:ken,

The experience is ertensive and conclusive, Social-~deocrotic noli-
tics inevitadly cores into omnosition to the militant as»Hirations of
radicel ycuth, Socicl-derocracy, e:nresses the interects of the ost
conservetlive and bureacratized layers of the lobor roverent, It ust
periodically elther teone or drive out those youth vho wish to build

on the best traditions of the revolutionary workersliove-ent,

~ " %ﬁﬂ&;‘
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Ex-1LYL'ers

e believe that the ost »Hre sing, tosl of youn revolutlonary soc-
i2lists today is to encage the thousands of forier :embers of the Lab-
or Youth Learjue, wvho arc recoilins from Steliaisr, in Truitful »noliti-
cal discussion and collaboration lookins forwerd to the establishment
of a unified socialist youtl: novenment,

Is it not odvious thot affiliation to the SP-3DF would walie im-
pocsible an eflfective anproach to the former merbers cf the LIL, Hovu
can radical youth who are brealing with the bureaucratic nonstrosity
of Stalinism be atiracted to a clicue of State-Departrent "socizlists"
who disnley contewnt for elemenatry democracy and who nrohlblt free
di:cussion avon; socialists? '

Is it not obvious that the inderendent »nersenctive wvhich wve pro-
pose offers the best possibility for the constructlion of a much larger
and vore ef’ective youtnh moverment than anythins that now exists, and
would greatly facilitate our cormon task of sprecding soclalist ideas
among young worlers and students? '

Left-Wing Stand Offers 3asis |

In - our opinion the wosition put forwerd by the YSL Lelt-\Ting
Caucus provides the beasis for beginning the long and necescary vork of
constructing a united revolutionzry youth rovement in this country., -

The AYS pronosed that we berin the process of youth regrouninent by
afTiliation of the youn: nerbers and sy~ nathizers of the Sociclist
Workers Party to the YSL, This would irmedictely establish the ¥YSL on
a considerably larger basls than at any tine in its history,

There are importent nolitical differences anonr us, ilovever, e
wish to emphesize our conviction that tiese differences con e discuss-
ed in a fraternal fashion within the confines of an irganization that
stands on a revoluticnary socialist opnosition to capitalism and onDOS-
es bothh Stalinism and social-democracy,

e ask you to seriously consider our pronosals, ‘Je sur est the full-
est discussion of them, not only intern~1ly within the ¥3L, but Jolnt-
1y with the AYS membership and the young nierbers and sympathizers of
the Bocialist Workers Perty in the various localities throughout the
country, ' ’

We also surcest that during such a period of discuss
to the £ llest extent all possibilities for Joint activi
ful collaboration,

ion we e:ranine
ties and frult-
Traternally,

Bert Declk, Choirman

American Youth for Jocinlisn
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(fert of YSL Reply)
Moy 22, 1957

Bert Deck, Chair-an

Americen Youth for Socialisn

116 University Plece . ¥
llewr York, Ilewr York

Dear Corrade Decl:i: )

Ve have recelived your letter of Iiny 16, While it does not indicate
the ¥3L body to which it is.addressed, we nrcsune thet 1t is intended
forthe Young Socialist League liotional Action Corrittee,

‘le note your statement that your pronosals in rescrd to "unity"
between the AYS and the YSL, made durin~ the course of a debate be-
tveen j Jourseli and a saokeuman for the YSL on the"Hature ol the Russian
State", were not replied to by us and were not mentloned in the renort
of thls debote uvhich aopeared in the Younr, Socialist Chellenpe. In ex-
planation, we wish to advise you that we are not in the hobdit of con-
sidering as formal proposals a few remarks tihroim out verbally during
a debate on another question, And as for the Caallenre renort of this
debate, the reporter included ia his accouat those statements by the
debaters which e felt renresented the central arguments ol the two
sides on the questicn under consideration.

~

We note with interest that your letter has al"eady been made pub-
lic by you = in the Militant of 1y 20 - before we have had the oppor-
tunity to consider it and reply to it. While such a »nrocedure 1s more
usually associated with a propaganda move than with a serious provosal,
we do not base our objections to vour pronosal on thds fact.

We note also that you "have been following with great interest the
discussion in (our) ranlis on the perspvectives for socialist youth in
America as renorted in the publlclv distributed Youns Soc1a11st Revieu
and the Builetin of the Left-Wing Caucus,” And that in your oninion
"the position put forwerd by the ¥Y3L Left-Wing Cauvcus 3rovi es the
basis for beginning the 1015 and nececsary worlk of colstructing e unit-

ed revoluticiary youth roverent in this country.,”" ¥While it night be
felt by sone fhat this constitutes interference into the affuirg of
ne Youw~y Socialist Leubue by vour orcenization, and does not compn-
rise thc tyne of procedure that can result in t1p kind of hones ,;rwt
ernal 0001a115t regroun ent that we all clain to stand for, and wiilch
is required Tor a fruitful sociclist uaificetion, ve do not base our
response to your prowosal on this beosis,

Cur BbultUGQ tovard your provoscl is deteriiined by the official
olicy of the Y3L, as ado ted by our National Lxecutive Comwitiee, ‘e
tend Tor the cr eatloq of a broad, Debsian-type party of socialism in
¢ United 3tates, cnd wish to p,rulclpﬁte in the creation ol its vouU“
T
a

I

iliate, Ve look to the unification of the IJL, the SP-3DI, the YSL
the YYSL as the first step 2long the road to thls coal,
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For ug the decisive question is a reprour ent of the zociclist
movement in America which will begin to restorc the influence of soc-
lalism within the A erican worling class, which will work tovards the
creation of a labor poerty and for other socialist and ororressive poli-
cies, All cdemocratic socialists in the United Stotes, of vhatever tend-
ency, are agreed upon this funcarental tesl, e bellieve, therefore,
that there should be a single, all-inclusive orcaonization of democratic
socialists tolwork together toward this end,

All soclalist tendencies should have a place in such a resrouned
soclallst rovement, regsardless of theilr theories on Russia and other
questions, provided that they stand for the fullest ceroccracy all over
the wvorld, on both sides of the Iron Curtain, Your organization should
have a place in the youth affiliate of such a reunited socialist narty,
provided of course, that it .adopted a nersnective fevorin- the creation
of such a new socialist moverent, and genuinely ained at loyclly work-
“Ins for its crcation and loyolly buildin~ it after it comes into exist-
ence, as op-osed to any possible policy of "reiding", "disrunting", or
!splitting“ 1t, or any of the vresent-day groups which.will constitute
it. In this vay, the AYS could also malke a contribution. to the regiroun-

- ment of soclialist forces in the United 3States and the creation of a
soclalist move:ent,

‘For a variety of reasons, the SP-SDF is best suited to becone the
framevork for this regrouprent, It is dientified with the historic
tradition of socialisii in the United States, it is associated with the
nare of Debs, It is not a discredited organizotion, unlilke others, aad
- is héstoricelly known for its broad character, e have, of course, r'any
'~ differences with the present nolicies of the SP-SDF, hbut ve belicve
that these can be freaternslly debated witl:in a single nerty whose
program is determined, not by the slogens of the nast, but the neces-
‘ities of the present: by the need for 21l derocratic socialists to
wvork together to build a socialist movement in thuis couartry, to work
for a labor party, etc, .

We do not wish to go into your characterization of "social democ-
reey" in this letter, but we do wvant to point out that we consider it
the expression of an unhistoricsl, rigid and dogmatic a»proach, For ex-
ample, you say that "Social democracy exnresses the interests of the
most conservative and burecaucratized lavers of the labor movement "

. (Cur cwphasis), In the United states tocay, the left ving of the labor
movement stends for a program of libersl reform throush the Derocratic
Party, that is, it stands to the right of the "social derocracy" on the

c¢rucinl question of a lavor party, Do you seriously ar-ue that the
4 cricen "social democrocy" expresses the interests of the "most con-
servative. and bureeucratized layers of the lebor rovenment,? that is,

of the o0ld AFL craft unionist officialdom? .

To us, this is only one example of the fact that you are not ap-
breaching the problems of today in the socicl context of todey, that
you are repeating phrases from another time and place, Ve reveat: in
¢ our view, the SP=~SDF stands to the left both of the officicl labor

- leverment and the overvhelning majority of the rank and filze, on the de-
Cinive question of a labor party, not to speak of its general oppoc—
1*ion to espitalism and advocacy of sociclism, '

) Jith regard to the former menbers of the LYL, we believe that a
devideractic socialict youth organization, offilisted to a broad, Deb-

Si n=type dporty woull offer the preatest attrection to those currently

by M din with Stelinisn, We do not believe that tlie erucicl differcencec
botive noue and Stelinists is one of revolutionary soclalicsm as opwosedlﬂyé




to reformism; rather, it is the questlon of democracy. We belleve
that the first and immediate task of the soclalist movement today 1s
to help those breaking with Stalinlsm to give up every vestlige of
their former support of totalitarianism, Only then can we debate with
them within the confines of a single movepent and scek to win them to
our political program, And here agaln, we are confident that our per-
spective offers the way to the creation of a real democratic soclii-
15t alternative capable of attracting the former members of the LYL,

Furthermore, we believe that the notion of Ugn 4ndependent, unaf=
f£fliated youth organization" 1s not viable in America today. In the
practical sphere, any soclallst youth organization in thls country
today must rely upon the materlal and political aid of an ecdult org-
anization, The YSL 4s, of course, unaffiliated; but 1t conglders 1t~
self to be a part of the indepcndent soclalist tendency; 1t has cone
sistently proclaimed 1ts warm fraternal tlcs and general politlcal
solidarity with the Independent Soclallst League, At the time we
declded to be unaffiliated, we noted thatX this was due to a partice-
ular set of circumstances, and recorded our opposition to any 1deca
of a "youth party." We regard young workers and students as the maln
arena of our activity, and youth work as our main concern, but =zat
the same time, find 1% inconceivable to think in terms of regroup=-
ment ,a88 divorced from the regroupment of thc general, adult soclal-
1st movement. To mention onc, but by no means the most important cone
sideration, an "independent" youth organizatlon, under present clr=
cumstances, would, we feel, become a center for raids on the part of
various adult tendenclcs,

In this connection, there 1s onc aspect of your proposals whieh
1s unclear to use In view of the fact that the AYS is the "gyouth
group" of the SWP, or at lcast 1s fraternally related to 1t, and k=
since the YSL 1s fraternally related to the ISL, we do not understand
why your proposals to us werc not preceeded or accompanied by the
game or similar proposals of the SWP to the ISL. If thore exists &
enough of a political basis for'unity"between the AYS and YSL, and
far the "affiliation of the young members and sympathlzers of tho
Sociallst Workers Party to the YSL", 1t would appear, glven the gene
eral political agrcement between thc AYS and SWP on the one hand, and
the gencral political agreement of the YSL and ISL on the othcr, that
a similar basis exlsts for such proposals from the SWP to the ISL.
The absence of such SWP proposals to the ISL 1s especially uncleor
beoause we f£all to sce how one can be conscrned whth "youth" alonc,
and not with the movement in general, and because such 8WP proposalo
to the IST wonld = if madec = help to dilspel any ldeas that miacht
arisc to the effcct that your proposals to the YSL are a manouvols
Such ideas might occur to some in view of the fact that your propocale
come at this time and under conditions currcntly existing,

The question of socialist regroupment shall be reviewed and dee
cided at our forthcoming national conventlon, Should the convention
adopt a radically different perspective from the one outlined =bove,
thc questionx of your proposals would of course be subject to rcopen-
ing, Should the convention adopt the pollcy lald dowm by our National
Exccutive Committecc, as we belleve 1t willl, the rejecctlon of vour pro-
posals would bec indicated, In the interim, the position of tho YSL 1s
the position set forth by our NEC. In accordance w 1th thils position,
we wish to Inform you that we do not fecl that your proposals conste
ftute a fruitful basls for performing the vital task now poscd for
soclalists - the reconstitution of the soclalist movement, Honce
we are forced to rcject them,

: Fraternally,
Young Socinlist Leaguc
Notional Action Committce ul-H



