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EDITORIAL NOIES

What The YSR Is

The Young Socialist Revirw 1s the information and disoussion bulletin of the
Young Socialist Leaguee The YSR is regulerly prepardd By M@ -Chicago Unit ef the
YSLe v

The aim of YSR is to oconstitute a forum for the expression of all points of view
within the YSL and is open to all memberse Contribution from nonemembers will
be aocepted if of suffioiently high intereste

Articles signed by individuals do not, of course, necessarily represent the
views of the YSLj "official" materisl will be olearly labelled as suche

The YSR is published at least bi-monthly, or more often when there is suffiolent
materiale So, PLEASE SEND CCPY AS SOON AS SOGN AS IT IS RBADY to 1313 E. 50th
Street, Chiocago 15, Illinoiss Send it stenocilled or typewritten.

The oirculation of YSR is not restricted to YSL members although it is issued
primarily for memberss Members should make every effort to get copies into the
hands of all other interested persons. For information write the editor c¥ the
YSL National Office at lll Ee lﬁth Street, New York, New Yorke

This Issue

This is the Tth pre-convention Iissue of the ¥SR, and the last before the 1957
oonventiom of the Youuz Socielizt Leagues We have published seven issues, most
of them bulky ones, ir. e pirion ol thre morthee This, to our knowledge, marks
a rocord for tho preeconverticn disoussicn of a Soclalist youth organizatione It
presents eloquent testimoxs o tha intensity end extensiveness of the disoussion
whioh preceded the forthocming ~cuventions and indiocates the thoroughness of
proparations for the oconverticn. IThsse preoparations offer assurence thet the
deaisions taken at the convenil.r @ill be genuinely represent the demooratically
arrived at decisions of the Leazuds

The next issue of YSR will be the first posteconvention issue and will undoubtedly
consist of the resolutions adopted by the conventione

For a variety of reasons, this partioular issue was prepared by the YSL National
0ffice amd not by the Chioago Unite. (The NO has had the assistance of the New
York Umit in this task.) This faot gives us the opportunity to praise the Chioago
Unit, and YSR editor Debbie Meler, for the outstending job they have been doing
on the Reviews

A note on the page numbering in this issues Following page 32 are several oonclude
ing peges of the artiole beginning on page 25 which are numbered 52A, eto., and
likewise with several pages following page 37e This is due to the fact that the
conoluding pages of the respective artiocles inolved were stenoilled after pages

33 axd 38, pages which begin different artiolesshed been stencilled and mimeograph-
ed with those page numberse The articles beginning on page 15, while numbered in
the table of contents, do not beer numbers on the pages themselves. e trust
that these defeocts, which result from the necessery haste with whioh this issue

has been put out, will not create difficulties for readerse

Looking forwexd to a fruitful oconvention,

=-)Max Martin, kssue editor
June 26, 1957
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Some Ezamples of Ultra~Leftism, Sectarianism and Confusion
" vy Debbie Meler |

The latest "theoretical® attempt by a spokesman for. the LW C sives us a further
understanding of the approach, methodolozy and attitude of another of its members
and acknovledzed leaders. Alas, it is no more encouraging than previous ones and
represents another hide~bound, sectarian; ultra-leftist and at times plainly i-nor-
ant approach to the more serious questions which our movement faces today.

L]

-1, On Vanruards

I can, and doubtless will have occasion to dispute with others (both members of
the majority and minority) the arguments put forward by Comrades Berg and myself
on the role and meaning of the vanguard party. TYet this first attempt may discour-
ace some by its total irrelevancy and inadequacy to deal with the problems we
raised. It appears.to center its attacgii on something neither Comrade Berg nor my--
gself said, but which we learn courade .orth:feels very stronesly aboutw-the valid—
ity of karxism and karxzist laws.. A8 near as I can maire out vin.® brousht about
this strange outburst was the following sentence in cur arilcles FIi we will but
recosrize that valuable as warxist theory is, most of it (cortainly in its applicar-
tion) is still in the realm of theory im a field, the field of socital science,
 thot has not come anywhere near the point where it can be called & science at all,
in the sense of.a science with exnct,.verifiable laws..." (emphasis added). Per-
heps this is badly worGed and itself an inexact foirmlation~but let us at least
recogrnize that this was not intended as a refutation of #1is theory of class strua.
sle, the theory of the class nature of sceiety, the theory resarding the need for
revolutionary, conscious leadership (all of vhich Vorch defends and all of which
we clearly euphasized that we regarded as valid and important concepts) or any

of the other strawmen set up by Coirade orth and then defended by hims The posi-
tion we stated was that in the sense in which the physical sciences gualified as
a science—-with their exact, quantitative laws, with their precise predietions
verifiable by experimentation and by their consequent ability to establish a
whole series of very precise laws, Marxism did nots One cannot, in other words,
train, educate and achool i.arxists as one misht train physicists and expect simi-
1lar results in terms of the ability to deal with social problemse Therd exists

a ceneral theory of gravity, but more than that ther® exists a host of related
laws and data which enzbles a scientist. to predict, ziven a certain object under
certain conditions, exactly how the law of gravity will effect the funetioning
and behavior of this object. Is Comrade “orth implying that the general laws

of Larxism can in any way be compared to thig? It is this simple truth that we
were stating. The extent to which ones stresses this, the extent to which one
places. certain harxist formulations in the category of sclentific laws, all these
are disputable, contestable and interesting. iie hope that Comrade torth will

tell us. sometime what aspects: of harxism he would cal: the basic laws of this
science. It is true, comrades Berg and myself would limit them to a few important
formulations of karx and hls "successors." The rest of harxiem, Leninism, Trot-
sikylsm, etc. stand as important:insiglits and theories, which like all such in-
si:his and theories of history prove more or less useful in dealing with current
problems depending upon the contéxt in which they are used, the manner in which
they are interpreted and the ability of the "user® to modify, relate and place
such theories- into their proper relatlionship to his omn experiences with contemp-
orary problems, The question of to’ what degree “harxied is a science, whether

it is a science or a scientific methodolesy, etc,, these are interesting questions
and worthy of attentions Unfortunately. however Comrade ‘iorth's comments are no
contribution to thig and other controversies. .

oty
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II. Revisions and Capitulations of Cannonism...

In order to maintain the brevity of these remarks I shall limit myself to a few .
comments on ‘orth!s attack on the Meier analysis of the S!P's relationship to the
third camp view. He centers his attack on an after-thoucht of mine in which 1I
compared the attitude.of the SP and S\P to nationalist revolutions as they related -
to a third camp viewpoint toward the same, Comrade fiorth, while in actual fact
claiming to repdulate my compurison spends his entire enerzgy in verifying it—
albeit explaining and defending the SWP's view. Aamusinsly enoush since writine
, that piece, and since readins Comrade artin's articles, I have discovered that

in many ways it was my summation of the views of the SP and of the third camp
socialist which suffered from inadequacies and Comrade hartin has clairifed some
concepts on this question for me. ' Unflortunately Comrade ‘iorth has not done

the same for the views he puts forth, Because try as I will I cannot make head

nor tails of his explanation..- : : :

It seems to center on some contention that it is difficult, or possibly impossidle
to speak of strugzles for national independence at all. .In fact Comrade ‘‘orth
seems unsure whether or not Hunsary and Poland even constitute nations! Fortunate-
1y this confusion is not shared by either the Poles or Huncarians., Instead of
limiting hinself to the irrelevant (in terms of this question) but true statement

at national and social revolutions, at least in our epoch, are never purely one
or the other, and that national revolutions are related to social struszles, he
tries instead to repudiate the existence of such nationalism.

For example where, as in India, there existed a native bourgeosie the strugsle
against imperialism was able to take place within the context of bourseois socliety
~=althouzh there were elements of social stmggle amdigt the nationalist camp., In
algeria where there exists virtuslly no native bourgeo ie the socil strugele has
played a very important role and the natidnal and social revolutions are occuring
similtaneously. In Hungery the two vwere asain intertwined and inseparable, The
same can be said; to one desres or another, of all such struszles against foreien
cppression in the kiddle Zast, South ..merica, the Far Bast, etc. ihat we eaid

in India, slgeria, Guatemala, Hungary and Esypt is that the struszle against class
exploitation and the strusgle for socialism and democracy is complicated by imper-
ialist foreign oppression and that the strusele against this foreizm oppression
serws both to weaken the two reaction.ry war blocs, to strengthen the forces of
social progress and in the long run to strensthen the potential forces of the
third camp. Therefore we Would have no equivocation about supporting a bourseois
aationalist revolution in Huncary (althoush history precludes such a phenomenon),
Conrade liorth who, ve sssume, supports or supported (however critically) such
struegles for national independence in other parts of the world where the working
class forces did not predominate, denounces such a policy in the case of the
Stalinist and Russian dominuted nations of Eastern Hurope. hy? Because, appar-
ently, he considers Stalinism a more prosgressive regime than capitalisne~whether
it be capitalist dicatorships or even bourzecis democracy.- Comrade Siorth however
8 he will readily admi$, has never been much impressed with or in favor of the ’
ccncept of the third campe It is no wonder. :

I1I. On Democracy, Reuther and Trade Union Tactics.

The subject of Reuther seems to be a major problem for the L.Cwewhich has inherited
this bugaboo from the SiP which inherited it as a result of a particular line and
policy followed by the SWP within the UaW during world .ar II during the leadership
of R.J. Thonas and the Stalinists. The L./C has lutched on to the SWP at one of
its weaikest links. ' ,
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While it may surprise some newer.meubers, let's get rid of. certain easy misconcep-
tions: about this subject which could confuse some and which possibility the LYC
and the S5WP play upon. Some new members may well look horrified when they are
told ‘that the YSL and ISL majorities support the Rguther caucus despite the fact
that Reuther is for the Democratic: Party, opposed at present to the formation of

a labor party, a supporter-—criticallyw-of american imperialism,. anti-socialist,

a bureaucrat with a tendency to use bureaucratic practices, and no loncer the
militant he once wasl Let us assure these new members that in actual fact, even
if the. average SWPer and LlC er may themselves not know it, this is quite beside
the point and not necessarily involved in the dispute. The SWP, for example, -
supported. the- old-pre-Reuther R.J. Thomas-Stalinist: leadership of the UA' despite
the fact that this leadership was pro~Democratic and pro-FDR, led the most vigor-
ous fight.for the no-strike pledge, was in favor of strictly enforcing this
disasterous pledze, enszazed in (or attempted to) a witchhunt azainss anti-war
radicds, and was willing to.sell out every, militant strugsle for Negro rights, = -~
wage inequities, contract depands in the interest of the "war effort! and
.Fnational unity," While the: P-ISL attacied this policy of the SP we incidentally
never -claimed this proved that they had abamdoned Marxism, class politics, et al,

The question posdd at that time and at the presente—and the question which is
therefore really in dispute is—what forces in the union movement does Reuther
represent today, vhat alternstive exists given the context of today s climategx
throusgh whut means are we best able to pose the problems which labor faces and

to maintain union democracy, what are the key issues facing labor at this time

and how does the Reuther leadership stand in relationship to these issues? These
are the type of questions we asked during and after Vorld .ar II and which led us
to support the Rguther caucus which emerged as the most militant, active and
conscious trade union tendency on the .merican scene (see i/idicic and Howe's
ezcellent "The Uall and lalter Reuther" which covers this period). In our opinion
Reuther and his caucus still represent more or less the best type of leadership
vhich is possible today, and the prdsent abortive fight against this leadership
leads into blind alleys, demogogery, and side-tracks the union militant from the
important issues. That iorth doesn't agree is not surprising., His article indi-
cates that he doesn't know anything about the development of the Uali and the
Reuther caucus and understands even less about the present developments and issues
facinz american labor--this is more surprising. A strugsle for an alternative
leadership we day-—and this is what ‘orth should discuss--will not advance the
~eneral consciousness and level of the trade union movement. Reuther maintains
the support of the union militants and the U.. continues to be thé most acressive
and socially conscious union despite the crisis in the auto industry (which

while causing sreat rank-and-file dissatisfaction and frustration will not at

the moment lead to a mass demand for a socialist solution to thix enpdbadiat oricie
because he and his caucus react to the j.essires and drives of the nembership,
incorporate into their own program the best demands of their opponents and because
they do a relatively rood jon of pushing for these contract demands (albeit not
the type of job which a socialist leadership would do and which would be possible
in another period——when incidentally the Reuther leadership would probably be more
militnat also). The Reuther M"machine" has maintained most of the vital democratic
traditions and policies of the Uali in w period when they were entirely stifled

in almost every other union (compare the proceedings of a Unil convention to
UsSed., etc., compare the rights of factions and caucuses within the Ua%, etc to
other unions and the use to which they are put), This is not merely a tribute

to the man Reuther, nor even to the constant pressure put upon him by the left
wine of his own caucus, but also to the type of union he leads.
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Wo. th denies all of this and arsues that Reuther is in fact, rather than a repre-
sentative of the more progressive wing of the labor movement, the most dangerous
eneny of progressive unionists--not tomorrow, but, can you believe it-~today.
lLore dangerous than Beck? ‘absolutely, seys vorth, in so many words. %hy! Be=
" cause Beck, who is merely the sprongest, most corrupt and more dictatorial (as
Vorth admits) example of a type of unions all too-rampant and too-accepted by
‘the union movement &oday, is so obviously bad that he will fool ho onel But
Reuther is clever...hé permits democracy, he does put forward militant—sounding
contract demands, he does even lead a union vhich wins such demands, etce...and
~thus he fools the viorkers, and sections of the socia.list movementl To some this
mnay sound reminiscent of the SLP arsument that trade unionism per se is the main
eneny since the boss never fools the workers but the trade union movement toes,

- or the arguments of. the CP" in the early 30'9 about social facsism, or to the
old-gstand by joke made against rTadicals that socialists sMould welcome reaction
_because "the worser the better.? T¢ the WP and many other left sectarimm tien
“the real problem is that Reuther represents a form of social democracy--and it
“is far easier for some of then to support old—fashioned corrupt union bosses,
strons-armed dictatorial union leaders, oub-right pro'-capitalists and Stalinists
(all of whom the S.P has on occasion supported within the union movement* tham
to upport & perfidious social democratl The more detailed aspects of this question
have been excellently dealt with by Comrade Taylor in an earlier YSB.' Comrade
Worth would do vell to read it, and dea;f;ith it....v

-
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DEMOCRACY AND DISCIPLINE IN THE YSL
by Debble lleler

.The . question of the meaning of the YSL's democracy and dis-
cipline provisions, a md the proper relationship between minority
and majority rights 1s an important one. It becomes especially ime
vortant in view of the LWC's recent attempts at lnterpeting these
sections of the Constitution, and the majority's attempt to inter-
pete: them in terms of implementation motlons aimed at the post-con-
vention perlod. s

Te¢ YSL CONCEPTION OF DENOCRACY AND DISCIPLINE

Let us briefly examine the mreviously accepted concept of YSL
discipline and democracye The position of the organization is briefly
this:

.. le That no member nor any subdivision of the YSL shall have the
right to act contrary to the policies of the YSL o This discipline
as you can see 1s of a negative character. It does not state that
every member 1s obliged to implement the policy of the organization
. (le0ey the majority position). Thus while the YSL has the right to
prevent a member from campaigning for the Democrgtic Party or cau-
cusing against the YSL position in an outside arena, the YSL does
not have the right to prevent said individual from abstaining on
any activity, from refusing to participate In the YSL's electoral
activity, or refusing to enter into a suggested arena,

The precedents for this are many . o : :

Example No. l. The NAC some time ago adopted a positlon with
regard to the SDA in which 1t expressed 1ts ppposition to the "split"
tendency in the SDA and urged them not to carry their position to
this end. There were individuals within the YSL and on the NAC
who disagreed with this policy snd advice. However, none guestions
the right of the organization to prevent 1ts members in 5DA from
acting contrary to such a policy, that is, purshing a podicy of -
urging a split in SDA. Those who dlsagreed might simply refrain from
participating in the situation at all, a right guaranteed them and
oné which would be respecteds : : .

... Example No. 2, To take a local situatlon. Some tims ago a new
menber. of the YSL told the unit that he had been approached by a
"fraternal benefit" veteran's organization of his previous Army
regiment and asked to joine He wondered whether or not it would be
permissable to join. After inquiring about the nature of the group,
the YSL unit decided that it did not fall under its jurisdiction and
that the individual should decide on his own. No one in the unit
would have denied the right of the unit nor discouraged this member
from recognizing the right of the YSL to tell him not to join this
.organization if they had felt that 1t was a political organization
which would engage in activities of a reactlonary character,

. In.essence a general recognition of this right is elementary and
fundamental for the functioning of any soclallst organization. The
organizatlion may decide that in certain areas 1t does not chose to
_implement this right. At the time of our founding convention we de-
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clared beforehand our intention of ignoring this provision Incofar
as it related to conscientious objection, giving to CO's equal
rights to carry out and act upon thelr convictions even if the
organization 1tself did not hcld that point of view, Similarly a
unit, the NAC or the convention can certainly decide that in a part-

““feular case it 1s not necessary for minority members to abstain

- from pressing thelr views, i.e., implementing theém in outside arenas,
‘or giving permission to members to act contrary to the policles of

‘-the organizatlon. - o o

. - A1l members therefore are obliged (1) to make an effort to
understand the policles of the YSL and (2) insofar as they feel 1t

important to act contrary to thase views, to raise the cuestion in
their local units, with the NAC, the NEC or the convention depending

. on the type of 1ssue before taking such action and getting the

- membership's permlssion for such activity.

2, No member or subdivision of tle League shall have the right
" to express his views contrary to those of the League wilthout differ-
‘entiating himself from the organization, Thus in this catagory 1s
covered those myriad of instances in which an 1ndividual disagrees
“with the majority's position and in which he wished to defend, argue
‘for or explain his position both within and without the organization,
Since the YSL discussion is always open there is of cource no.cru-
‘cial difference or distinction between "within" and "without" the
organization, The intention here is not to enable minority members
to implement their position., It is to enable them to expalin, defend
and argue for- their minority views, This, for example, to take our
SDA case: if a member of the YSL disagreed with ouwr SDA position,
while he could not push' for a "split" in SDA he cquld if asked
" explatn that his position differed from the organigation, But in any
case the purpose of putting forth his minority views would not
be, in this example, in order to convince other SDAera to act con-
trary to the mamnner in which the YSL suggesteds Nor whuld it be
in order to get other YSLers to act in such a contrary menner. The
purpose here would be to. clarify the fact that different views
. exist within the YSL, and to expdain the basls for his or her own
views in order to be honest with one consceience and In order to lay
the basis for a change in the YSL's position, as well as to lay the
basis for explaining and drawing-the lessons afterwards It 1s NOT
done In order to-prevent, hinder, sabotage, deday, embarass or in any
way impede the YSL in trying to carry out 1ts'democratically arrived
at declsionse ‘ ST - o

. Now the line between action and expression of differences 1s
not always simple to detirmines If in the struggle for llegro rights,

a member of the YSL argues for the posltlon thdt weé 'should not partd
cipate in any broad Negro organizations since they were petty-bour-

geois, and if he were over ruled hy the majcrity .of the organization
on this question, what are the rights of the member ‘and what avenues

6f expression would then be open? Certalnly he covld continue to
argue for his views in our dicussion organs, certainly if interesting-

ly writen his views would not be excluded from Challenge, nor would

' he be excluded from publishing his own articles, documents, etc.

on the question for distribution primarily to units and members.

Certainly he would not be prohibited from telling others, or explain-
ing to others - members and non-members’'- his views. Now let us

-
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assume that YSLers were active.in a 1oc¢al NAACP chapicr as loyal,
active partic¢iparits. Would it still be wi'thin the democratic rights
for such a member to hand out a leaflet attacking :the NAACP as a
bourgeols orgenization outside of NAACP meetings,.althouch, of course,
differentiating himself from the majority. of the YSL and making
absolutely clear that he spoke only as an individuals -(In such a
situation it would be far more preferable if he .did not-differentiate
himself from the YSL and never mention’.the relatlionship between

" himself and the YSL at all 1{) I think there is no one who would
claim that the passing out of that leaflet 1s .simply the expression

" _of a viewpoint legitimatized by our discipline and .democracy provis-
jons, It is clearly not that, it is clearly as . much of an action as
a socialist could possibly engage in for implementing the position
held by this pa rthcular membere ‘ : Lo

- Again, as 1n all questions ' of judgements which constltutes
" the major caplital of a healthy soclalist organization and the major
criterla for chosing 1lts leaders, its spokesman, etcs, there are
questions which camnot be spelled out in fine . print thereby sat-
isfing everyone with a detalled formula for seperating the permiss-
ible from the 1mpermissible, Responsbile members have a sirple way
_of detirmining these ma tters - ralsing them with local’ and national
comalittees. If such committees declde the question in a way the
member of the unit conslders unfair the proceedure would be then
elther to appeal to the next conventlon or to ask for a special con-
vention or in the last resort 4 national referendum, Otherwise, if
not vital, to bow to an unwise declision, .. : -

‘ Comrade Falth, I think partlally correct, reminds us that we
have leaned- over backwards in this respect: that the majority 1s
not obliged once having answered the political content of any min-
ority members or factiong views to continue to debate every nuance,
twist and ramification of -this view 1f they fell (1) that the orig-
inal exchange adequately disposed of the fundamentals of the quest=-
ion and (2) +that most members had already decided where they stood
on the basic 1lssues and no longer were interested in: the detalls
of the minority's views, Comrade Failth is perhaps correct in
reminding all of us that we might otherwlse tie ourdelves up in
knots out of a misgulded sense of fairmess and resporisibility every
time time a minority springs into exlstence. After &ll if 10 members
of the YSL should tomorrow decide that the UsS. 1s a form of feudal-
ism, the leadershlp, after explainig what they considered to be the
~fa llacy and inaccuracy of this approach, 1s hardly obliged to spend
its major energy debating the nuances, twists and details. Dut the
L'VC. members say, you are comaring our views to such a ridiculous .
viewpoint? To some extent, yes, and apparently Comrade Faith has
fo und the minority's overall views transparently and obviously
unreal . and foolish and adequately answered months ago, After all,
she would say, we are democrgtically obliged to acts as though all
- disagreements were legitimate, serilous, sane or important, A1l
we are obliged to do 1s to provide a completely free and democratic
avenue for the expression of all views, and morally obliged to try
and deal with the more important political issues raised,
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Democracy and dlscipline provisions constitute a guide to units,
members and national committeese Obviously the rigidity with which
~ they are applied depends on the circumstances, individuals, etc.
~ For example with d new member, one 1s frequantly, and correctly so,
more lenient; w th a leader, -one must have a different attitude,
2ince a leader should lkmow better and should set an example to
- younger and less experienced comrades,s Second, bscause insofar as
his activities are identified with the organization they reflect,
for good or bad, on the organization in its public presentation and
reputation. Simllarly, one obviously decides whether or not a cer-
tain 1ssue shall be exempted from this criteria .dile to: its import-
ance or unimportance, or one may decide that certain individuals
have acted 1n the best of falth but. under a misunderstanding. Sim-
i1larly, one may decide not to expell or suspend a member or to
censure him, all unpleasant and awkard tasks, becmuse the particular
individual can be educated, or perhaps the.indivhdual is likely to
reslgn anyway since thils act represents part of the impending break
with the YSL. ’ - s - :

II, THE LWC'S VIEWS AND ACTINS

- Now how does all of this relate to the present discussion. It
relates in two wayse. First, to the type of activity certain individ-
uals and sectlons of the LWC have behaved in the past period. Second,
to thalr defense of these actions and thelr related assurances that
"the convention will not alter these actions because they plan to
continue pressing their views in the same manner (if not intensity)
afterwards since they consider the mamner in which they have acted
as entirely responsible, loyal and legitimate, and any implication to
the contrary as bureaucratic, undemocratic, evasive, totalitarian,
nonolithic, Ieninist, etc. . o o - T

x le In this catagory I would consider the motion . made in
Chicago ~~ for the Chicago YSL to refuse to participate in a
Joint llay Day Forum with the SP unless the united committee would
invite the SWP to participate. The unit voted to suggest such an
invitation but voted against the provision that we otherwise decline
sponsorship. While a member of the LWC 1is certainly within his rights
to boycott, to abstain from helping or Implementing such a ‘joint
llay Day, or to point out the disasterous consequences of sponsoring
it without an invitation to the SWP, 1t would be impermissible for.
‘the YSL to refuse participation because the SWP was not invited. Why?
Decause every member of the Chicago unit understood the meaning of
the unity resolution passed by the NEC and understood that the. YSL
units were now under obligation to press and ald our unity. proposal.
Now if the only argument in defense of the IWC was. that they.dld -
not consider the NEC had a right to take such a position I - would
be astounded, surprised and confused, but not so digturbed, It 1is
when members of the LWC imply that even shoul the convention adopt
the NAC Draft Unity Résolution substantially as it is, and.so forth,
they would stlll feel 1t permissible to mresent such.g motion - and
attempt to get 1t carried out and thereby attempt to put.the Chicago
wmit in a position of hindering, sabotaging and acting in general
contrary- to the alms, policles and goals of the organization.
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2¢ Tlm ‘jolilfortli's recent letter to Muste and his acceptance
o £ a position on the National Committee on the American Forum is
a sl.llar stene If Tim vere o loyal wember he nishit ave vritten
‘uste a letter along the following lires: "Dear Couxra de . uste;
Az o nember of the YSL and tihie L7C who dlsugrecs witihh the positlon
o-f tire YSL, and as one aware during uy recent travels of the
attacks and difficulties which the AFSE has run into, I wish to
express to you my approva l and sympathy for the task you have set
for yourself and the AFSEe I hope to get the YSL to alter its
position on this questione Until that time I camnoit, of course,
join or offer myself as a member of your national cormittee 1n
order to indicate the support of myself and my co=thinkers In the
. YSLe But I can, of course, extend to you my best wishes for your
efforts a nd hopes that if there if there 1s anything I ca n do .
$0 hel p the AFSE without taking such political responsibility
for the Forum, that you will let me know, Fraternally, Tim Wohl=-
forth, member of the YSL, and secretary of the LWC, YSLe" Dut Tim
Wohlforth's move, done indldentally in the name of the IWC, and ’
understood by Muste iIn such terms, and Shane llage'!s similar offer,
constitutes a different path, and one very much in contrast to the
type of pecedents set at an earlier time. To Join the national
coomittee of what the YSL national actlion committee has cglled
a n organizatio n 1s not after all merely the expression of an
opinione

3¢ While the YSL can have no objection to our raising our :
differences of opinion wi thin the arenas, forums, discussions, etc,
now  going on throughout the UeSe, the YSL can not function as two
seperate organizations, Obviously 1if the YSL functions In these
arenas as two completely seperate and hostlle groups, one present-
ing and defending the YSL's position and the other attacking the
Y5L's. point of view an d the YSL in the most strident and vehement
manner, this would be impermissablee That 1s, from what we under-,
stand, the type of situation that exists in Berkeley where the
national” minority spends a considerable portion of its time in the
local Forums attacking the YSL as capitulating, witchhunters, etce.
This 1s not merely an expression of opinion made in order to
attempt to alter the organization's position and to aid in the
healthy development ard relationship between the natidnal and
local organizations and other organizations and arenase Rather 1t
can in no way aid in the internal YSL discussion and it can only
result in the alienating others from the YSL either because they
believe the IWC or because they don't, but do not understand
why they should join :or cooperate with an organization which
functions in such a strange manner,

ITT, HOW TO CLARIFY THIS SITUATION

What do we propose? First of all, we propose to clarify a t
the coming convention what we always understood, from the founding
convention up until only yesterdaye. Following that we hope that no
member or individual sha 11 be under any misconcention ' as to what
will follow from any flagrant breach of such provisions,
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This is not an attempt to hinder discussion. The majority has
not only gilven the minority 1ts factional rights, not only lived .up
to every concelvable democratic obligation - access to-Challenge,
numerous YSRs, time for discussion in every local unit, etc., etce.,
but it has tgken the trouble towrite at the moment somewhere near
40 articles which deal exhaustively with every single question raised
by the minority on a serious political level., That our arguments
have not convinced all the members of the LWC, that some s till con-
sider some of Shane's or Tim'!'s or Scott's. 'apguments as valid, un-
assa 1lable, brillisnt or the like, 13 not through our irresponsibil-
ity or our’'fallure te attempt to deal with them on a nolitical level,.
While one may argue that they have been presenting silly, or devious,
or childish, or inconsequentlal ideas In some respects, we did feel
under the obligation to examine all thelr ldeas as:best as we could.
But we 1nslst also upon the rights of the majority, paramount of
them being that they have the advantage, denied the minority, not
only of belng able to call themselves the majority but of implemen=-
ting poslitions, and this does not mean that it must fight one sec-
tion of the membership in exactly the same manner as it would another
completely different and alien organization in order to implement
its policye. The YSL cannot becbme two separate organizations - as
if there were a YSL-majority organization and a YiLe-minority or LWCe
organization, both with equal priveleges, rights, obligations, areas
of activity, etce That is what we have tended to becoie in this
pre=-convent ion pericde The question which the memuership (see
Faith's article) has asked 1s == will this continue, and can it be

\le address ourselves sincerely to those members in the LWC who,
whatever our differences, really do wish to build the YSL, i.e, a -
Third Camp soclalist tendency, and who do not wish simply to destryy
ite There are some, ‘we are frank to-admit, whom we no longer be-
lieve have such goodrintentions toward use But whille our attitude
therefore differs depéending upon the sincerity we attatch to such -
declaratlons of loyalty, let me state that I -for one will press at
the Conventlon for the adoption of a clarified discinline and demoe=
racy motion along with a conventdon endorsed mandate to loca 1 units
and-the NA C for the rigorous. enforcement of our Wity perspective,
and, relating to it, of respomnsibility in our relations with other
soclalist organlzations, In such.enforcement, I repeat, I am not
proposing that our "feelings" as to the sincerity or inner loyalty
be the criterla = but that-the established willingness to follow
elementary democratic procedures as spelled out in our Constitution
be ghe teste I favor holding no member or unit responsible for pre-~
Convention actlions, but using as our criterla the actions taken
after the Convention,
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o By T:lm Wohlforth
The current issue of the ISR (Vol. 5, No. 2, June 15) 1ncludes a long .
article by Martin filled, among’ other’ things, with indignation at the left w:lng
for accusing the right wing of "systematic political adaptation to the social

democracy." Martin maintalns that in reality the ISL has not.changed its views

particularly of late, and that it 18 the left wing that has been breaking with
the traditional views of Shachtmanimm. Exactly how this fits in with the fact
that our view on this mubject is also held by one of the founders of the WP-
1sL, Ha.l Drcpor. Martin does not explain., v

It must be stated. at the outset, however, that it really makes very little
difference whether the present liquidation into the social democracy is a.
current phenomenon or whether, as Martin mainteins, it is a component part of
the ISL's past traditions. What is importent is the politics involved in the
current move cf the right wing. Still in all, there is something of political
interest in’ u-:a.t Mu14in mainteins and it might be well to explore this question
a litule furilsr {n relationship to another topic ~—- the question of socialist
electeral pallcy.

The coming ISL convention is faced with a resolution on electoral action
submitted by the PC majority which even Martin must admit is a fundamental re-
vision of past ISL policy. However this resolution does have a certain contin-
uity with certain aspects of past ISL.policy, and in fact it $s simply a logical
conclusion of a particular direction of political movement. For instance the
resolution mentions such groups as the "PAC, CQPE, Liberal Pa,rty based upon org-
anized workers; and the ADA among professionals and liberals" as being not
"barriers to socialist ideas but vehicles for the promulgation of democratic
ideals and demands." Thus the ISL sees liberal and labor front groups, whose
dole real function is to rally "left® votes for the Democratic Party, not as any
obstacle to socialist development and:to independent class politics. Rather it
urges ‘socialists to join them "as loyal supperters". This is simply the old
position of the ISL and it puts the socialist in an impossible position 1f he
wishes =~'as the ISL in the past wished ~~ t0.oppose bourgeois politics, . Ex-
actly how one is to remein a "loyal" supporter of en-organization whose main
funetion is to. ra.lly support for bourgeois cand.idates when one Opposes such
cand.ldates is difficult indeed to figure out. -

A few years ago Shachtman attempted to l'so].ve" this problem by suggesting
that the ISL support labor candidates running in Democratic Party primaries.
The question centered around the candidacy of Willoughby Abmer in the Chicago
Democratic Party primary.. This would meke it easier to be a loyal memberof a
PAC or COPE, However it raised another difficult question. Suppose the candi-
date you backed actually won in the primary contest. Then one would either
have to support a Democratic Party cendidate in an election or be put in the ab-
surd position of telling the workers that now, after being successful. they must
‘refrain from voting for this candidate.. When I first came around to the ISL '
this issue was being hotly debated and as 1 recall the youth, at least, re;ected
this approach. Therefore Shachtman had to wait for a more auspm:lous time to
somehow get his new view of electoral action across to his own membership.
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The ISL Line with the S

This time Shachtman does not intend to propose any halfway measure. The
new resolution states clearly:! "Except under unusual circumstances which camnot
be foreseen at this time, it would be a mistake for socialists to enter their own
candidates in theé elections."  Not only should socialists not run their own
cand:.dates. ”Socialiste must not place themselves in the positlon ‘of campgigm\.ng
among. the workers 'to reject the advise of their unions in the midst of a polit-
ical campaizn or to call upon -them not to .vate for or to vote against: ‘the can~
didasos endprsed ‘by the unions -- even thqugh they are bourgeois”dandida.tes “Wwhom
we oppose."  The position héré is clear. It:is a position similai 'to that held.
traditionally by the SDF and which has receatly been adopted by the united SP- "
SDF and by the CP. It is one in reality whiech means support of the Democratic °
Party. Fo:p if you do not urge the workers to vote socialist; if you exclude: a-
negative campaign urging them simply not t6 vote; and if you exclude a campalgn
urging them to vote Republlcan, then in real:lw you are left w:.th only tle
Democrats, T

The 'ba.aic 11ne of reasoning behind this new: resolution is not nev to the rade
ical movement. With all the claimg of the right wing to be engeged in new and-
creative politics (this is what they say at the moments when they are not claim-
ing to have never changed their politics at all) this perticular conception and
motivation for electoral action is frankly old hat. It is the point of view of
the 0ld guard in the SP which in the middle of the Thirties split from the
Socialist Party. At that time this old guard claimed that the SP's poliéies of
running its own candidates isolated it from the labor movement which was support-
ing Roosevelt. Socialists pointed out then {and it still holds) that the SDF
. was simply abandoning socialism in its search for respéctability, not with the’
rank end file workers, but with the union bureaucrats who were tied to FDR. This
analysis remained correct, and the SIF lost all influence on the American sdene
except in the ranks of the bureaucrate of the ILGWU.. .It. ‘has since adopted the
. pohtics of the Stdte Department on 2ll questious and he.s become an o0ld men's
.club of retired labod 'bureaucrats.

The reaéoning behind the present ISL line is identical with the reasoning of
the SDF. It hopes to win support for the future socia.list movement by kowtowing
to the bureaucrats - by not running candidates against the Gemocratic Party.

Thus it adopts a policy which hardly a year sgo the ISL itself would have char-
acterized as "class collaborationism.® Now we begin to understend theé reluctance
of the ISL leadership and the YSL Right Wing to criticize the CP's line on the
American Question. It couldn't simply because it heppened to agree with it.
Further we unddrstand its reticence in attacking the Memorandum of Understanding
along these lines. It coruld.n‘t because it-gided with the SDF against the SP on
this question. - aen S

. adt e

It should alsd“%e clear that this is- not a tactical question but rather one
of the most fundamental nature. In considering this question one' is not con=
sidering aveilable’ resources for running:a decent campaign but simply’ the m-
ciple itself of 1nd.ependent class politics in opposition to the Democratic Party.
In a conversation I had with Martin, he-inade it clear that the. ISL resolution is
not simply meant to trea\: electoral policy for a socialist sect of the size we
know. On the contraty, he_envisions this policy as applicable to a large ‘spcial-
ist movement, at least the size of the' SP'in the Thirties. He feels that the



greatest fault of the SP in the Thirties was simply its insistence on running
ceandidates. According to this logic, if it had adopted the point of view of the
SDF, then it wouldn't have lost Reuther. The fundamental approach here is that
a socialist movement should move to the right at a fast enough pace to keep up
with all those who are attempting to desert the socialist movement in order to
gain power in the trade: union bureaucracy. That is one way to bdbulld a socialist
party and .as the experience of the SDF illustrates, even from an opportunistic
point of view it is a fajlure. For once you drop your fundemental socialist
identity and polltics then you have no reason whatsoever for exittence and you
soon die.

o

Mﬂﬁm&wﬂ?

It would be difﬁcult. I should think, for Ma.rtin to square this new. resolu—
tion with his claim that the ISL-and YSL Right Wing is not systematically adopt-
ing to the social democracy, a claim which comes not from left wing sources
alone, but from one of the founders of the tendency, Hal Draper. The only way
he can explain away this new resolution as consistent with the development of the
ISL is to slander the whole past of the ISL. It may very well be that Shachtman,
even before the Abner campaign, was for this policy. However, the fdct that he
waited until now to bregk this new position is illustrative df two things. In
the first place it points out that the rank and file membership of the ISL was
far from ready to liquidate ideologically into the social demoocracy, and Shacht- -
man had to move slowly and carefully. Secondly it points out the’ catalytic
effect of the SP-SDF entry proposal on all those latent social democratic elem-
ents in the program of Shachtmanism. As I briefly pointed out, such an attitude
as the ISL has adopted towards the Liberal Party and ADA leads logically in the
direction of the current resolution, but only in an atmosPhere of an organiza-~
tional dissolution into the SP-SDF did Shachtman have enough nerve to put for-
ward his whole reformist position in such a blatant way.

The importance of all this to the unity question shorld be pretty obvious.
Before unity is a.ctua,lly accomplished the leadership of the tendency which
states so fervently that it will never change so much as one point of its program
once in the SP-SIF is already basically.revising its idedlogical baggage before
it even gets on the -mocial democratic train. It does not offer much com:fort to
those whq view this new move as the "leniniem o:t‘ today."
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*° WE PLEAD GUILTY

- The National Action Committee of the. YSL, at 1ts
meeting on Wednesday, June 19, asked Tim Wohlforth if he had .

attended the recent convention of the Soclalist Workers Party.,

Tim stated that he had attended the convention, but when re-

quested to name all other YSLers who had attended, he refused

to name them, feeling that it was up to the individuals in-

volved whether they wished their attendance to be made known.

_ We, the undersigned, freely admit that we, too, are
"guilty" of having attended the SWP convention.- We ask our
accusers to consider: Why did we'do it? Why do we, who:only
~ a year or six months ago oriented toward the ISL ‘as the-.only

viable Madult" socialist organization, and who regarded the SWP
with hostility, -- why do we now feel close enough to 'the SWP
to attend its convention as visitors? The answer lies in -the..
political direction’of the ISL, and with it the YSL Right Wing.
Six months or a year ago, we were under the impression that:the
ISL.was a revolutionary socialist organization, albeit one which
did not show too much life or promise. We considered the SWP .~

- also to be a revolutionary socidlist organization, but one so

burdened with mistaken theories and pradtices that to-give it
 gerious consideration was the farthest thing from our Binds.

o ...But during the past year th _I5L has retreated from
revolutionary politics so far and so fast, that there can be.:
no doubt in the mind of any thinking person that the ISL has. -
passed far beyond the line separating revolutionary socialism
from reformism, Various aspects of the ISL~YSL policles in the

~ past -- for example, their approach toward the 1iberal movement--
‘were indications of the directlon in which they might move

. .these, however, could still be considered permissible within

the framework of a revolutionary organization, But the abrupt
turn toward the social democracy, towards "unity" with the
SP-SDF, and corollary position on the electoral question, made
it crystal clear that the ISL and its co~-thinkers in the YSbL
were moving in a direction diametrically opposed from revolu-
tionary socialism,

This was a shock to us. For on a whole host of
questions the ISL had suddenly shifted into reverse gear and
assumed positions contradictory to what the comrades in the
ISL, whom we then respected and admired, had taught us: the
nature and role of the soclial democracy as being a tendency
within the socialist movement which acts as the last prop of the .
capitalist class in a crisis, and therefore, a tendency which 1s
an obstacle to soclalism; the conception of the UN as being a
reflection of the existing relationship of forces between the
world imperialist powers? with no ability to play an independent
role; the conception of "democracy" as specifically “workers
democracy", in no way to be confused with slipshod formulations
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which might confuse workers democracy for bourgeois or
parliamentary democracy; and finally, an abhorrence of arbitrary
bureaucratic methods of organization.

On these questions and more, the ISL, and with it, .-
tacitly or openly, the YSL Right Wing, has made an about face
and marched directly rightwards. On nearly every important
event which has occurred during the past year -- the 1956
elections, Gaza, the labor probe, the uprisings in Eastern
Burope, the crisis in the American CP, to mention a few --
Labor Action, the ISL, or the YSL, have taken the opposite
of a class-struggle, revolutionary socialist position., An
organization cannot be expected to be right on every question,
of course; but when it 1s wrong on every question, then per-
haps one might be expected to have some doubts gbout the
nature and direction of that organization or tendency.

Had there been the slightest doubt in our minds, at
this late date, whether the ISL was still a revolutionary
socialist tendency, the recently proposed ISL resolution
on electoral policy which calls for virtual support to the
Democratic Party, would have struck the final blow to any
such illusions.

It seemed to us that on many of the current happenings
of the past months, particularly on the regroupment question, the
SWP was taking a more militant, more class conscilous position
than the ISL, Therefore, whether or not we considered the
position of the SWP on the Russian question to be mistaken, and
regardless of the fantastic rumors of the "bureaucratic
apparatus" which ruled. the SWP that we had been nourished on,
we were forced to give the SWP more serious consideration than
we had previously. The SWP seemed to be, whatever 1its
limitations, the only significant organization in the country
which had retained its revolutionary integrity. It seemed
obvious to us that in any regroupment.of revolutionary
socialists the SWP was bound to play a leading role.

Consequently, when we were invited to attend the
SWP convention as visitors, we welcomed the opportunity. Here
was a chance to seé the SWP's highest hody at work -- to see
what the level of the politlcsl discussion in the party was,
whether real disagreements existed, how minority tendencies
were dealt with, and, of the greatést interest to us, how the
delegates evaluated and reacted to the regroupment situation.

On all of these points we were favorably impressed.
The very fact that people from other tendencies were present
at all sessions of the convention, including the election of
the National Committee, was enough to dispel many of the
doubts that some of us had had about the SWP. The truly
democratic nature of the proceedings, the lack of domination
of the discussion by the leadership, the prominence of women
among the delegates, the respectful attention paid to presenta-
tions of minority viewpoints, and -- closest to our hearts --



- /8-

tations of minority viewpoints, and-- closest to our hearts-- Fhe
complete absence of ridicule, laughter, slander, and vituperation
by the leadership of minority views or of inexperienced speakerse=
indicated to us that the SWP is a truly democratic organization,
not merely on paper, but in life as well., It had been a long?
long time since any of us had attended an organizational meeting
where democracy was dctually put into practice, and, I repeat,

it made an impression on us. It turned all the ravirgs of the
Schactmanites about "party democracy" in their own organization
and the "monolithic, bureaucratic, leadership" of the SWP into
the purest hypocrisy, :

The political decisions adopted by the convention were
evidence of a conscious effort to break out of the isolation and
the sectarian-tendencies forced upon the SWP, .as well as upon all
other radical tendencies, by the past period of reaction and
retreat. This present period of regroupment poses important choices
before a political organization., - Shall it withdraw from the
perspective of a genuine regroupment of revolutionary socialists, -
either in the ostriche-like manner of the SLP or by the equally
sectarian turning to the right and ignoring the all-important
Stalinist arena, as the ISL has done? Or. shall i1t, with programmatic
integrity and organizational flexibility, face this new situation
with- an intention to build 'a revolutionary party?. The.SWP has
chasen the latter course,. Tremendous adjustments-must be made to

adapt to this-new~situation;‘adjustments"w&ichzaffect every rank
and file member of the party. The eonventicn indicated its detere -
-mination to meet this test, , SR

., Another- example of the determination of the SWP to- break .

~out of the isolation and sectarian aspects of the last period is

the adoption.by the convention of a line for a -strong political.

offensive on "democracy': emphastzing the democratic nature of

the socialism the SWP advocates, of course; emphasizing the

~struggle for demoeracy’.in the trade unionsy and. emphasizing demo-

cracy in the party itself, Needless to say, the difference between ..

\»this,'workerS‘democracy,vand,the»vaguegfmaUdIin,vunSpecified B
"demoeracy" that so many of our friends are muttering about-these.

daysy will. be. stressed, ’ - ‘ :

Before deseribing the now-famous "youth panel™,. we would "
-1ike"to make clear our indignation at.the Right Wing's treatment
of this whole matter of the SWP convention, Tim has nothing to
fear from any governmental committees befcre which he ‘might have
~ to appear; for at the NAC meeting June 19 he faced a.long ingquisi-
“ticn from his own comrades, which reminded im of nothing so much
as the famous Army-McCarthy hearings. . "Did you or did you not
attend the SWP conv ention?" he was-asked, "Name those members
of the YSL who attended," "Tell us what was discussed on the
yeuth panel, " _ .

We -would, cf course, have no -objection to discussing the
SWP conv ention in a normal comradely atmosphere., There would be
ncthing lost and much to be gained from such a procedure, However,
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in the poisoned atmcsphere which now exists, with threats of
expulsion in the air, and after having been called "disloyal" and
"Cannonite agents" for so many months, we see no purpose in such
an inquisition except to fortify the Right Wing's emphasis on
petty organizaticnal bickering which it ccnsiders, and rightly so,
the only possible way to cover up the weakness of its politics.

The manner in which the Right Wing has treated the SWP -
convention is one more concrete sign that the YSL is about to
become the narrow youth group of the ISL, oriented solely to its
own liquidation into the SP-SDF., Any pretentions to the "broad-
ness" of the YSL have been clearly shown to be outright misrepre-
sentation, The Right Wing waxes indignant at the possibility of
a member of any "adult" tendency other than the ISL (and-how,
we suppose, the SP-SDF right wing), acting in the YSL a3 a‘disciplin~
ed member of that adult tendency, doing "opponents work" in the
YSL, so to speak. Yet these same Right Wingers expect each YSL
member to do "opponent® werk in all adult tendencies which he
feels ¢lose to or is a member of -- all tendencies except the ISL,
that 1s. For not one inkling of the serious cleavage on the ISL-
PC on the "unity" question was revealed to the YSL, even though
our Naticnal Secretary happens to be a member of the ISL-PC, until
months after it developed, and even then most YSLers heard about
it only through a report of the Left Wing Caucus. This failure to
communicate to the YSL a sharp disagreement within the ISL on a
question which vitally concerns the v ery existence of the YSL,
shows without a doubt t-at the primary loyalty of ISL members
within the YSL is to the ISL, not to the Y¥YSL,

With this double standard for dual membership in "adult"
political organizations, the YSL should frankly disavew all its
pretensions to being a "broad" organization. How can the YSL in
gocd faith ask members or sympathizers of any "adult" tendency to
join the YSL, if they are expected to do "opponents werk" in
that organization for the YSL? The Right Wing will answer this, -
we expect, by saying: "We do not ask members or sympathizers
of tendencies other than the ISL to jcin us. We do not want such
people in the ¥YSL." If that is so, then the YSL should frankly
and openly affiliate with the ISL and do away with the hypocrisy.

Word of cur attendance at a ycuth panel held during the
SWP conv ention has somehow reached the ears of the Right Wingers,
ever-eager tc pick up a piece of gossip which they can use for
their own malicious purposes. This ycuth panel was not, ccntrary
tc rumecr, some devious plot designed to wreck the YSL. Young
SWPers from varicus areas met to discuss the possibilities for
building a ycuth mov ement in each area. The discussion was
ocriented strcngly in the direction of reaching former members of
the LYL., The general idea of the SWP is to push for a regroupment
of militant youth within the framework of the only nationwide
suvelalist youth organiz-tion, the YSL., This is the first time that
the SWP hasg seriously oriented toward the youth, and the young
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people in the SWP greeted this orientation with great enthusiasm,
It was our impression that these young péople, with their a
militancy, their interest in ideas, their organizational experience,
and their great interest in a youth persgective,vregardless of our
theoretical differences, would be a gréat source of strength to
the YSL. o ¢ : !
It might be argued that the SWP, at' its convention and
youth panel, was nerely "putting on a show" for us; that their
professed interest in helping to build a broad, miiitant youth
mov ement is not "sincere." However, we dovbt very much that an
organization is going to spend a considerable amount of 1ts -
valuable convention time, which, after all, is very limited, on
a question in which it is not "sincerely" interested, merely for
the benefit of a few people, '

We suggest, iIn any event, that the YSL put the sincerity
of the SWP's proposal to a test, by inviting all SWP youth to ,
join the YSL with full demccratic rights, and helping us to build’
a broad, militant youth movement,. - v : ’

Signed: .

Martha Wohlforth *
Danny Freeman~;
Sharon Gold **
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YOU PLEAD GUILTY? BUT NOT TQ WEAT YOU ARE CHARGHD WITH!
(The "Left-Wing"and the SWP Convention)
by Max Martin sad Art Lowé

.han tha Hational Action Cormittes adopted its notiom in rogard to
Comrade Wonlforth ~nd ths SWP Convantion on June 19th, it hed no intantion
of wrinting this motion in Y&R. ¥or 444 tho typ suthors of thig briaef note.
The submission for publicatiaon of the article by l.. Wohlfurth;-D. Frasman
and 3. Gold to ths YSR makos dasireble the publication of thz IS wotlon ,
as well, to claar up tho distortions in that erticle. (How our three authors -
nons of vhom ware uresont at tho NAC meeting im qusstion-can sllow thm=
solvos to fael thet they are informed xk aa to vhat took plecs would nels
on intsorasting enquiry.) ; .

A comparison of the motion end tas article should rnake clear mhnt thase
distortions are. To delinests the obvious housver, me raife a fsv questions;

1. Tha articlo tries fo give the impresaion tiet tho cherge againsi
Comrade Voklforth mes that he attsnded tha WP Convention. I% 1a §0 inia
that our euthors too *plesd-zullty': But & realing of the NAG motion
pakes claar that Wohlforth is Daing rabulked ghi for his sttendancs ot tho

SWP gathoriag, tut rather for My intantion of hding this fect from his

co-VAC mombers snd tha YSL mabarshiz, M Fofucel vhen cuasiioned on it
to giva tho NAC information legitimate for 1% to rsmuect, end Mis ‘continued
refusal to this hour to earry out his ‘ohlignt;on of providing the WAC with

this information,

2. Ths article givas ths impression that Wohlforth's reticencs orn this
ooint rasvlts not from eny greetor loyalty to somd othor group than to the
YSL = ha would bs 23lightad to tall us all cbort the SWP Conventien = but be-
cenga of his rafusal to Qai‘ticiag’ata in Magarthy=tyos 1nqui.sitﬁ.on= By tha MAC
which occurad, morsovar, in sn atuosphyrs of chargss againat tha leftering®
of "disloyalty" and SCannonism®, Why then d1d Wohlforth not pravent ths inquisiék
tion, and sirmliansously deal a soricns bdlow 2gainst ths chargos of "adislaoyalty",
by informing tha MAG of his attendence et the SWR Convontion and cngroring its
quastions on it befora hs wss quastionad by MAC wambors? Why, also, ¢id he :
at onz pcint aufin~ tha "quastioning® = bafors ho decidad for reasons of diplo-
raey to pratapd to answar our quastions - say that 'he wovld rsfuee to answar any
of our quaostions until he ot tha parmmission of tha SWP to do 20! Why, latar,
did ha say thet he would tall us anything me wish to Jmow end thon procasd to
- avads &1l of th@ ocuastions wd askad hin?

3, Our autiors convay tha imorassion that ths 577 invitation to T. Wohlforth
D. Fraomen, T. Wohulforth, and S.Gold provas how forthrizht and sincars ths SVF
1g. ifeuld not an invitation to, lat us say, M. Jarrington have boan & 01t more
psrguasiva? Thay point to tha prossnce at tha SWP Convantion of vieitors fron
othor orranizations = bgsidss tha ¥SL, that i3 = es evidonce for thelr con-
tanticn on this matter. Bat sincs Wohlforth rafusas to tall us vho they ware,
why are wa to sive any credsncs to this noint? Wa suspect we know at laat one of
them annd remain singvlerly unimprassad with eny claims ebout his "obj sctivity®
and pyrwarg of obsorvation.

] 4. sind. fip2lly, wo aels all YSL wenbars to ponder how mach mora thex krow
about ths "youth penel" at the SWP Convantion - ot vhich, gxg hoer, thara took
pleca a discussion, in Woblforth's prasance, of SWP work g the YSL - than they
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, raading
alraady 1= » fron/wasdx ths ; antgng and 3ort Docx's lot-er , now thet they
havy raed ta articla of our "lafte-ing® frionds?

18X OF TR MAC MCTION OF JUNE 19

It Yas bain rasortad to saverel nxribars of ths FAC thet Tollforth attonded
tha rascantly hild convantion of tho Socialist Woriars Party, Further, that hs
ettanisd tha Youth sassion of that convontion at vhich trare took place in uls
nrasence 2 (iscussion of SWP-AYS work in the ¥YSL, Wonhlforth had not ranoried to
tha corm:ittas that ha hed inteAdsd to atsond the SWP convantion, nor had he
subsaguaatly revorted his attendsnes at 1t. It wae obvious to ths NAC that he
ned no intantion of so ranorting. At today's maetins, thsraforo. various JIAC
usoers guostirnad hinm abont the feots raportad to tham. Es g askad if it vas
ttms ithat he had att:ndad the SWP convantion. Telon sbackc by the cuagilon which
he 418 ot axpect, ha raplisd affirmatively, He e asizad if ha ras 2 ma:bar of
' the SWP. Ha sald, "No." Agkod in what capacity ha attonded tho $'P convention,
he raslied, "Aa an invitod vigitor.® He wmrc then reiced what ssssions of ths
convention he .hed ationded. Augwor: Tha youth panel, tho slsction of the nstione-
el camittas, 2nd parts of otiler ssssions. it reg requastad that he givo & de=

tailad *s*aodt of tho t‘ilc\lsailnl et ths Ymta Pmol. and rapligd that ha dg-=

Subgaguanily, rs stetad that 1o had rscousidarsd and would answar ell
© quastiong out to him, Howaver ha yrccsaﬂa!’ to raply to all guastions about
the Yo ta Fensl of tha convention 4o such a fashion &as to provide tha coimittee
with no mors infor-at!on than can Us lsernad fre- ths Militant and from Bart
Back's letter to th: T5l. NFe specifically dnring this nariod dsclinod to answer
two concrsto-masticrg put to him. 1. on tha 148ntity of othar visitors to tha
eonvantion and 2, on th2 1dantity of othar YSlers who -wers visitors to thy con=
vantion, ,

It s claar Trom this incident that Comrndy Wohlforth fasls that othar ob=
liretions 113 ray have supsrcsdshis oblisetion to supnly tha RAC mith inforration
- 3saantial to 1t for its pursuit of ita vronar sctivities, Tha~> can bs no doubt

that the inforration raocuastad on tha SP Youth Parswnectivas and activitiocs,
masg of lositinabts and nseessary concarn to the RAC and thet NAO o:9-bars ara
-obliznta’ to provids sich irformatisn to ths cawrittsz, Tha NAC notas its view
t at fonlforth's banavior-ia lucorpatinla with-mambarghin on tha YSL iAC bdut
. tzat 4r 1in2 with its gararal attitnde, on similar- mucisli..a by Wohlforth
-4t tzltesno zetim on the matter at thisg tima,

: The NAC colls thae foragoeins frcts and viows of-ihs sommittas to tho ate
“tantion of tha ontirs mamborshinp of the YSI,
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SOCTIALISH AWD DEIIOCRACY - A REPLY TO SIHANE HMAGE
BY MAX MARTIN-
III.

We have stated several times during the course of this article
that the real dispute between the NAC Draft Resolution on the Crisis
o f World Stalinism and its "left wing" critic, Shane lla ge, revolves
around the question of the relationship of democracy to soclalism,
andthe application of this relatlonship to a country like Hungary.

Tt is necessary to examine this dispute with speclfi references

to lage's views on the concrete problems of the Eungarian and Pol=-
ish revolutions, his prognosis as to thelr further course has Russla
not intervened in Hungary, and his program for meeting the problems
that would ha ve arisen 1n that event, S

lMage informs us that our references to the anti=Stalinist
revolutionx as a'democratic" one, seeking "no other change", is
unreale "A huge number of economlc and social changes eee are the
inseperable accompa nyment to the popular revolutions against Stal-
inism .e.e", he says. Now perhaps the resolution can be charged
with bad formulation on this point, for what was intended was the
idea of a revolution which does not aim at restoring private prop-
erty in the decisive means of production but instead seeks the
democratization of statified economye But even if this point 1is
unclearly expressed, it is clear that the NAC is aware of the factx
that a "huge number of economic and social changes" accompany the
anti-Sta linist revolution and are part and parcel of 1te Not onlym
are we a® aware of this; we insist on it, Otherwise, how could we
declare that the democratic revolution witnessed in I nga ry last
year constituted a x social revolution, that it 1nv51Ved a change
of the social system? ' :

The dispute 1s not over whether there are such changes, but
rather as to their charascter and as to the program one advocates
for a socialist goverhment in dealing witi these changes and the
nroblems they entail. Let us look at the problems that iaze dire-
fully predicts. And then at his solutions for them,
1) "The establishment of formal democracy (sic - we are talking
about real, not formal, deiiocracy) means free elctions to a
soverelgn parliamente..eresult in fact in a governnent represent-
ing the petty-bourgeois majorit ese” In other words, free elec-
tions and the rule of the majority will result in a non=-workers,
petty=bourgeois governments,
2) The Catholic Church would have organized the peasant and petty-
bourgeois majority, so that free elcetions would.l:ave resulted in
a "clerical majority" in the government.
3) A "petty-bourgeois government...would be able to bLring about
a return to capitalism, and in very short order.” This capitalism,
which ilage qualifies as a petty-bourgeols type state capitalism,"”
vould be "based (to start with) on small property on the land
and ir production and trade."
4) "The first step wpuld be...restoring capitalist relationshilps
in agriculture and small production and retail trade." This, U ke
the TEP in Russia, would continually tend "to develop restoration-
1st tendencles." In the hands of a "petty-bourgeois government,"
the Hungarian"NEP"would, like Iukharin's policies during the Rus-
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sian FEP, "certainly lead straicht to capitalism,"

5) "another decisive aspect of tle return to capltalismesewould
be the ties of Poland and (lungary with the capitalist vworld market,"
privarily with the U,S.

€) The nationalized industries "would serve the intercsts of the
peasants and pett-bourgeoisie and the needs for trade with

the Western capitalists." This would mean "an orientation en=-
tirely to consumer goods production, for the benefit of tle peas-
ants" and a de-emphasis "of the growth of the state secotr, i,e.,
of industrial production," . ,

7) And the consequerses of thia? a) "Vages kept loweeell b)"e.s
workers counclls.s.notesiealloved to interfere,..inthe management
of the economy.," ¢) The ",..work forge would be sharply reduced
eee!, 1.6,, there would Le large-scale unemployments d) "e..the
workers representatives would not be allowed to hold vover in

the governmentess" : :

All of thls would have flowed from restricting the revolu-
tion to general democratic aims, argues liage. And these develop-
ments would have added up to travel on the road towards capitalist
restoration, or perhaps even to having al eady arrived there. /e xk

shall have to subject lage's predictions to a close analysis, to
see which are false, which true, and which half-true, but before
doing so, 1t 1s necessary to view the problem fporom another angle.,

Let us, for pnmposes of argumentation, concedsfor tle moment
that liage's prognostications would turn out to Le true, that the
developrients he foresees in the event.of the "restriction™ of
the revolution to "general democratic aigs" and a "parliament" =
restrictions liage alleges the NAC advocates - are correct, What
then is the answer? Hﬁge l:forms us that "establislhment of the
state power of the working class" and the "soviet system’ =
which, he alleges, 1s hIs program as opposed to that of tle
NAC = represen%s the solution, o

iy 1tself? Automatically? llow will this prevent the peasants

from decollectivising the land? Or the peasants fror. being the
najority of the "soviet!" government? Or %He peEEy-bourgeoisIe
Irom demandlr corsumper goods? How, in short, will it Hrevent

that "huge number of econonlc and social .changes' which trouble
hinn so? His answer: by itself it will not prewent Theme AS a
matter of fact, he tells us, it "does not guaranteeseeagainst cap-
italist restoration." Indeed, Iungary "would Imediately he faced
with the same sort of problems." All that 1t would guarantee 1is
"the opportunity of the working class at every point to inmpose

its own soclialist direction of the nation."

And what would such socialist direction consist of? .iith what
program would a soc st government mee e pronlens .‘age writes
o hat slou 8 program be s Is ~Important questlon, for
otherwise, hiow 1s one to know if I'age has any answers to the
probleils he vsoses. Dut at this point I'age breaks off his trend of
thought and begins to discuss sorething dlse. This, hiowever,
not because e lacks a bororraite On the contrary, his articles are
per::eated with his program at every point, and he discusses so e
asects of the:: co:.cretely ii: verious sections. It is ©is we
st look at, '
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i‘age's Program,

The first and most impprtant plank in Shane's prosram, openly

stated by him, consists of the dlseniranchliserient df’the;pgasantr¥f
and petty-bourgeois majority In the country, of refusing to 1et

“parkicipa te In the political rule of uhle natlons Tn a6 pPicture he
paints, the workers as a minority are Gto excsrclse exclusive
political rule in oppositlon To the peasant majoritye In that way,
and that way alone, the peasants can be prevented from doing all of
the things they wish to, which will add up to capitalist restora-
tiOn. )

We asked above: how will a "soviet system" prevent the re asants
froin being the majority of the "soviet" government, that is, how
will it prevent them from ruling through the "soviets"? After all,
it is the possibllity of peasant and petty-boubgeois government
tLat troubles I'age so muche As we understood the "soviet system",
it was a system of "soviets of workers, peasants and soldiers,"
of all of the oppressed, of the entire tolllng populatione

Won't the peasant majority in the "soviets" constitute a "soviét"
government, l.e., a petty-bourgeois "soviet" government? Von't
special measures be needed to prevent this from hanpening? 4and
doesn't liage advocate such measures? Of course he does, lle even tedls
us what some of these aree Is it an accident that i'age refers al-

m ost exclusively to a system of "workers councils," instead of

he riore familiar term, "w-orker’sf peasants and soldiers councils" &
and that he only once refers to "the creation of councils of
working peasants?" And that almost in passing?

Imn't it quite ‘clear that he aims at establishing a government
which will exclude the majority from rule? Item: "Free elections,
in turn would mean the establishment of a government reflecting the
nwierically largest section of the population." ilage isn't going
to let that happen,not if he can help it, Item: "4 majority
cannot express 1ts rule unless it 1s organlzed." liage doesn't
intend to let that happen either. Item: "1t may be that some com-
radesesswill claim that this is fundemocratic’..." In his reply,
ilage says this and tha t but doesn't say it's "not undemocratic
(with or without qutation marks around undemocratice"

We ask: does anyone recall reading, during the last dozen
or more years, from the pen of one who calls hirmself a socialist
such a derogetion of "free elections," outside of the Stalinist
press? Free elections are clearly a problem for ilage, wiiether these
be elections to "soviets" or to a parliament. One way he intends
solving the problem is to prevent the peasants and the petty-
bourgeoisie from organizing what political parties they choose, by
effectivély disenfranchising them, in other words, but of this
more below. But at thls point we would like to ii.form Comrade Hage
that one of his co-thinkers, another "left-wing" critic of ours,
has come up with the"solution" to his problem.

This solution, with which the name of Corrade siobertson 1is
asgociated, was advanced soe tiie ago (see Forwi, ilay 1954) as a
polemlc against the view "that at this time TID2I, afier the civilm

war - I.M,) the Comuunists should have called for new elections %

to aix the all-Rusgian Soviets and turned the state power over to
whatever majority party or coalition emerged from the woviet
elections." (Actually, the view being polemicized against is not
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stated accurately = it did not speak of "calling new electi ms,"
but of allowing the unhampered exercize of continuous renewal of
soviet deputies, the best feature of the soviet systens) The
ilgolution adhered to by Robertson rejected the idea of such elec-
tions - since the Lolsheviks probably would have lostk} T

In this view, elections are for when "our side" is sure of
winning, not at other times, While we ourselves prefer the honesty
of those who say: "we're agalnst elections, that's all there 1s to
it," we recommend this additional "golution" to ilage for dealing
with the problem he sees facing him as being in line with his
"arxist," "left-wing" thinking on such matters. As for ourselves,
we stand for free elections, with the full recognition that there
1s a "risk" that we may lose under them, If we ever declided that we
were acaint elections when such a risk exlsted, a desicion we know
we will never make, we would simp}.y,say: "Po hell with all of
this talk about democracy, feriod." '

. While liage does not say/in so many wards, he clearly is for
prohibiting "pro-capitalist" parties from existing, _presunably
among them, the Pollsh Peasant Party and the Hungarian Smalle
holders Party. But that means he stands for the disenfranchlse-
rent of the peasants of thbse countries, We hope tl:at we will not
)6 told tha t we have no right to charge him with this because he
did not say that the peasants were to be prevented from voting
entirely. As all comrades who think about the question will re-
alize, when a minority party is ruled off the ballot in the U.S, on
some technicallty or other, the first thing socialists say is that
its supporters are thereby being deprived of their franchisee The
Russian people also vote, it must be remembered, but they have been
deprived of their 'franchise nonetheless, .

In the #m dlscussion in the New York Unit, Comrade Wohlforth
also argued for the proposition that the revolutionary Hungarian .
workers should not have permitted the organization of pro=capitalist
nvartles, but on a different basis. He explained that this was not
a question of principle, but rather one of tactlcs. To allow the
formation of pro-bourgeols parties, he argued, would have given Russi
a weaoon with which to slander the revolution as a "ecounter~revolukio;
On this line of reasoning oned can say that the Iungarion people ’
should not have established any democratic procedures, since this
also would have given the Kremlin such a weapon. Or that they shohld
not have eneded Russian domination of Hungary, since this aloowed
the Russlan rulers to slander the revolution as a break with"prole-
tarian internationalism"™, This way of looking at the problem can
can be reduced finally to the proposition that 1if the llungarlans
hed not revolted, the Russlans would not have been able to slander
thelr revoltl

It is painful to discover that in this day and age there are
corrades in the YSL for whom the road to socialism proceeds not throy
the expansion of democracy, but its restriction. ind not merely the ’
vestriction of demoeratic rights of a small handful of expolters, but
of the vast peasant majority. To argue agalnst such a view in the
YSI would be superfluous. All we wish to do 1s to state our view,
the view of our movement. In our opinion, all political partles,
including bourgeols, petty-bourgeois and peasant ones rust have all
democratic rights in a workers state, including the right to advocate
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capitalist restoration, so long as they abide by legality and con-
fine their restorationist efforts to advocacy, attempting to win
elections, etc. o , - o

Ma ge wlll of course tell us that this opinion is not in accord
with ILenin, but In so doing he 1is sdandering Ienin and Dolshevism
in the fuise of defending them. He willl tell us that owr concepts
are not in accordance with those expressed by Trotsky in 1938. But
we long a go decided that Trotsky's formula on this question was
vague and that 1t evaded the essential questions posed on this point.
We, in other words, stand on the platform of democratic socialism.
In l'age's view, the NAC's position in favor of "ull rights for all
pro-caplitalist parties" is in "conformity with its orientationeees.
bourgeois democracy". He does capitalism too much honore gHe kmxmtx
besmirches socialism,

llage's Program Vs, the Democratic Soziallst Program

1)e But let us look at liage's prognostications, a nd a t his pro-
gram for dealing with the difficulties he envisions, as contrasted
with a democratic approach to these problemse His first point 1s that
with free electlons, under democracy, the peasants and netty~-bourge
eosie who comprise the majority of the population will organize - or-
be organiz ed Into = an anti-socialist party or coalition which will
then win any free elections that are held and organize a petty=-bourg-
eols government. To prevent this llage will not allow such parties
to be organized = he says so - and moreover perhaps not even allow
any elections to be held - on this point hils not as frank as his
co=thinker Robertson. .

But that means that liage 1s for carrying out socialist measures
in Hungary = for beginning the creation of the economic foundations
of a sociallst soclety = in onvosition to the vast majority of the
peop le. For forcing socialism down people's throzts in other words.
For us and our movement this notion was long ago = lon; bhefore the xxj
line, comrades - subjected to the condemmation it deserves. If age
were right, if the majority of the Hungarian people opnosed socialism
then 1t would only mean that Hungary was not ready for a soclalist -

- transformatlion, and to attempt to effect it would be a crime. Not
merely because such an effort would violate our "pure" democratic
ideals, but because whatever would be created along this road would
NCT TE SOCIALISM,

Did matters actually stand the way liage sees them? Would the
prospects for steps toward sociallism be gloomy, had the Hungarilan
revolution not been massacred by Russian troops? /e ourselves see
no reason for pessimism and much reason for optimism on this score.
The facts are that not only did the Hungarian working class possess
a strong soclalist consciousness, but so did other classes ard so did
the partles and politicians which represented them. 4ll of the evi-
‘dence avallable conclusively demonstratedd that a majority of the
Iungarian nation stood for democratic soclalism. All of the politicaj
parties organized during the few days in which the Hungarian revolu- '’
tion was master of the nation went out of their way to explain that
they did not stand for capitalist restoration. So did various pro-
minent bourgeols politicians. ELven the Church felt itself eonstratne
to glve a simllar impression. Comrade liage, we sugsest that you¥ re-
read the abundant evidence for this assertion marshalled in the pages
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of iabor Action and the Ncw Infternational in the viceks and months
rolTowing the revolution, 1ven the U.k. report describes the program
of the Iungarian people as that of democratic soclilalsimé

4@ 2) llage describes the role of the Catholic Chwrch In Hungary as
that of organizer of the anti-soclalist, reactionary peasant and
petty-bourgeois majority which would, under "pure" democracy, lead
fungary back to capitalism., How, we demand, is he going to prevent Xk
this from ocurring? In part via preventing thse organization of pro=- .°

capitalist partles. W1ll that be enough for him however? Won't the

Church organize the peasantry in other ways to delay or hamstring the
the workers state? Won't l'age stand for suppression of the church,

or at least for denial to it of some of its rights? Ilage does not
exactly let the membership in on his views on this question, so we
cannot answer with complete certainty. But we would ask-this: if

Mage does not mean that the workers should suppress or restrict the
Church's riﬁhtsain some way, then what was the point of hils predicting
that under "pure" democracy the Church will behave in this way, and x%
vse this prediction as an argument against "pure" democracy. Either *
llage intends to restrict the rights of the Church, or he wasted a -
lot of pap er and ink in developing his point on the Church.

) >e BN - '

We stated that we camot be certain as to what lage intends on
this matter. But during the New York membership discusslon Wohlforth
in his presentation defended a view -~ whether he thought it was also’
Jiage's or not we cammot say - that call ed for supmression of the
Church. Sharply and vigorously rebtiked for this by a number of New
York YSLers during the discuss ion, Wohlforth "retreated" in his
swmary to the position that so long as a majority of Ilungarians were
Cathollcs he would oppose suppressing their church, but when a major-
ity would cease being Catholics then he would stand fopr suppression.
Is it any wonder, then, that Wohlforth does not understand wha t we
mean by the term "democratic soclalism"? Some comrades may think that
he is being hypoeritical when he asks us: "What 1s this 'democratlc
socialisk: .a3grouprent that you aré talking .about? “What is Tdemos:.
eratlc soclalism'2" Ve, hpwever, ‘believe that .he honestly does not
know and that he simply cannot grasp what democracy is all about,

In contradistinction to the view of Wohlforth-i‘age, we take a
different position on the Catholic Church. We are gainst its sup-
nression even if there is only one Catholic left in the country. We
bel ieve that the Catholic Church in Hungary, Poland and elsewhere
whould have complete freedom, as a private, voluntary, religious org-
aniza tion, to conduct lts activities, unrestricted In any way by
the state, and without state interference into the internal affalrs
of the Church. We believe, also, naturally, that there must be com-
plete separation of church from state, including the completely secu-
lar chara cter of public education.

Iet us, however, admit an obligatlion where one is due. We owe
to liage-Wohlforth our recognition that the Draft Resolution 1is de-
fective in that it does not discuss this question. Mage 1s right, we
should have paild attention to the Catholic Church in the resolution.
What we sould have sald in 1t, however, 1is not what lMage-Wohlforth
believe, but our democratic views. The conventlion should remedy
this defect.
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Church in Hungary? In the final analysis 1t boils down to a lack
of fa ith In the abllity of the socialist wo rking class to forge
an alliance with the peasantry based on a program of building a
democratic soclalist society through democratic stdtificatlon of
industry plus concessions to the non-working class elements In the
population, all within a framework of political democracy. The
question does not consist merely of what the Church will do. Like
i'age, we know that the church will probably try to hlay a reac-
tionary role, But canngt the workers win the political alleglance
away friom the Church? “hat is the question. If not, then one ;
cannot build socla lism and the supp ression of tiie Ciourch will not
produce socialism, We believe that in Hungary, however, it could
have been done and tha t is why we are indeed optimistic about the
soclalis t future of the anti-Stalinist revolution in Eastern
Europe.

3) According to llage, the "petty-bourgeois government" that
would have resulted from what he feels the line of the NAC to .
be would have brought a bout a return to capitalism in very short
order. Iet us see what would have constituted a return to capital-
ism in hils opinion. ' :

4) "The first step would be...restoring capitalist relation-
ships in agriculture addsmall production and retsil trade." But
if tha t is the first step toward the restoration of capitalism,
then is Ma ge proposing to prevent the peasants from taking back
their land if tha t 1s what they should wa nt to do? And ifl so,
what has s uch a policy in common with that of Lenin and Trotsky
on this question, the Ienin and Trotsky whom he quotes so often?
It strikes us as being closer to Stalinist policy of forced col-
lectivization of the land tha n to those of the leaders of the
Colshevik revolution.

A3 far as we are concerned socialist policy has no 1:terest

in maintaining the bureaucratic collectlvisation of land which
existed 1n Ilungary under Stalinism. At the same tiie, of course,
soctalists do not "favor" private property in agriculture. They stan:
for a democra tic, voluntary socialization of lande Such a social-
izatio n, they believe, can only take place through long term
patient education in favor of nationalization of agriculture.
Therefore , they favor the full right of tie peasantry to reclaim th
land collectivized by the Stalinists in Hungary and would assist the
veasantry in their efforts to organize return of their individual
plots of land to themselves, iforeover it 1s absolutely necessa ry

to recognize not merely this abstract "right" of the peasantry,
but the fact that the bulk of those peasant who are in collectives =
especially in the poorer ones - will wish to disband them and return:

to private proprietorship. Based on this probability a democratic
socia 1lis t government in Hungary would have been prepared to
facllitate such a de-collectivization immediately after it had won
power,

lforeover, there 1s a very good likelihood that Stalinist
collectivization of land in Eastern Burope will have so embittered
the peasantry against collectivization of any kind = both those
peasant who had been in collectives and those who had not - that
for a very, very long time the socialist government would be faced
wlth the reallity of a long term peasant opposition to socialization
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of agrlculture. A democratic socialist government would, of course,
attempt through education amd by the example of tlis superiority

of thos e volunéary collec¢tives which would be organized from the
beginning,Pwin the peasantry to democratic soclilalization of the
la nd. It would not, however, in any shape, manner or form attempt
to organize such collectiviaation through coercion or repression.
And this means more tha n merely refraining from xxEtimgxikm herding
bhe peasants onto collectives with bayonets. It would also mea n
that the state would not adopt economic policies such as to force

a grudging a cceptance of collectivization by the p easantry, 1l.es
would not withhold economic aid from individual peasant. proprietors #

and granted only to collectives or intermediary steps between :
small private peasant agriculture and collective sgriculture.
The state would pla ce such agricultural machinery as the country
poss essed and was able to produce at the disposal of private
peasant holdings as well as In the hands of collectives, elither in
the form of cooperative ow nership of such impleinents or through
state "tractor statil ons,"

What applies to agriculture applies also to small scale Indus-
trial and commercilal enterprises. What has to be remembered 1s that
the Stalinists in Eastern Europe have overstatified the economy
way beyond what is realisticly in accordance with socialist "nation-
alization" requirements, Thus concessions by the working class
to the demands for small scale private Industry and comierce would
not only be in accordance with "gereral democratic aims™ and -
help win support fraom the "petty-bourgeoldie" for the socialist
government; it also would accord with a realistic economic polocy
for a soclalist go vernment in Ilungary.

Hold on, our critics will admonish usl Where does Iilage say
that he intends to prevent the pepasents from re-privatizing the
land? Doesn't he, in fact, imply tha t this "would beese.es absolutely
necessarys..s for any non=3talinist government?" Yes, the sentence
in ila ge's a rticle from which we have just quoted does indeed
imply that llage agrees with us on this pointe. But then, we ask,
what is the meaning of lage's discussions on this score? If this
policy 1s an absolutely necessary one for any non=3talinist gove~
ernment, including such a¥ non-Stalinist government as ifage would
favor, why does this policy constitute "a first step" to "capitalist
restoration?" And even if one ware to regard it as a step toward
that, which we do not, since in the contxt we envision it would
ha ve a different meaning, what does this first sten toward cap=-
itallsm ha ve to do with whether there 1s a "soviet govcrnment"
in an "workers state" or whether we are dealing with a "parliament-
ary government! under "general democracy?" Elther ilage means to
prevent decollectivization of land or else he does not intend for
his "soviet government" to do so. 3Dut in the latter cas e this
first step toward "capltalist restoration"” will result equally
inder a "soviet regime'" as under "general democracy,"

5) "Another dicisive aspect of the return to canitalismees
wouldbe the ties of Poland and Hungary to the capitalist world
market," writes llage, To be sure, a democratic soclalist government
would engage in trade with ca:italist countries, and allow "cheap
Western commodities"” to enter the country. It would also undoubt-
edly seek loans for fmyaximmmkt Industrialization purnoses as did
Russia after 1its revolutions Dut why would this be a daécisive as pect
offl a return to capitalism, when the soclalist state would hold a
monopoly on foreign trade?



6) "Thelr (the nationalized industries) fate would serve the
interests of the peasants and petty-bourgeoisie,"says Lagee Should
it not serve those interests, we ask, as well as the interests
of the workers? Should it not try to meet the needs of all strata
of tle population and at the same time try to advance the sowlalist
future of the Hungarian people through industrialization?

7) llage spells out tle meaning of his previous point this

way: "An orientation entirely to consumer goods production, for the
benefit of the peasants." The tricky word in this sentence 1s entir-
elye Yot only tricky, but misleading, Nobody would stand for such
an orientation"entirely." What is needed, of course, is a program
which balances indus trialization and the production of consumer
goods so as to satidfy the legitimate and rightful demand of the
peasants, petty-bourgeoisie, and workers for cons umer goods. Xkm
Does llage propose that a Ilungarlan soclallst government not try
to meet such a demand for consumer goods? Does he favop a policy
of super-industrialization, sweating the surplus necessary for it x

out of the peasantry? Then indeed he will find 1% necessary to ’
disenfranchise the peasants, and more than thatl

8) The other disaster ous consequenses foredeen vy i:age
need not detain us for they follow only from hils incorrect view
of the actual consequences which would have resulted from
"pure" democracy, and from the wrong meaning he assigns %o those
few cons equences he has rightfully foreseen. -

RUSSLIA AND IIUNGARY

A good portion of the trouble with Shane's thinking about
Ilungary resides in the fact that he accepts Trotsky's conception
of what the various struggles inside Russia during the 1020's
meant, a co nception which subsequent developments have proven to
be mistaken in some large part, and then appllies it to the Hungary =
of 1957, Trotsky felt that the fundamental strugzle in post-civil
war Hussia was between the forces of capibalist restoration,
politicall y represented objectively by the policies of DBukharin,
on the one ha nd, and the forces of the socla list working class
represented: by the le ft opposition., The Stalinis ¥ bureaucracy was
viewed by Trotsky as a "centrist formation" destined only to hold
the center of the stage for a short while and to ‘capitulate to
the forces of capitalis t restoration, Now Trotsky continued to
view the Stalinist bureaucracy in this light long after Stalin
had 11q uidated Bukharin, Dukharin's political sollaborators,
all of the NEPmen, and all of the kulaks, Heé continued to hold to
this view until his death, The SWP until this hour regards Stalin-
ism as a force which is perpetually capltulating to capitallsm,
both internationally - about which they write a great, dgal - and
interna 1lly - about whiclh they say little these days since even they
do not wish to be regarded compietely as laughing stocks,

Now, liage a pparently also s ees the developments in Russia
in this waye. lle then transfers this conception to Iungary in 1956,
had the Russians not masjacred the revolhtion. e, as. iage knows,
have a somewhat diiferen{ ana lysis, not merely as to the nature
of the present Russain state and system, but als o on the devel-
oments which led up to ite. One point in our view is this: That
while there were capitalist restorationist forces, tiiey proved
too weak to restore capitalism, and that when the Iussian workers



proved unable to solve the problems of Russian econonry and Russian
soclety on a socla list basis, these problems were solved not on

a ca pltalist basls - not by capitalist restoration = but in a new
.way and by a new clas s, Do not these facts have any bearing on

he prospects for capitalist resration in Hungary? Especially
when the capitallst forces in that country are weaker than they
were In Russia? Especially when the soclalist working class 1s mkrrx
s tronger in Hungary today than it was in Russia in 1921229 When
there exists a wilder socialist consciousness among non-working
class elements of the population ikmmximem In uncary today

than there did in Russia after the Bolshevik revolution, Hage's
fears of ca pitalist restoration are his own private nichtmare.

II"E REAL PROSPECTS I HUNGARY

In our opinion the prospects for long strides toward socialism

in Ilungary,had the revolution been successful, were indeed good,
As we have already indicated, Hungary in 1956 possessed far better
social bases for s uch a development tha n did ftusgia in 1917,
A s ocla list working class could have forged an alliance with the
peasantry on the basis of the widest political demmocracy and on
"concessions" to the peasa ntry and petty-bourgeoisie in the matter
of de-coll ectivizing land and allowing capitalist small produc=
tion and trade. A socialist government would have been able to win
the support of such el ements and keep them from the enbrace of
Cathollic reaction precisely because 1t had such a program, It
wo uld be more likely to lose the support of the peasantry and
to drive 1t iInto the political arms of the Church in its absence,
A socia 1list government with such support could construct a balanced
progra m aimed at aatisfying the needs of all strata of the populasks

tion for cons umer goods, a t the smme time that 1t worked on the
furbher industrialization of the country and expanded the soclal-
i1st sector of the economy, Would the peasants turn on this social-
ist sector? Wha t do they care about whe ther Industry is statified
or not? They will turn on socialized industry only if and when

it takes their agricultural produce from them at low prices and
'‘glves them few or no inductrial products in return, and those at
extremely high pricesge '

Like Comrade llage, we know Xwm that all manner of problems
would arise - problems to which 1t 1s impossible to pose detalled
answerss. These problems would pose serious headaches for a Hune
garrlan SoclalistX regimee We do not think it necéssary or posse-
ible to anticlapte them all, in their full detail, What we have
triled to do 1s to indica te an approach to their solution and
to counterpose that ap.roach to that of Mage-Wohlforth, Not that
Hungary, left 1solated for a long time from soclalist developments
elsewhere, would have been able by its own efforts and- resources
to establish "socialism in one country". Left isolated, the Hungar=
lan soclalist revolution would ha ve, in our opinion, been able to
malintain 1bs elf for a longer period of time then was the case
wlth the Russian Revolutione Nevertheheless, not aided by the
soclalist revolution elsewhere, it would have at some time or anoth-
er degenerated and given way to some reactionary formation, whos e
eXa ct outlines cannot be predicted in advance, :



=32 A -
MAGE: "DEFENDER" OF BOLSHEVISM OR DEFENDER OF "BOLSHEEVISM®

Throughout his articles Mage presents himeelf as a defender of Lenin and
of Bolshevism, His ".ef8nse" inspires in us the following thought: Protect us
against our freinds, our engmies we will take care of ourselves, Mage takes
the conceptions he holds in regard to Hungary and transfers them back to the
Russian revolution, Fortunately for Lenin and Bolshbvism, Mage'y ideas bear
not too much resemblance to those of the leaders of the Russian Revolution,
Indeed, they remind us much more of the descriptions of Bolshbviam to be found
in the writings of anti-Bolshbviks, The major difference being this ome: Mage's
distopted view 1s prefixed by him with the statement, "Ah, good = that's the
way it should be in Hungary too," AntimBolsheviks presqnt the same picture, but
evaluate it differently, to wit: _"Monstrous®,

"Lenin, " writes lage. ", ..was not emctiy eager to grant !full rightst to
capitalist parties after the victory of the Russiam revolution” And I, adds
Mgge, zm not only"not exactly eager®, but positively infuriasted at the thought
of "granting" such rights in Bungary., If Lenin®s position were as described
by Mage then it would look kind of bad for Lenin, in our opinion, But this
is not the case at all,

Mage quotes from Lenin's "The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade
Koptaky”, Wo presume them that he has read it, Does he recall these words
from 1t}

fAs I have polnted out already, the disenfranchisement of the bourgeoisie
does_not constitute a necessary element of the dictatorship of the proletariate,
Nor did the Bolsheviks in Russia, when putting forward the demand for such a
dictatorship, long before the November revolution, say anything in advance a-
bout the disenfrancgisement of the exploiters, This particular element of the
dictatorship was not born according to a plan conceived by some party, but
grew up spontaneously in the course of the fight,?®

Lenin then explains why, "...the bourgeoisie of its own accord gseperated
1tself from the Soviets, boycqtted them, put itself up and intrigued against
them," And then he points out that this "intrigue" contained among other
elements, military mutiny, Lenin défends_ the subsequent exclusion of the
Social Revolutionary (and Menshivik) Party from the Soviets on the ground st
$xx - not of its being a proecapitalist peasant party - but on thenbasis of
1ts participation in civil (and international imperialist) mar sgainst rev-
olutionary Russia, So this disenfranchisement then had nothing to do with
Lening not being Texactly eager” to "grant ¥full rights,!®

~ ” -~ ~

To be sure, there subsequently grew up in the partya view that this abe
normat situation, which resulted from civil war, was the "normal® one, was
the way things should always be, so that Tomsky could remark in 1921 or
1922 that while there was romm in Soviet Russia for many parties, one of them,
the Bolsheviks, would be in power and the others in jall, But this chapter
is already the beginning of the degemeration of the revolution, not a gloriocus
Page in Bolshevik history, Our movement has long ago declared oup opposition
to such a view, and not merely 1in relatlon to other workingclass parties, or
even merely on regard to peasant parties, but in regard te zll who were .
wllling to accept Soviet legality and confine their opposition to propaganda,
elections, etc, as opposed to expressing their opposition with guns in hand,

Mage informs us that the Constituent Agsembly was dispersed in Russia,
Knowing Mage?y fear of letting the "majority" rule in Byngary, one may be
led to believe that this was Lenin'g motive inmRussia too?! Has Mage read
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. Lenin's ™The es In Respect to the Gonstituent Assembly" as well as
y .. the chapter n "The Proletarian Revolution and the lienezade Kamts

which deals with the Constitusnt Assembly? Does he know that Lenin
‘ag: igned. two reasons in these works as the justification for 1ts dis-
persaa, namely: the more democratlc nature of soviets in general, and
the fact that the Constituent Assembly did not reprecsent the will of
the Russian people, that it dild not repr.sert the democratically-ex-
pressed wishes of the magority of the peop1e3 Let us look at Thesis
4y ,

VThé ¢onvokation of a Constituent Assembly'in our revolution on
the basls of lists drawn up and promulgated at the end of October,
1917, is taking placem in conditions which exclude the nossibility of
a faithful expression of the willl of the people in ocnorql, and of
the- laboring masses in particular, by the elections of the Constit-
uent Assembly," .

- The historical evidence- on this point, 1s too complcx to be gone
into here, Suffice 1t to say that it concerns the fact that the SR's
had splilt after:. the SR voting 1llsts were promulgated, and that the
1lists did.not reflect thé divisions in the party, nob tihe support
enjoyed by each groupinge.The party lists contalned meinly Right-Wing
SR's,_and these composed the overwhelming majority of the SR's elect-
eds However at the time of the meeting of the Assembly, the Left SR's,
who participated with the Dolshhetks in the Soviet government, had
the support of the overwhelminh bulk of those (peasentaxigt mainly)
who had originally supported the united party.

Anyone who- wants to can believe or not.believe Lenin. What has-
to be stressed 1s that Lenin's reasons for dispersing the Assembly,
those that he gaVe, were: democratic reasons, and not anti-democratic
reasonse L : 4 .

horoever, Lénin explainbd, we are in the midst of a- oivil war now,
And all of the Czarist and capitalist forces who are trying to over-
turn the revolution have rallied around the Assembly, while the All-
Russian Congress of Soviets . "represent...the overvhelming majority
of the population of Russia, -2l the workers and soluiers, and 70% or
- 80% of the peasantry...' & |

'What does this have in common-with Mage s presentatlon Of Lenin's
dlSUGPS&l of the’ Assembly9

From reading llage, one xwould get the 1mpression that dispérsinga
.Constlituent Assambly 1s’a pdsk to be lightly undertaken and one that
should be on the agenda of every revolutionary socialist program
during every revolutione What would he then make of the fact that
Lenin proposed not to disperse 1t on the basis of the Lollowing a)
i1t accept Soviet legality, b) support the fight againat the military
counter-revolution, ¢) give "the earliest possible grant to the people

of an extensive right to re-elect the members of the Constituent
Assembly " the latter so as to secure the elecHlon of one that did
represent the people, And that the dispersal was accomplished because
the Constltuent Assmbly, which was a tadl of the counter~revolution,
refused,

The opportunists, wrote Lenin, are turning Marx into a "liberal",

Mage, we must add, 1s turning Lenin intos...a Cannonite,
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On "Soviets"xAnd "Parliaments"

Throughout the course of our reply to Mage we have pretended that Mage's view.
that the distinotion between the Draft Resclution end its "Left=W{ing® oritics cen=
ters on the difference between "genersl democrssy" and "parliament" on the one
hand, and a "workerst state" and "soviets" on the other, actually represented
the ree} differsnmes involveds We did this so as to be able to exemine that
which lay behind the dispute, as this was formulated by Mages During the course
of this discussion, we have laid bare the reality to be found in the "workers
state"versus"general demooraocy" dichotomye Let us now take a brief glance at
the forms of workers rule, a rule in which the majJgvity of the people would pare
ticipatee

Mage asserts that the NAC stands for a parliamentary as opposed to a "oouncil"
system of state institubionse We have already pointed out that this claim about
the NAC resolution is falses The Resolution does nct declare for a parliament
as the instrument of the demoorastic rule by the H ngarian peopleg neither did
it ocall for "All Power to the Workers' Counoils"e Vhat must be remembered is
thiss socialists do not insist that only via a "soviet system" ocan the socialist
rule of the working class and pecple be manifestede Al}l that they say on this
soore is that historical experteice shows that all revolutions throw up suoh
organs of popular rule and that these tend to beocme the institutions of the new
state powere This has been the casa with all socialist revolutions sinse the
Paris Communse Moreover, that in all sooialist rovolutions against oapitalist
regimes which we have wiknessed in the past, there has resulted a oivil wey in
which these councils became the organs of the revolutionary working class and
people, while parliament bescame the rallying point of the foroes of capitalist
reactione Under such oconditiond, the aim and slogan of "All Power to the Workers?
Peasants and Soldiers Counsils™ was nejessarily counterposed to the "parliament!
or assembly around Whioh capitalism rallied. But nocne has ever olaimed thet a
"soviet system" and it alons, oould provide the indispensible element of workers
rulee Trobsky, for exampls, during ome of the early Labor govermments in England
specifically alldwed for the utilization of parliament by the workers for a
socialist development, a parliement, which would be transfomed, however, in
the direction of gwsater demooreaoye

If this is a possibility under capitalism, is it not even more of a possibilit
under the conditions which prevailed mz& in Bungary in 1956 What olass, we ask,
would make "parliament" its fooal point of counter=revolutionary activity, in
oprosition to the vorkers orgenized in their councilse The bourgeoisie? the
peasants? But that brings us back to Miege's entire distorted conception of the
developments in Hungarye Having de#dt with them earlier, we will not comment on
them again, but refer readers back to our earlier.discussiong

.. It might have been that the Hungarian situation would have culminated in

a "soviet systemf, or in a "Bprliament" , or in a mixture of the twos a parliament
in which the councils were also represented direejly, a proposal which was made
in Hyngary by same revolutionsists during the ocourse of the revolutione Mage woulc
regard such a situation as one of "dual power", but that cnly beoause of his
generally mistake views on the revolution, Sinece we see that it would have not
been this, the necessity for calling for "All Powar to The Workers Councils"

does not exbsty and its desirebility is nil prsoisely benause those in the

YSL who propose thie aim and slogan zum propose it in counbterposition to
"democracye”

On "Revolutionary Parties"o

our " Left = Wing " oritios admonish us for failing to oall for a "revolute
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jonary party"s What, we askyis a revolutionary perty? Ons which stands for the reve
olutionary overthrow of the existing regime end oppressive systeme That regime
in Hungary wes a Stalinist one¢ The system, likewise, Staliniste Was not the
Social=Demooratio Party a revolutlonary party then, or even the Smallholders? Party
" for that mattert But our orities are not satisflede , :

Wohlforth, during the course of the New York membership disoussion, even ipm
formed us that such a party must be organized prior to the revolution, or else
no rewolution can teke placee Fortunately, he does not follow thess ideas to thelr
logioal conclusion, or else he would be forsed to believe that the Hungarién Reve
olution did not ocoure More than that, since everyone knows that 1t is impossible
to organige parties under Stalinist totalltarianismy he would have to oonclude
that the people under Stalinism® camnob overthros their masterse Oddly enough,
it B8 this last conolusion whioh has led som meny soolallsts and ex=socialists
to rely on Ametioan militery might in the struggle against Staliniame

Not being anarchists or belleverrs in "spontaneity®, we too believe in

the necessity for a party, and believe that a demooraticesocialist party of

the Hungarian working oless, mwith a Marxist orientation, would have been rew
quired ‘to safeguard the gains of the revolution and lead the nation on to

the path towards sooialisme Wes do not preswme h wever, to deoide in advence
whether the SocialeDemooratic Party cimld have been organized for such a réle,
or whether another political party would be requirede Vie see no reason to
exclude the developmexmb of tha Sooial=Democractic Party into the party regquired
by the workers for this task, 1thouzh we do not definsusly predist its ocourrencee
Mage, who wants us to be rwodes% in calling for oppositiion to Gomulkm, will une
doubtedly reggwd this es "oapitulation"e But we are used to thate : :

To our views, Mage<Fonlforth counterpose the "heed for a revolutionary partye"
What do they mean? Ve sucweoi: that at best they mean s party. that resembled in
gll rospects. the Russien Bolshevik Party of 1917, or perhaps the Hungarien
Communist Party of that perisde Such a view 1s both fodlish and iconeworshipinge
But we do not assail it too much becasue it ocowrs to us that they may mean
oven samething else, something not even as reasoneble as that foolish vievwe

The horrible thpught ocours to us that ’ghéy: mey mean a part resembling the
seoS00lalisttWorkers Party of the United Statese

All wo oan say, 1s "nogthanks®e We'll stick to our foymulations and views,
with whatever imperfeotions they may havee

Ao oo o Aok o ook oo sk ko e

We have presemted our arguments against the conseptiond of Mage«Wohlforth
and for the defeat of the Wohlforth emendments which embody those conoeptionse
But we have also had another aim in this articloe During the ocourse of the dise
oussion, we have been asked a mumber of times by thw "Left-ATing"', "Whas do you
mean by a tdemoorabic«~sooial ist? regrouwne nt? What is. this Sdemooraticesoociale
ism? Do you mean lollet!s pclioy in Algoriat" . _

No, comrades; by democraotio sooialism we do not meen Mcllet?s polioy in Ale
goeriao, That was not democeraiio-soo falistic On the conkrary, it was antiedemoorefics
pro=capitalist and imperielis%o Wa meansaby "demscrn sicmsooialist” all of the con =
ceptions we have disnnssed hora, as counterposs Yrrpmetwiamsy Stolinist ideas

meinly, but alsc as ocunterposed to your viswso Do you kuow understend, Comrades
Mege and Wehlforthi You way j10t, but we believe that the overwhelming mejority of
the membership of the YSLE willo
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ON A MODEST PROPOSAL FOR "UNITY"
by S. Te

The three comrades who have entered their pleas of being "guilty"
of having attended the SWP convention protest their "guilt'to an
action no one accuses them of having committed, No one charges the
comission of any helnous act merely by attending the meeting or
convention of any otle r organization, All should know, once and for
all, that all me%bers of tle YSL can attend any meeting they wish,

The YSL, and this applieés to any other socialist organization
thinks that it has the right howeVE%, to inquire as to %hat'meetiﬁgs‘
its members have attended, I%,also believes it haw the right, - strange
as 1t may seem to some of our newly blossomed ultra-democrats, to ‘
inquire as"to what 3ransp1red at such meetings, This does not make
the YSL a "Leninist organization, as Tim Wohlforth has charged, to
exercise these elementary organizational rights, Nor does it mﬁke

Tim Woh ’ ’
T gugiggzg.% democrat when he shouts back, "It's none of your

However, what we do object to is when a faction in the YSL sets
itself up as a seperate organization and proceeds to exercise dic-
ipline inside the faction, while, in practice, denying that same pre-

ro: asive to the YSL as a whole, That the so~called "left wing" caucus
operates as a seperate and distinet organization should now be appare
ent to all, They are now engaged in recruiting to thelr
faction individuals who are not members of the YSL, What abused sect-
ion of our Constitution will be dragged out to justify recruiting
menbers to a faction of an organization before they are even members

of the organizationd

It is also intolerable to the functioning of a single organiz-
ation to have a faction of its members who feel that they do not have
be responsible to the organization for their political actions, Or
who feel that it 1s an abrogatien of democratic proceedure for the
organization to inquire into their political activities, It is dis-
loyal on the part of those members who reply to these perfectly leg-
itimate inquiries that they are part of an "inquisition" and East-
land-FBI tactica.

Any soclalist organization should maintain a healthy interest in
the areas where its members function, If a member is 1in a trade
union or the NAACP, it would be normal to expect that they would re-
port on the political developments in thesese areas., Any organization
ought to take' a dim view of members who attend meetings of otle r
organizations, or who take speaking assignments before other organ-
lzations, and do not inform their own organization, and who even
maintain that the organization to which they belong has no right to
inquire into these activities, This has nothing to do with so-called
"opponents work". Socialists function in other organization, and
very often, if not the overwehlming majority of the time, are not
engaged In so-called"opponents work", We do not participate in the
trade unions, in the NAACP, in local community organizations, in
the Liberal Party to name only a few as “"opponents". We function or
should furction as loyal member, We have a different point of view
on many occassions on policy, but we do not wish to destroy or wreck
these organizations, Our purpose is to try to aid in the development
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1% ft-ward direction
nd sttempt to influence..in a more militant and 1le .
%he reasgg for this attitude is that we do ngt view most of the
organiza tions in which we may function as rivals to the socialist
movement, especially to the small socialist movement Qf today.

The YSL, we must admit, has an inordinate amount of interest
in respect to the developments of otle r tendencies of the soclalist
movement, We feel a special interest in such meetings of other »
tendencies which discuss matters closely affecting the YSL, or where
the YSL will be discussed. And quite naturally, if the NAC di scovers
that one of its merbers has attended such a meeting, our interest
is only & arpered, Therefore since Tim Wehlfootl. 4id not think it
was his responsibility to report the fact that he attended the SWP
convention, the NAZ Tvelieved it had the oblization to inguire as to
whether the reports we heard were true, and whether Tim Wohlforth
would give the NAC a summary of the sessions he attenced, It was
at this point that we were rudecly informed that "It's none of your
damn busiress." However, fortuuately for Wohlforth, he had a change

.

of mind and then decided to give a "report'".

The NAC menmbers were forced to ask Wohlforth a series of ques-
tions only because Tim Wohlforth gave a "report" which contained .
about as much informstion as a blank plece of paper, We were informed
that the SWP youth were militant, -enthausiastic, concerred with the
problems of being = youth organization, interested in former LYLers,
they were for "unity" with the YSL, that *he average acs of some
Zoronto wmenbers wgs 22 years, that sverycre was of good spirit, that
1t was a democratic meeting and finally that all peints of view were
freely expressed, "~ had about as much lnformation efter the"report"
as we did before th:'report", The only detailed information was the
average age of the Toronto me.bers, W n we Inquired as to the difr-
erent points of view which ws e so freely expressed, the perspective
of the AYS and view on the perepective, what were the points of view
about the YSL (informaticn which will be fresly discussed at the open
YSL convention), Wohlforth replicd eithsr that he doesn't know, he
doesn't recall, or it wasm't discussed, Theye is 1ittle doubt 5n the
part of the rest of the NAC that Wohlforth thoughihe was extremely
clever when he repl.aced his crginally untenable position of refusing
to say anythinguntil he got permission from the SWP with a "report"
on meaﬁingless generalities, And after reading the confession of
"%uiit &by the thgee other comrades  from N.Y. who assure us of the

A

iﬁ;ﬁrgétgggfratic nature of the SWP, we have about the same amount of

The YSL's Speclal Interest in the SWP Youth

Our interest in this convention 1s only to be expected, After

all the SWP has made g proposal for "unity! .
comrades who are shouting B ¥y, With the YSL. Do’ those
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Tim Wohlforth's "report" to the NAC and the statement c;it’;l;; .
three other comrades is intereszing.'I:i;:emg:eoggaﬁizgugzz e Tt
1oht to attend certain meetlngs, :
?gearéggitical declaratignithig the %Sgeéipdaggeb§sg%fgiggégfeglthp
"wrong on every question’ in the pas H . Tl auest-
' not say it yet, the SWP has been right .o
gg%? %Eig %ganket aZserfgon’ we do not wish to challange at this

the
ntire discussion in the ¥YSL has been between
%%ggpgﬁggn ogog?glgst tendency and a  Cannonite-orientated tendencye.

. “quite evident since Mage and Wohlforth who have been the
Egii igogesmen for the "left wing" have raise the factional dispute
on almost every single question with the  exception of the . . . nat=-
ure of the Russian state. And when seen from the totality eof every-
thing they have written, it 1s obvious that it adds up to the SWP's
point of view, They have now reached the stage where they are openly
willing to admit this facte. The only mystery at thisalate date 1s
why they protest when we characterize the "left wing" caucus, as
almost exclusiVely represented by Mage and Wohlforth, as Cannonite.
They have the right to hold this point of view, but we do object to
their attempt to masquerade under the guise that it 1s the YSL which

has changed its politics, while the "leftwing" represents what the
YSL always stood fore :

.

The SWP's "Unity" Proposal ,

The action of the N,Y, "left wing" and their understandable
reluctance to honestly discuss their attendence at the SWP convention,
and the fact that they tried to keep that fact hidden from the ¥YSL,
sheds additional light on the SWP!'s Proposal for "unity" between the
YSL and the AYS., Dispite this "unity" proposgl made at a time when -
there is general discussion of regroupment in the radical movement,
the YSL has certain reasons to suspect the bona fida nature of the
proposal. We know of the of the SWP's justification of the tactic
of entering other socialist organizations, expecially scc ial-democrat-
ic ones, in order to attempt to take it over, or else to bulld a
caucus in the party and then split the party., We know that the SWP
considers the YSL as well as the independent sociallst tendency as
"social-democratic"in & aracter independent of anything which has
happened in the past year, We know that certain leaders of the SWP
since the formation of the YSL have made statements to the effect that
they would have to deal with the YSL before before the SWP could
build its own youth organization, The implication being that the YL
has to be captured or destroyed, or thefield cleared, be fore SWP can
have a serious youth perspective., We also know that several years ago
the SWP sent a number of youth into the Chicago YSL, and attempted,
without much success, to set up a faction in the YSL, And since
these actions and- statements were made not twenty years ago but only
yesterday, so to speak, it is not unexpected it the YSL were to
entertain a few reservations about the motives of tke S'P,

We regret to state that little has happened which would enable
the YSL to resolve its doubts in the SWP's favore Their latest man-
euver, the invitation to the "left wingers" to attend their convent-
ion, gives us very little indication for believing anything else but
the SWP 1is attempting to recruit a number of YSLers under the color
of a "unity" proposal, If the SWP were serious about unity with the
YSL, it is inconcelvable that they would proceed in this manner, In
order to make a good start they would not only invite members of the
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minority who are already 300,000% for joining forces with the SWP,
but th:ymajority who are skeptical of the SWP's intentions, If the
SWP is a "democratic" organization where democracy exists in practice
and not on paper (as 1t presumable does in the YSL), tlen the
‘thing to do 1a to invite skeptics down., Better still, invite in Fha
radlical public, or at least a representative of each tendency to see
this "democracy in practice", Let them &nvite not only Shachtman,

but Bert Cochran and some Johnsonites, They wo&ld be able to testify"
based upon Intimate previous contact with the democracy in practice
as it is practiced in the SWP, That would be verification that is of

value,

But instead of inviting thm e whose Impression would be worth
something, the SWP dnvited down a group whose testimony, while int-
eresting, is next to worthless because of their political committment
to the SWP, But the problem is not the extent . or lack of"democgacy
in the SWP, It is the motivation of the SWP is ma king this "unity
proposal, The proposal that we test their sincerity by consumating
unity is disingenuous, if nothing else, The motivation of the proposd
i1s not to be tested by consumating the act for which sincerity of
the proposal‘is the precondition, And in the absence of verifiable

evidence, the assertion of the minority is just not enough

Hoever the 1issue is more than sincerity, We have to consider agree.
ment on purpose as well as a conceptlon of how to build a socialist
youth organization, This can not be resolved by repeating as our
ultra=left friends do (for this question alone), "let's build a
broad, militant youth movement," On every other aspect of the re-
groupment discussion, especially towa rd the SP; they demamd the
maximum amount of clarificationy toward the SWP, they demard the
maximum spped. We know that the SWP 1is now talking as if if were in
favor of something called a "broad" youth organization, But wha t
thls means is anybod¥'s guess,. The YSL certainlzﬂwants to know, for
we have deep-seated suspicions, whether or not hey view this as a
B ans whereby the SWP hopes to build for themselves a youth organiz-
ation through entering the YSL, building a faction, taking over the
YSL or else splitting the YSL and leaving with a larger group than
with they enetered., Now of course this perspective may turn out to
be a disaster, in that they may lose more members than they gain,

Or it may merely be abortive in the sense that they gain nothing for
all the effort expnded., But then again, 1t may be considered worth
while even considering only a possibility of success because from the
SWP's point of view the YSL 1s an impediment in the way of building
a viable SWP youth organization,

In the meantime what happens to the YSL? The YSL, involved in
this faction fight with the Cannonites, will not be able to remain
an organization capable of attracting new e mbers vho are capable of
bullding a healthy socialist organization, Instead the YSL will be-
come the battlefield between two or more hostile tendencies; one
which will be "wrong on every question" and one which will be, right
on avery question, Their only point of agreem nt will be that tle
YSL is a prize worth capturing, It will become the not-so~happy
hunting ground for adult tendencies, or rather the battleground for
youth representatives of adult tendencies, Such an organization will
have no future, only a paste It will tend to repell radical am soce
l1alist youth who will be horrified at the constant factional atmos-



phere, And in turn 1t will tend to attract those who can best thrive
on this type of factionalism, and do not turn out to be the best or
most enduring kind of sociallstss The SWP may feel that it can

recruit out of the debris, but the YSL is under no obligation to

help create this situation.,

Different tendencles can exist in the same organization only
when there 1s a braod area of agreement on what you want. to build
and how you wish to °~ do it. But such agreement, even 1f of a genersal
type, can only be arrived at befare hand, and unity then is the test
of whether the agreement is viable, A visable foundation has to be
present before it 1s even possible to get to the first stages of
the discussion. We will never get to that point as long as we have
a minority which is in close collaboration with anotper youth organ-
jzation, and this minority is engaged in an attempt to recruit into
the YSL individuals who are hostile to the YSL, assuming that they
even understand our politics, It will also be extremely difficult
1f that minority 1s attempting to recruit into the YSL indilviduals
who are sympathizers, if not members of tle SWP, under the bannar
of "join the fight against the right wing"e.

363
"Our Only Interest is How to Smash Them"

(The following is excerpted from secti

€ ons of an SWP
June, 1955, published 1n Labor Action, September 12 Bgéggtinkocgg
knowledge, the SWP has never repudliated this pasitisn.) ’ F

From %grriiiWeiss to J.P.Cannons
n s respect I think we should combat all inclina
t
fggard our struggles with the revisionists of ali forms 23 :o?in::h a
chapter belongingwto the dead part, We will be Ladly mistaken if °
we think we can ‘Ly-pass! even the Shachtmanites, as well as the
'gochra?ites, in 1deological hattles. The awakening youth will exam
anetﬁ]i r ograms and tendencies, They will not take our wa 4 for B
fgyti ng, We will have to review and bring up to date all the eat
ction fights, These fights, after all, were not factional brgxls
Noi were they concerned over obscure doctrinal points of fine inter:
est only to a sect., They were of the great prrcrramatic issues of
our eg;cg and they have burning meaning in the world today.
ake our work on the college campus. In my o
gggggéggnige:higdathe Cocﬁranites are impa tant gppgig;gg ggtgu:he
3 rena, Any attitude tlyat we can tur
them ﬂggiw03k in u:plowghed territay is a dangeraus Qaggrtgsiﬁs on
s does not mean that we are interested in an .
entry with these pople. Our only intsrest is how to ,gmggiggegl: But

this must be done at every stage anew, A

T am worrled. that our student wark will not ge
ga:i%rgigzef:ateg ogg guzhcoats and done a Jjob on %gg gga§%§;:n?%:g
c 8 a ey have more on the cam th ' n
much mare important, they stand in a Sis A e
position to disorient -
alize awakening elements that are looking for a radical 801::2ogfwor

On;y one thing has changed: the tactie of smashing is now entry,.
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In view of the recent reports of the "democratic" nature of
the SWP and the interest that a number. of comrades have in the S'IP
we reprint excerpts from a letter Bert Cohran wrote to Labor Action
(November 23, 19.3), S.T.

¢

"Permit me to correct several errors in your N veumber 16 articlexs -
on the split 1n the Socialist ,orkers Partye.

"Your account conveys the impression that a s peclal plenum was
called on November 7 %o take up the Minority's non-attendance at the
25th Anniversary public meeting of the’ SWP, Actually, the November
7 plenum was officlally set on September 30, a month before the
public meeting, or our non-=attendance at 1te. ' While we had a pretty
shrewd suspicisn from the Tirst that - ‘the plenum wds being called to
expel us and to launch a war on thé World Trotskyist movement,
of ficlally we keriw nothing, as the Canndn caucus leaders steadfastly
refus ed us all 1nformation as’ to the purpose of tha -plenum,

"This high-handed usurpation was followed in the next weeks
by completely cutting out our repmresentatives froa all party
decisions and plans, and subjecting us to a campaizn of unexampled
rowdyism and vituperation, When we gsaw the 25th Anniversary meeting
being organized by the Cannonites as a demonstration a”“inst us (as
can be seen from Cannon's printed speech) we decided it was high
ti e to make an organized.*motest against the two-hit-dictatorial
methods. R . P e

"Your article further states: "The Cannon majority nresented a
resolution calling on all who falled to attend the anriversary
meetings to give thelr explanation and excusmx...but the minority NC
representatives refused to participate and did not answer," #NNhat
actually ha ppened was that as soon as the plenum opensd, Cannon
presented a special motion "suspending" five Ilinority leaders and
excluding from membership all our supporters unless they 'signed a
'loyalty oath' and disavowed and condemned us. I thereupon
presented a substitute motion of our resolution which called.for
the continuation of the political discussion, for the S3P to renaln
part of the world Trotskyist current, and condemned Cannon's attempt
to dynamite the world movenent., Iy substitute motion was rueld out
of order, the expulsion resolution was adopted, and we were out of
the plenum--in less than half an howl . One has to go %o the
Stalinist movement for any comoarison with this ourcaucratic outragel

"Then, 1mmed1ately after the plenum, hoodlum tactics were employ-
éd against us. One of the SViP natlonal leaders broke into oub
Youngstown headquarters when no one was. present and stole chairs

“and other property belonging to the Youngstown organiz.tion, which
had voted 8 to 3 to side with our group. The SWP leaders seenm
determined to befoul the socialist movement with a public scandall

#* 3% %

"Their appr oach to the American scene, which is probably the

. jnost declsive gauge of the nature. of the present Cannon faetion,

s one of thorough-goling sectarianism. According to their new
revelation, the tiny, unknown SWP has the "ordained leadership"

“the essentlal cadres of the revolution, and if it only rewmains "true
to itself" and keeps blowing 1ts own horn, irs revolutionary triumph
is guaranteed. 1Its political position 13 a compound of ultimatlism
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and smug bragzadoccio., The SHP is due “to emerge as the new

D eLeonism of the radical movement. This sectarian ossification
reflects: no special -trends of circles in the American labor
moverent, or even of Ajerican radicallsm, but arises out of the
petrification of the "old Trotskylsts" who have succwtied to a
quarter century of 1solation." C e

ey e N ST, AN e St
I I I AT 170U DI 46 SIS P AT

For those readers of YSR who are unfamilia with the ex-
nulsion of the Cochranites from the S'TP, we also reprint below
excerpts from the article in LABOR ACTION which dealt with that
expulsion. Quoted in thesme excerpts are quotatlions from the S\P
ilajority Resol ution which expelled the Cochranites. Comrades gre
urged to remember that the pretext for this expulsion did not
consist of charges that the Cochranite minority had been traveling
up and down the country attacking the SWP nor that they had
printed a public organ attempting to discredit it, And above all,
1t must be remembered that nobody was charged with refusin ko
accept the discipline of the SWP or vio ating 1t.” The charge was
§“+ilnn Y this, that the Cochranltes had boyoobted the PEth B
Anniversary meetIng of the SWP. FEITbW%gg are the excerpts from the
LA article which tell what the SWP did about this "boycott" action:

- This majority resolution, first of all, characterizes the
boycott ‘actlon in typilcal Cannon style, beginning with "treacherous,
atrikebreaking" and including: "an act of objective aid to the
Stalinists who expelled the initiating nucleus of American Trotskyism
in October 1928"..."an organized demonstration againat the 25-year
struggle of American Trotskylsm," etc. . T

Declaring that "all who participated" in this boycott "have
obviously consumated the s»nlit which they have been long preparing,"
the resolution proceeded to read them out of the Dartye Five' of
the leaders are thereupon named as those "who orgsnized the
boycott" and these are declared to be "hereby susnended from the
partye" No trial, no formalities of an Inqulery as to who "organized
the boycott," not even 88r the record; the charge and verdict are in
the resolution:slapped down before the commitee (the NC = ST),

Furthermore, the split is to be mechanically spread down into
the ranks by what the Cochranites more or less aptly termed a "Mc~-
Carthylte loyalty oath," All supporters of the minority are called on
to "individually disavow and condemm" the boycott or elize be expeled.X

This 1s atandard operating procedure with Cannon, It preserves in
fosgile form the methods used to S%alinize and monolithize the CP's
of over a couple of decades ago, when oppositionists were expeled and
then all thos e who voted againat the expulsions were tm turn expeldxx:
Sdeoeo » ‘

Cannon(the minority charges) has been trying for aliost two years
to line up his faction for driving through a hard splitsees

(According to tle Cochranite document,XAThe Split in the SWP),
"The majority leaders made thelr decisions #n their private caucus
meetingseeeand then read off their decisions to us«®eesThe Cannonites
arrogated to themselves the right to proclaim by fiat the 'party line!
on any and all questions without sunltioing their caucus decisions %=
axy for adoption by any legal party n36éy."On September 30 they declded
to call a special NC plenum but refuscd to inform the minority NC
members on its agenda, purpose, documents, reports or any other arran-
gements for 1t, (This was the plenum whose first order of business. was
the minoplty's expulsion),



GNCE AGAIN - ON LEAVING TEE " G"_CAUCU

By Frank McGowen
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Shortly after I first left the "left" Wing Caucus I wrote a brief state~
ment of resignation in which I said: "the political begis of the IWO ig not
merely a regroupment perspective, but a disagreement with the independent soc-~
laligt tendency on a whole seriss of important political questions.® More
explicit}y this meant that the ILWC is baged on Cannonite politics, that thege
Cannonite politics form the theoretical bagis of the regroupment perspective
of the IWC, and that in the YSL the IWC weg moving in the direction of a gplit
to the Cannonites. Since I never ghared the Cannonite politice of the IWC
these consideratlons would sesn to be sufficient political yeasons for leaing.
However, since comrade Tim %=§ written & lettar asking me to explein my diff-
erences with the LWC more fully, I am happy to oblige him.

The position of the I on regroupment is based on a sectarian view of
the perspectives for the socialist movement in ‘merican society, and a Cannonite
conception of the nature of Stalinigm. To the IWC, the current period in Ameria
1g a reactionary one in which the possibilities of reaching significant gections
of the gmerican people, are not sufficient to justify the form-~tion of a broad
~ soclaligt party whose program departs significantly from the full program of
their fgvorite sect. W hen pressed they do not deny that tle Negro strugd e,
the relaxation of the cold war tensiong, the letup of the pressures of the
witchhunt, etc., slightly differentiate the mresent from the past few years.
But a mass socialigt party is still impossible in this period: propaganda grours
are still necessry. Thig is true enough = ag far as it goes. The broad Debsian
party we advocate will still be primarily a propaganda group, but it will not
be the gsme kind of a propasanda group ag the exigtirg soctg. Mags parties
and small, 1solded propagenda groups concerned with fully elaborated programg
do not exhaust the range of:possibilities. W hat 1s needed is a large proe~
ganda group which can gpread certain very general ideas (socialism, labor party,
defense of democracy everywhers) to a largs muber of people, and to begin the
long and difficult task of rebuilding socialist influence inside the latmr
movement., ‘ '

The sectarian perspective of the IWC is reenforced by thelr analysis of
the labor bureaucracy and the relationghip of the American gocisl democrd ¢
. groups to it, Bince the rank and file movements againgt the bursaucracy m gt
Exz proceede the developient of a labor party and since social democracy 1 s tied
to the bureaucracy, a broad socialist party including gocial democratg cd 4 not
effectively push for a labor party., But the American social democratic groups
are not tied to the labor buraacracy materially and ideoclogically as thed al
democracy of Europe & is. W hutever ties exist in America are almost complstely
oi on the level of ideoiogy.

M oreover in the paat, fear of the § talinist movement hag been an port-
ant force pushing social demccrats toward the labor buresucracy. Civen the
continuance of the liberal ccpitalist politics of the labor bureavcracy and
abserc @ of a significort stalinist movement, American social democrats woxld
tend towzrd independence from the lsbor bursaucracy. On the other hand, the
~ lehor buresucracy is nct a hcmogenous social stratum; some sectisuz of it are
far wore y;rogrerstve than otlars. The adveut of mass pressure for a labor party
mey iladuce sectionsof tha burenucracy to support thiy dsmand. The fight for
& lzbor party need not, throuwghout its entire course, be a head~on fight with
the labor burea cracy.

This g2ctarian American porspactive leads the IMC to discount the posgsibil-~
1ty cr the desiy:biliky of reaching out to the rights To them, the crisls in
Sgaliniem is tha only change in ebjective conditions relevant to regroupment,
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But they view f the Stalinist crisis merely as an opportunity of recruiting to
their brand of revolutionary socialism, It can be pointed out that ex~Stalinists
are not 1likely to join a sect in significant numbers -~ that if a Stalinoid re-
groupment is excluded, & broed,party capable of recruiting from the righti is
necessary to recrult large numbers of ex-Stalinists. But thls 1s not the most
important part of the argumsnt,.

Por decades the Stalinist movement has been the largest, most powerful, -
movement that was generally considered to be soclalist., As such, this anti-
workingclass movement played the role of the leading party of the "left." This
role can now be &x taken from the Stalinists by a genuine soclalist movement,
The accomplisjment of this task would eliminate one of the major cauges of the
backwardness of the American socialist movement. Such & dsvelopment would be
progressive no matter how right wing the new gocialist movemsnt would bse.

The LWC, in line with the Cannonite theory of Stalinism, is opposed to the
- building of & movement which could replace the Stalinisgts as the leading party
of the left if that movement is sccial democratic. " Thus the Cannonite theory
of Stalinisgm combines with a sectarian view of x the perspectives of American
socialism to produce the regroupument line of the LWC = Join the SWP.
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THR POLITICAL GHARACTER:OF'THE‘AMERICAN P RUM
by Sam Taylor

The first meeting of the American Forum on June 12 in New York
City gave ths radical public a better picture of what the Forum is
and the different tendencles operating in it, Althougg'most of the"
spoakers utilized every opportunity to emphasize the "dilscussional
character of the Forum, everyone at the same to recognize that most
everyone belleves 1t to be samething additional, At one time or
another 1t 1s denled that it is an organization , but merely the
formaligzation of the regroupment discussion which had been going on
for several months, But if it is merely a "discussion" group to
formalize discussion among radical groups, then why is it necessary
to set up an organization which sets as its prspetive to earry out
1ts discussion among wider circles which have little or no contact
with existing radical organizations or tendencles., Obviocusly 1t
is some type of an organization, This 1s even belatedlx admited in
the May 31 statement of the Steering Committee of the "Left Wing"
Cauocus which calls the Forum a "broad and non=progrematic ssialist
organization,

Since it is some kind of a socialist a ganization, then what
1s 1ts political character., To say that 1t is only an organization
to formalize discussion 1s evasive and ignores the development of
the Forum, A.J, Muste took the lead in initiating the Forum after
a px perlod of several months of discussion on regroupment, After
a8 round of such meeting, everyone, more or less knew where everyone
else stood on regroupment as well as their positions on a whole
series o questions, The real question in most e ople 's mind was:
what to do next? The i1dea that what they wanted to do was to merely
continue more "discussions" or to in general clarify soclalist ideas
In general 1is nonsense. “Veryone was interested in the next organ-
1zation step « The real question was not whethex anyone wanted to
disctntinue discussions in general for no one wze for ending them,
Rather the 1ssue revolived around differcnt ccnceptions of the polit-
ical character of the next stap. Specificaily, if there was going
to be a formal organization, then what would be its political charact-
er? And this can % detirmined as : . much by what an organization
does not say 8s by what it does say,

There were different opinions as to what 1ts political character
should be. The YCL and the — I8l were of the opinion that the min-
imum needed in order to justify out taking political responsib1iity
for the Forum, that 1s, to send a representative to sit on its Nai~
lonal Corm’ttee, was a clear-cut statement on the defense of democira-
cy everyvacre and agiinst any fam of totalitarianism where the
people ere denled the:r dema ratic rights. We did not demand that
1t adopt our 1deas ab:ut demscratic sccilalism, nor the nature of
the Russian state. We vanted a minimal political statement. And un-
less the Forum could take this minimal position for the defense of
demac racy everywhere since i{ has already made clear its defense
of demaxratic rights in the U.S., we felt that 1t would give the
Forum a certalin politied occlorationm, We did not and do not say that
the Forum 1s any kind of a S%alinist-front organization, since it
1s obvious to all that the GF or Stalinists do not control the or-
ganization, Rather we felt that the Forum adopted a Stalinoid pol-

e o,
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1tical coloretion., This does not xﬁean that we regdrd many of the
participants on the. Forum as Stel inoids; » number of them are clearly
anti-Stalinist in the sense of not being - in any way defenders of

the Russian:social system.

What we mean 1s that the Forum 1tself, as an organization. est-
ablished for whatever surpose anyone may wish to ass ign to 1t, has
issued siatements which clearly expiress concern about the
stability of the American economy, “the ° . inoreasing’ sone-
entration of aconomnic power in private handsg by the reactionary
estacka upon the labor, . . uniens; by ths Le avy trend to con-
formity and e rsistant vielatiens of clvil liberties; by the pre~
vaience 'Of racism; by the thirsat of Ameirican miliiariem and .the rmo- °
le ar arms-race" (from.ths printed brochure ¢? introduction to the
American Forum)e. But 1t does not have a word to say the areas of cone
csern inslde of the Russlsn and Std 4inist abit, This %s the usual
Stalinold formulation of a political statement, and consequently
our estimation of the political character of the Forums,

Ths Amerisam Forum can be considered es a step foward toward -
regrouviient, - bit'a regrourment-of a certain type. We believe that
two types of regroupment possibilities are open: a demosratic s00- '
falist and-a Stalinold, This 1s a type of regroupment step that per-
mits ths continuation of tha confusion or id antifiecation of soolal-
1zm and Stalinlam. It 1s nct the kind of regroupmant which leaves no
go:bt 1n any one's mind of the camplete 1dentiticatien of socialiam
and demceracys

Glvon this development we felt that the Forum wcild not be a
viable mcarns whereby to curry on regroupment aecivity, If those :
who in deferzace to the position of the Comminist Party and Stalinist
opinion(whi:lh seems to6 be thalp main eoncerr.) % not fesl that they
can go e2long 2t the = = npraient time with 2 minimal statement in
dafensa of dena rany everywhere, then the regr owpment discusifon
world isolate 1tsz’f, no mattor what 1ts immediate gainz msy be,
Wn'le socialists and democr2ua are obligs? to defend the pclitical
li»ertles of the Forum's meticipants against Congressional and
poxice Intimindation, no one 1s obliged to defend the political
character of the Forum and help to perpstuate the 1llusionm that
1t % merely a discussion group which takes no position on any
questlon, ' o

At the first public meeting of the Forum, A,J. Muste outlined
and argued against the oritlcsm raised by radicals and socialis ts
who have refused to mrticipate in the Forum's National Committee,
He gave four objections or criticiams: ‘ S
"1, Thoze w ho say that you can not engage in discussion with -
Communisies. But, Muste veplied, no one shocld be exoluded from the
discussions now ° . gging on, : : .

2, Thoase who say that Communists are incaptle of rarticipating
F in a free discussion and dlssent. Muste & nswered While this may
have been tr:ip under Stdlanf?s regime, it I8 ne longer true as seen
by the everiis in Poland ang China,. : _

SsTnote Who say tha% 1< 3 alright to discuss with Communists,
but not to rut them on the National Committes; or that It 1s permiss-
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itle to arrange only single meetings with Communists, But, Muste
answered, there 18 no rsaon why it 1s the abrogation of pol-
1tical righteocusness to plase Commnists..on a camittee set up:
for "cohntinuous discussion," . : R

4, Those w ho say that 1t 1s alright for the American Forum to
set up & National Committee with members of the Communist Party,
provided that the committee also contaln those who are severely
eritical of Communism and the CP, In reply Maste stated the such
people are already on the NC and who will not engage in united aotion
with Comminists,

"~ But at no time 414 Muste indicate the majJ<or reson why many, it
not mbst scolalists who refused to participats, gave: the refusal
of the Forum to come out with a clear-cut statement on demc racy
everywhere, not only in the U,S. That 1s, a statoment which would
have ma da the Forum politvically defensible inside of the lsba® move-
ment whish 1t hopes to reach, The reaon for the strangeommission 1is
clear: 1% would bring out into the open the political character of
the Forum. All the other objestions Muste outlined are in a sense
organizgional straw-men, Muste's somplete attatohment to an Obe
jective statement of the most important criticlsm 13 brought fur-
tner into question since he read to the meeting & letter from Norman
Thomas which while stating his opposition to the Eastland committee's
witchhunt tactics alao statsi his objection to the Forum, Norman
Thoma s stated:"We may well disosusa social theories with Mr, Gates
but not units with him e» his followers in a socialis t organization
unleas and until their conversion to demarscy has been far better
proved than 1t is today."

The objestion %o %he Forumis usually met with the reply that
the Forum (1) dves nu% take positlions on any questlon since 1t is
only a discussion group, or (2) the question of dema racy everywhere
1s precisely one of ths %things which has to be discussed since that
1s where there 1s disagreemeni, The inference being that the Forum
will take a poasition once the differences have tsen resolved. These
two positions are sametimes dl scussed or raised in one and the same
breath, as Milton Zaslow did at the Forum meeting.

But the situation 1s quite & mple: Elther the Forum takes no
position on anything, anywhere and 1ssues no statement referring-
to any real problem and 1s nsutral on everything; or else it stands.
to be judged by what & it dcves or does not say in its statements.
Clearly the latter applies.

The question as to whether the Forum 1s an united front or a
discussion group oan often degenerate into a play on words or mu-
ances, What the Forum 1s d@s not depend on the various definitions
served up..The pressures inside the Porum will bring that ot a head
soon enough, This the reason why Muste at the meeting raised the
wa rning against "manipulaticn or slap-dash astion” by the partici-
pants, If everyone 3 understands the discussional nature of the
Forum, thenm why the warninge.

The Forum may state in its printed brochure that the "American
Forum rigorously limits itself to the specifiec purpose of dis~
cusion 1:/ in no sense prohlbits or prevents any individuals
"or groups from organizing united activities,discussing merger or try
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fng to form new organizations. Amerioax Forum neither promotes ner
seeks to 1:aibit suech developments,” But the reality 1s that the
members of the Forum have begun or did participate in an united
action -~ the May Day Rally. They way it works 18 that most er all
of the mrticipants and their organizations get together far a joint
astion with is formally carried out undsr the :name of another eommdtt-
ee, The fact timt they take off the hat reading. "Amerisan Forum” '
and - reglaee 1t .with one reading "Cemmitee for this or that specific
action” w11l mislead only the innoeent, Everyone else will kmow that
this 1s the American Forum,This tendency was seen at the June 12
meeting where Albert Blumberg of tke CP clearly stated that the @
does not re§ard . the Forum as an arena for. endless discussion” and
"a plage. to "canvas differences of all groups.” "The purpose, he
stated, "1s to move outward not inward.,” And he concluded by point-
ing out. that we "look foward td breaking eut into the broad area of
sosialist thinking and action,” -

It is only natural to oxp et that after a brief period of
"d1scussion", the pressures "to-"do something" will become readily
visa ble, The "discussion" will be the prelude to united front act-
ivitied., Who oan be serious in believing that anyone in re2lly
concerned with raising that topis "what will soclalism be like in
the U.S." It can either be meaningless or a cover fer differences.

It can be gparanteed in advanee ° ° that ever e will come out
four-sgare on paper for a demooratis type of soclalism, What fs really
of interest 1s the fact that many of the ;articipants eonsider Russia
to be sane form of scsialism or a "worker's state." To what extent
will this be disocussed, or pushed aside in - to emphasize. what all
can agree upon &s 8 prefaoe te deing sanething”

- The spirit of free inquiry with whioh the 1mportant questions
will be discussed 1s to be seen by the answer given by Milton Zaslow
¢f the Socialist Unity Forum to the position of the Forum on eivil
liberties 1n the Russihn ‘orbit, The questionaer was attacked as pre-
senting an"indictment" to the Forum and as an attempt to cast asper “--
si-onson the Forum as & defender of toialitarianism, While the meet-
ing announced that all points of view will be considere, this was

cne question that certainly was not veloomed, _

CIVIL LIB¥WRTI®S AND THF AMERICAN FRUM

While the YSL haa stated 1ts eritioisms of the Forum, needless
to say it has nothing 1n ocormon with the reactionary attacks of the
Congressional eommittees and the bourgeols press, We are oppose to
erd der.cunce the attempted interventicn 0f the Congressional.react-
tondries and the pclice ih order -to silence the Forum, We unequiv-
ocally support ths 2ivil Liberties of emy group to advécate any
roint of view free from Congrassional or police 1nttmidation.

Tra 4rue tesk: of the dafense of cSvi’ liberties 1s the defens>
ct the rights of not only those with whair you may be in agreement,
tut prectisely these with whom these 1s dissireement, The record is
vell document with the position ¢f thczss who are only willing to de-
fead the raghts c€ their friends and not of their opponente. In ords
to defend criets civil liberties, there 1s no necessity to express
po%itical agrrement, The test 1s the defend of the point of view you
reject,
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Therefare We must reJect the concept of the defense of civil
liberties put foward by some of the supporters of the Forum, and
notably Tim Wohlfe th in the ¥YSL, which statess that the only real
defenders of the civil liberiise of the Forumt?s participants are
those who support the Forum, agree with its positions, participate
on its National Coumittee and do not utter any sritlclsm qf‘the

Forum, -

However the polnt of view as presented by Tim Wohlforth 1in
the July 1ssue of the "Left Wing" Bulletin goes even faurther, and
links up any eriticlism of the Forum with the Congressional and police
witchhunters. All critics are in some way bowing to or capitulating
to the wiltchhunt, or else they are not consistant oivil libertarians,
We have heard this type of argument befee, and Tim Wohlforth's repet-
ition of it does not make 1t any more valid, Up until now it used to
come almost exclusively from the Stalinists and the"anti-anti-Commune
1sts", but now even the CP has to a great extent abandoned ite. The
Stalinists would argue that any oriticis m of Russia or the Communist
Party was alding the witchhunt, 1f 1t was not actually part of the
witchhunt, And conversely, the only way to defend the ¢ivil liberties
of Communists was to avoid all suc% criticism, to say nothing hostile
about Russia or the CP, and better still to participate in one of
i1ts front organizations. All eriticism was linked to the eriticism
of the reactionaries - the Dally News, the Hearst press, MeCarthy,
etc, . ’ ' '

Sociallists rightly reject such arguments as representing a cap-
itulation to Stalinism., They defended the c¢ivil liberties of Stalin-
ists and oontinued to state their oriticism of the CP and Stalinism,
They dId not belle ve that just because reactionaries attacked the
CP, 1t follwed that socialists had to remain silent on the question
or become taclit supporters of Stalinism, This incidentally was also
the type of reasoning of the reactionaries who tried to link up all
defended of the civil liberties of CPers and Stelinists with symm thy
and support to Stalinism, Therefore we rejlest this type of thinking
as applied to the American Fcrum.We make clear our reasons why we do
not feel that we can take political responsibility m for the Forum
given 1its present political chearacter, all from & socialist point of
view, while at the same time making clear our opposition to the Cone
greasional and bourgeois witchhunters,

One further remark on the relations of the YSL to the Forum. Al-
though the ¥SL.does not wish to have a representative on the Forum,
it in no way follows that we do not wish to sontinue to participate
In the discussions going on among various tendencies and groups, That
i1s unless supporters of the Forum intend to exclude all those who do
not wish to take political responsibility for it. Our position does
not mean that YSLers should not attend meetings of the Forum, nor
speak at the meetings nor conduct ocurselves in a hostile and disrup-
tive manner, We will continue to participate in ad hos committees or
losal discussion groups which do not set themssIves up as asoocialist
organization" with or without a program,
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oUME MODEST NOTES ON THE YSL CONVENTION by Bogdan Deniteh

This artiole will be a) faotional b) personal as all hell and o) represents no
one's views but my owne It is it true that I em rummored to be comnected with
M.Me ( one hardly dares to spell out the nems of such an enemy of the working
olass)e It is also true that aefter a fow sumery months of a boring and
idiotic factional struggle against en equally boring minority I greet with
joy the apparent determination of Tim and some other minority spokesmen to get
themselves thrown oute Howgver thase notes are for the Convention in general
and not addressed to the minority in partioculars

What 1is ths YSL:

Much of the current furore, and some of the ugliest aspects of the factional
struggle,in the YSL has been caused by the ambiguity of the YSL on just how broad
and how disciplined an organization we aree A great deal of nonsence has been
written on the YSL "broademss = some of it by supporters of the majoritye The
Convention has to clarify this questione Above all it must meke olear that the ’
faot that we are for a broed all inclusive Party and youth organization, inolude
ing a number of tendencles, this does not mean that until a regroupment takes plage
which will make such a broad Party and youth group possible we intend to ape ite.
The YSL is nothing more and nothing less thab the ourrent organlzational form ‘
through which the revolutionary socialist Third Camp tendency expresses itself
politioally, in this period, 4in the youth fielde

The broadness to which we have refered meant that while the YSL was a third ocamp
organization which sought %o train a third oamp cadre it has always been willing
to talke into its ranks individual members who had not as yet devsloped our viewse
It also refered to the fact that the YSL is the product of a unification which -
united the YPSL amd SYL,choosing to use as a oriterion of unity our common
politiocs Airrespective of. our conflioting traditions leee the faot that many of
us disagreed sharply on questions of ®trotskyism ", "bolshevism" and that some of
us were pacifistse . . ,

In other words we ddoided to build an organization baesed on political agreement
rather than & common traditione Thus all the nonsence aboit whether this proposed
step or that is consistent with trotskyism is irrelevante Equally irrelevant
are parallels the Camnonites oite about our current faction fight and the fight
the Schaotman tendenoy led in the SWP in 19l0¢ The Schaotman tendency histori-
oally we take no responsibility fore In short most of the stuff the minority
Wriles about leninism and trotskyism ( "we trotskyist youth") is sent to the
wrong addresse To things more orudelys a coamrade who is a God bellever, has a
menshevik position on the Russian revolution and is a pasifist but shares the
YSL's politics as they apply todsy is eligible for membership and leadership

in the YSL§ a comrade who is & trotskyist and a sterling Leninist but disagrees
with our ourrent politics is note In short the YSL is neither a trotskyist nor
a Leninist organization but ons whose ties are based on a gensral analysis of the
ourremt reality and with a line on ourrent questionse (I might add that the last
vestiges of our "leninism” and "trotskyism" are,to me at least, sectarian sxd
wrong hold overs from a past which I do not shareoIf the faction fight st least
destroys some of the old "bolshevist romantisism” in our ranks it will have
served a progressive purposes)

One last pointe It 1s true that we have in the past tried to resruit Cannonite
youth, as well as youth which disagreed with use But we were always trying to win
them to oup third cemp lineo ile never accspted the idea of a Cannonite tendency &s
a valid part of our movements Thus while it makes Sence to recruit +this young
Cannonite or that = even whiie he maintains his erronios views= it should only
be dome on the basis of his being willing to wrok within the ¥3L framework as
a loyal member, not subject %o e:(d:arn;;l discipline in his YSL worke

more
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Thus the proposals of the AYS to unite with us are unaoceptable unless we can
have clear assurances that their entry would not meanthe entry of a Cannonite
tendency disolplined from outsides Inoidentally the YSL is an indepsndent youth
organization but one which at Convention after onvention has stated that 1t
constitutes with the ISL & single political tendensy and that it has the
warmest fraternal relationships with the ISLe Thus when  the minority talks of
preserving the YSL as an imdependent youth orgenization what they mean is that
they desire to alter our relations to the ISLe - ‘

I might add that wmhen we talk about the "independent sooialist _terndency",I

at least mean more than just the ISL and YSL, for example the comrades around
Dissent and some of the sooialist peoifists around L beration are oloser to us
then eny other political current in the United Statese I favor the YSL pressing
the ISL to attempt to establish olose fratsrnal working ties with the people '
around Dissent, and our participation = our loyal partioipation=in the Dissent
Forums whioh exist in meny parts of the countrye The ISL has , I beleive, been
inexusably sectarian in regards to Dissente

On the Mino rl’c!_:_ .

The YSL = as well as all other propaganda seocts = exists primarilly for the purpose
of educating youth to a speoific sooialist viewpointe It is not an all inolusiwe
organizatione It cannot ﬁoﬁ %Yo have the bulk of its time spenB on debating
questions settled in the minds of the majority of the membership years agoe
We are obliged to give every minority in our ranks a heering « this we have donee
But comrade Faith's exellent article makes a valid point = it is irresponsible
to keep the discission going beyond a certain pointe Her meaning 1is, ~ I think,
that we have heard the basic views of the minority some months agoe The bulk of
our membership hes rejeoted those views = further atbempts to press the discussior
only involve a repetition of the old argumentse This does not mean that the
minority has given its line on evegquestion to the membership, it does mean
that we have rejected the fundamental line of the minoritye Its line on most
yuestions 1s rojected by the simple faot that the members of the YSL are in the
YSL and not in the SiiPe

I am for the Convention spelling out our discipline provisions in such a wey that
no future violations will be tolerated, than no further misinformation about our
orgenizational form oan be spreade Thus it is olearly impermissible for the
minority to engage in amti-YSL activities in our arenas of worke It should be made
olear that they cannot cooperate with the SWP, or any other organization, since alll
political relations of YSL members with other organizetions are ochanneled ¥hrmg
through the proper oomitteese It should above all be olear that they cannot
sabotage our line on unity, and still remain members of our organizatione

I have observed the fact that this faotion fight is damaging our organiza: ione
Wolforthts reading of a private political letter by an SPer is an aoct that
damages us by reviving all the old wives tales about trotskyite agents in the SPe-
The minority in its public work in Berkeley spends much of its iime attaoking
the ISL and YSLe Wolforth in New Y rk aots: as if he is under no restraint at all,-
speaks at the AYS Camp, at the Amerfoan Forum meeting etoe without the slightest
responsibility to the YSL Committeese The faotion "reoruits®™ outsiders as if it
Were a separate organizations If thelr flifferences with us are such that they
camnot submitt to any disoipline them they should leavee The fact is that no
othe r organization would have tolerated the kind of behaviour I am talking

edut = above all their ally the SWP would not have tolerated such behavioure

To all of this they replys but we can do a.nythin$ we want because the YSL is

no a Leninist organizationy As if only "leninist" organizations had a right

to expeot sume loyal ty from their members , as if only "leninist" organizations
had & right to take measures ageinst a minority whose major aoctivity is publioly
gttacking the organizatione (morse)



It so happens that the minority does us a favors One of the problems of &

. pevolutionary tendency in this period is that it 1s almost guaranteed to
suffer from an unholly degree of smxkmrximgimsectarianism that develops as a
result of our long isolations If the minority serves no other function but
to, by example, eduaate our membership * about the effects of sterline sectarianism
and to force our majority to implement its politios end express them in a non=
seoterddn ( nonwbolshevik) memner it does us a real servicee The fever of  the
faotional struggle has burned out some of the old bad habits that some of the
members of the old SYL suffered fram, Wwe have the advantage of seing in the
minority e distorted carioature of how we sometime must have sounded to our
own periphery and friendse However now that we have learned the lesson we need
a free hand to implement 1te

- . : ' 8

~Tt is interesting that the minority's line is weakest preoiselly among those
to Whom their line is directede, the stalinists and stalinoidse The "acousation
that the YSL amjority seeks to build a movement which osn address itself to those
now to the right of the wmcialist movement ie0e the 1ib wlabs and secondary
trade union leaders rather than the "revolutionary" regroupment of the SWP
is guaranteed to receive applause from ex=LYLers who know that no movement
which oannot oreate an oppening to right ocan or will survivee

Some problems for the majoritys

1- The National cemter has funotioned poorlye Delegates are responsible to see
to it that they receive reasonable guarantees that the center will functione
"Funotion" means that it will be able to aid the units in the growbth which
We now faooe There is a unspoken assumption among s ome people that the YSL
oannot grow in the comming period, +that all our problems will be solved by
unitye is is not 80, to hegin with it is not all olear that in the youtk
£§ald it Will that much easier to build a YPSL than it is now to bulld the YSLe
The virtues of the YPSLs broadness are to some extent oounterbalanced by the
freedom the YSL has from the sometimes embarrassing role of the SPe Thus we
have +to build the framework of the future youth movement of the ymukk united
movement today, we have to train it future leaderse Many oomrades have the
almost mystiocal ( and dmfwwiixg defeatist) notion that while the YSL can grow by
reoruiting one member here and one there the YPSL will be able to grow by
hundredse Neither proposition is true} The YSL has & real perspective of growbl
if we only begin to a pply some of our abstract notions of how to build the
new movement to building the YSL today, and the YPSL will face a similiar, if
somewhat easier, situation to the one we face nowe Thorefore we must assure an
.-aggressive funotioning center that oan use the opportunities which exist and whioh
desires to use those oppeningse . ‘

2= Some problems exist about the Unity linee ‘The way I understand our proposals
they hinge on two ifse W, are for unity if the SP=SDF desides that it is
willing to have a Third oa mp tendenoy as a valid part of the Party with all
rights other members enjoye The second if hinged around our all=inclusive perty
conoeption, tiat is we are for wunity “Tr the SP«=SDi* is willing to live with a
tendenoy that gives notice that on that question it intends to try and change
the Party's viewse In other words we postulate at least two major changes in
the SP=SDF a) its willingness to have us in and'b) its willingness to allow us
to press the question of an alleinolusive SP=SDF as & condition of unitye

Secondly, I belive we should frankly, and in a comaradely manner oritioise the
things the SP does with which we disagrees W are politically responsible for the
SP in the eyes of much of the radiocal publio because we advocate unitye We also
have a respolsibility to be honeste s will not oreate any abrriers to~unity
since the SP leadership would tend to bd more suspisious if we suddenly ceased t¢
oriticise theme I am not for a unity with illusions beacuse such a unity cannot
laste As an example I belive the SP aoted stugidly and wrongly on the Forume
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I pelive we should also make it olear that while we favor a broad unified SP=SDF

over all other orga nizetions this does not apply to the present . SP=SDPFs Or to

put it in another weys if the SPsSDF desied to reject any regroupment perspective
it will be a +tragedy for -American sooialism and it will doom the SPSDF to

compete with the other seots as one of them lesee OR basis of programe In that
ocase of - oourse I favor the growth of our sects the ISL and YSL whose polltios r
are supperior of all others in the @nited States todaye In short unless there is
unity we favor the growth of our tendenay over all otherse After thare is unity
we favor a party in which e number of tendencihes oan exist e but even there we
favor the growth of our tendency as & loyal part. of the partye I think.this

has to be made olear because some abmiguity exists in the minds of some of our
friends about this mettere Our desire to build & broad movement does not mean thai
we have given-up our po}itiose Those aspeots of our™politios® whioch we may have to
give up = a devotion to a Bgrothkyist" tegdaltion and oeriliin seotarianism in -
language = are. things we should give up in eny caseo But this has nothing d=
to do With - stating that We oonsider the polities and organizations of the ISL
and YSL as superior to those of the SP=SDF, unless it is an SP=SDF which seeks
to ® turn itself imto the party of all demoorabio sooialistse ' -
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STATEMENT OF THE LEFT WING CAUCHS

COHCERNING POSSIBLE PARTICIPATION BY COMRADE WGELFORTH-IN THE MUSTE FORUM
1. The Left-Wing Caucus reaffirms its endorsenent of the Anerican Forun for

Socialist Education. We consider the attacks upon the AFSE by all sectors of the
~apitalist class —- by tho responsible liberals (N.Y. Tines) as well as by the |
outright witchhunters — to be a confirmation of the value of the Forun as & step
Yoward the revitalization of the sociplist movenent in the U.S. We condenn the
participation of Herman Singer 1ln the copitalist class-attack upon the AFSE. Thig
action by the lational Secretary of the SP-SDF as an authorized spokesnan for hig
organization typifies the anti-soclalist political nature of social denocracy and
its Anerican representatives, the leaders of the SP-SDF. ' ' :

2. We condenn the action of the YSL NAC in opposing the Muste forun. The stand
token by the YSL right wing is a further indication of this tendency's systenat-
-ic politicel adaptation to soclal democracy as well as of a long-standing
-stalinophobic sectarianisn, which tends to cut the YSL off from the real possi-’
bilities for soclalist regroupnent. AT o ; :

3. We reaffirn the right of every member and tendency in the ¥YSL to particl-
pate in broad and non-programatic socialist organizations, as well as in spec-
ific Yadult" socialist political organizations. This right is a necessary con- .
conitant of the YSL's very nature as a broad youth organization, uniting socialw
ist youth of differing tendencies. We therefore approve the action’ of Conrade
Wohlforth, end of any other member of the YSL who wishes to participate in the
‘AFSE as an indivicual. We reject the contention that this natter is a subject
for any disciplinary action whatsoever in an organization like the YSL.

L, The NAC najority has charged that Corrade Wohlforth "violated the discipline
‘ denanded of leading nenbers of the organiza.tion." We emphatically reject the
‘notion that there are two standards of discipline, one for " eading menbers",
another for the rank and file. All menbers of the ¥SL have equal rights and
responsibilities. :

5. The NAC najority clains’ tha'o it has the right to take disciplinary action
against Comrade Wohlforth, but that it refuses to do so in order not to respond
to a "delibverate provocation" by the ¥YSL Left Wing. -

6. The charge of "provocation" is a conmplete slander. Conrade Wohlforth was
nerely using his denocratic right as a nenber of the YSL to participate in an
outside orgenization. We have absolutely no desire for any Wscandel" stenning
fron dieciplinary action by the NAC najority against any nenber of the IWC. On
the contrary,we retain our oft-repeated intention to remain as nenbers of the YSI

7. 1f the NAC najority believes that Comrade Wohlforth has violated discipline
it is its responsibility to prefer charges egainst hin. It is to the credit of
the NAC majority that it realizes that disciplinary action ageinst Conrade
Wohlforth would be a “"scandal." However, if it is not prepared to act in this
scandalous fashion, it has no richt to clain that Conirade Wohlforth has violated
discipline and is therefore subject to charges. It is the obligation of the NAC
najority either to bring charges against Conrade Wohlforth for "violation of
discipline" and "provocation", or else to ednit that, although it disapproves

of Conrade Wohlforth's action, it concedes that he has not ected in en inper-
nissible or disloyal fashion. The HAC najority must elther back up 1its

charges or drop then.
~ May 31, 1957
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LETTER FROM JAMES ROBERTSON TO A-J. MUSIE

Berkeley, Calif.
June 5, 1957

The Rev. A. J. Muste
New York, H.Y. ) ’

Dear Reverend Muste, _

I would like to offer full and 'pu'binic support to the Anerican Forun for
Socialist Education on behalf of nyself and of all the other conrades of the
left wing of the Young Socialist Lezgue who a.re act:we in the regroupnent

" foruns in the San Franscisco Bay Area.

The hostile reaction from nany quarters to the public announcement of
the formation of the Anmerican Forun has induced me to write you taking a-clear
position of solidarity with the AFSE as ageinst those tendencies within the

radical movenent who have withheld their support either through sectarian

considerations or in response to the witch-hunting press and Gongressional
attacks on the Forun. '

-1 have never had occasion to write you before although our paths have

.crossed several tines — not only' when you have been through the Bay Area

speeking, but in particular I recall how inpressed by you I was when you
addressed the 1954 Younz Socialist League founding convention at which I was
a delegate. In recent nmonths I have followed your outstanding contribution to
facilitating the regroupment discussions in this country. This has been par-
ticularly a source of satisfaction to me because of ny own involvenent in
helping inaugurate forun type groupings in the Bay Aresm, in particular -the
Independent Socialist Forun of San Francisco and the Berkeley Socialist Forun.

For several nonths we in this area had been hearing that a national
forun formation largely initiated by you was inpending &nd now that it is
férnally launched we are looking forward to collaborating in this venture in
the hope of systenatizing and extending across the country as inclusive a
discussion as possible. In this connection I was glad to find that two of our
local forun nembdbers, Fritjof Thygeson and Peul Bara.n. have accepted positions
on your national connittee. )

'I nust make it clear that I an writing to you entirely in an unofficial
capacity rather than as Bay Area chairman of the Young Socialist Lesgue since
the national YSL has unfortunately seen fit to disasociate itself fron the
Anerican Forun,

Fraterhally, e

Janes Robertson

cc, National Action Cormittee, YSL;
Tin Wohlforth, national committee menber of
AFSE and secretary of YSL Left Wing Caucus; , :
IWC Steering Connittee. ‘ : 1203
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_BESOLUTION OF THE DAYTON AREA UNIT, ¥SL, -

QN THE AMERICAN FORUM ¥OR SOCIALIST EDUCATION
 Sutmitted by Herschel Keminsky

. The Dayton Area Unit of the Young Socialist League'weléomes the formation
0f the American Forum ~- for Socialist Education as an important means of pro-
moting the discussion on the American Left. ‘

We hold no hard-bound formal theories regarding the pace, direction, or
form of the regroupment process. J¥ree and serious discussion of all politicel
questions among all tendencies is on the order of the day. On certain issues
we also consider united front action possidble and desirable No matter what
path any future regroupment follows, we believe that, ab the present time, the.
AFSE is & volusble means of channelizing discussion. While it 1s true that
local discussions will take place without such a forum, it is obvious that dis-
cuseion will be more adequately organized and extended thronghout tho country
by tho AFSE, The AFSE can also be cxpected to play e very useful rolo in '
focusing discussion on the central political quostions of our timo.

Iomedintoly following the public announcoment of its formation, tho AFSE
came undor fire fron the witch-hunting Senate Intcrnal Socurlty Subconnittco
and fron tho entire capitalist pross. Wo bolicve that the AFSE is honored by .
thesc attacks fron ononics of socialism and civil libortios as woll., Attacks
on tho forun have also comc fronm so-callod socialists. Wo donounco tho stato-
nent of Hornan Singer, speaking officially for the SP-SDF in the pagos of the
How York Tipcs, gs an act of active political collaboration with the witch-
hunters. We furthcr condenn the action of the SP-SIF HEC in threatening
soveral nopbors of tho SP-SDF with expulsion if they do not withdraw fron the
AFSE. We consider this ection to be @ "subvorsivo-list® technique which has
no place in a supposedly sociclist organization. ) '

" We affirn the right of any individual menber of tho YSL to participate in

_.the AFSE, while naeking clear that his action does not, unfortunately, represent

‘official YSL policy.

Passed unanimously, June 9, 1957
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A NEW YOUTH ORGANIZATION IS DORN§
by Mm.M, .

The latest issue of the jJocularly entitled left=wing bulletin
(July, 1957) triumphantly ennources on its cover that "NEW FORCES
RA LLY TO LEFT-WING, 11 join caucus in one month." An examination
of the 1ist of caucus merbers reveals the Follow ing: 2 new mem-
bers of the caucus in N,Y,, nelther of whom are members of the YSL'
but of whose applications for YSIL membership Wohlforth informed
the N,Y. Exec at 1ts last meeting; 1 new member of the caucus
in Philadelphia, whos e application for YSL membership the NAC
learned of at its 1 at mee%ing, and which it .tabled until it :
could consult with the Philadelphia comrades; 4 new meibers of the
caucus In Chicago, 2 of wlom are long-standing mesbers of the YSL,
lwho is an SWP member whose application for membershi, was re-
Jected by the Chicago Unit, and 1 who is unknown to us - but may be:
a member of the YSL; 2 members of the caucus in Denver, the ap-
plica tion of 1 of whom t e NAC re Jected and the other of which
1t tabled; and 2 new members of the caucus in the San Fransisco
bay area who a re unknown to this writer but may be members of the
YSLe. . . ’

f‘fihé score: eleven new members of the caucus, 2 definite members
of the YSL, 3 people not kmow n to this writer who are possibly or
probably members of the YSL, 6 non-riembers cf the ISLe And a

break-down of the last categoly reveals 2 persans Whose riembership
applications were rejected by the YSL and 4 whose anlications

have not yet been a cted One

- e .
. "

. For some time now the "Ieft-Wing" Gaucus has been claiming
that it can bulld the YSL, if only the "right-wing" would allow
i1t to do so. A n examination of the 11st of non=YSL nembers who
are members of the "Left=Wing"Caucus will therefore be instructive
Anasmuch as the "left-wing" will undoubtedly claim thesex friends
as some of the prime exhibits in 1ts gallery of Potential recruits.
Before contem .plating these "builders of the YSL" we should pause

f -to éxamine one vho 1s not in the caregory of non=-members but who 1is

in the category of probable members. We urge all comrades to read
the statement,"On The liatter of a Statement To the Left=Ting
Bulletin" by Richard Kenny which appears on pages 25«20 of the
latest i1ssue of the LB, \le ourselves feel that 1t presents a
powerful lesson as to who tle "left-wing" is attractive to,

Of the 6 non-members of tie YSL only 2 are kmown to us through
" Information other than the various statements that appear in the
Li3: CGeprge Larrabpe and Norman H. The farmer is represented in
this issue of the INB by one eartoon and one articles These,

his most sensible productions in the recent period, should be

¢ enough to provide an estimate of the man. If they are not, we

. urge corrades to apply to us far specimens from our folder of

F hilarious correspondence which he has addressed to the YSL,

the ISL, and ILabor Action,

E I'orman He, whose applica tion for membership was forwarded

} to us by Comrade Wohlforth,was rejected by the NAC on the basis

y of advice given to the NAC by Comrade Denltch, by the Y3IL members

i In the a rea, and by 2 ISL sympathlzers who have knowlege of him.‘los
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Thelr view as distinct from Courade Wohlforth's, was that the
- applicant was that type of unserious, unpolitical pcrson to
| which the harsh epithet, "screwball" 1s frequently applied, and
~ that his menbership in the YSL would only hurt and discredit our
"organization, ‘ - ‘ ' ’

Dut our real interest in the new merbers of the "ILeft-Wing"
Caucus lies ddsewhere, We do not claim to have an exhaustive
.Jnow lege of the history of the American radical movement, but
do insist that we have a modest one. Never, to our knowlege, has,
antil now , a caucus, faction or tendency in a soclalist organi-
z ati on .contalned members who are not members of the organlzation
that this caucus, faction or tendency 1is a part ofe To e sure,
in previous fa .ctlon fights in the various soclalist groups there
have been occasions when minority groupings began to collaborate
with the arganization they intended to Join after leaving the one
they were then .in, or have collaborated with individuals whom they
- intended to revrult to themselves after splitting, Zut this has
:°  always been done on the very eve of such a split when they already
2 openly proclaimed their intention of leaving the group they had °
theretofore been pa rt of ¢ Never before, however, has there, to
our knowlege, been a case of a minority tendency in an organization
containing members who were not members of that organization. '

And there has certainly never been such an instance when that
tendency proclaimed its undying desire to bulld the organization
that it was part of and fulminated against the majority as belng
"gplitters" and "wreckers" of thelr cormon organization, 4

This latest develo.ment of the "left-wing" merely does the

following: It openly and blatently reveals what has been true of the

"eft-wing" for some months now, namely that they regard themselves
as a separate and distinct organization. It has been evident to us
for a while now that the "left-wing" regards 1tself as @ part pf
the YSL only in the following sense: that it wishes to attempt
to win the YSL to its view, or rather, since this 1s impossible, to
snateh another member or two. In all of 1its public propaganda
and activity it ha s acted as a separate organlzations

It mpmxty publishes and circula tes a public bulletin which
in its viscious attempt to discredit the views of the YSL and the
YSL as an organization is unprecented in the history of the American
socialist movement., It clea rly attempts to bring discredit on the
organization of which it is a part, and feels absolutely no respon=-
8iblility of any kind to that organization. One of its leading
spokesman, Wohlforth, recently went on a national tour. It is, of
course, customary, normal and legitimate for leaders of minobity
tendencies to tour the country in order to meet their followers and
to pa rticipate in discussions of the organizations as a whole.
On his recent tour, how ever, Wohlforth did a bit more; he engaged
in a campaign of public attack against the policies of the organi-
zatlon, in the courase of which he served to convince non=-members
of the orcanization to take actlons different from those the YSL
wishes them to take and moreover, engaged in a camaign of public
attack on the organization itself. This , tbo, 1s unprecedented
in the history of the American socialist movement, to owr knowlegee.
And now to capitaligze everything, they announce that one need
not belong to the YSL to be members of their tendencye. .206
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We ask: What more would they be doing, if they were a separate,
distinct, Independent organization? It is really hard Lo think of
anything else, There can be no more doubt: they regard themselves
as a separate organizatio n}

And all thils, while they go around declaring their undying loya
alty to the YSL their desire to "builld it", and engage in a cam<
palgn of protesting the expulsion from the YSL which they insist
the right-wing is plamning, : . '

For a while their line was that the "right-wing" was threatensk
ing to split from the YSL and join the SP-SDF, leaving them
in sole possession of a reduced (in size) organization, When .
these declarations recelved the horse-laugh they deserved, they
shifted gears and announced their imminent expulsion from the
organization by the "bureautic" "right-wing." What does all this
mean? . - '

To us the answer seems clear, They haye reached a political
dead=-end 1n the YSL and desire to sepa rate themselves from it.
While we have some predictions as to what their course would be
after such a sepration, and these may be of interest,they do not
concern us here. They point to be made is that they ‘desire a
separatlion but are too cowardly ‘to separate themselves, Out of
cowa rdice and because they hope to provoke a scandal to attempt to
discredit the YSL , they go around saying that they are about to be
expelled and commit the mos t outra geous and unprecented acts of
indiscipline hoping to provoke their expulsion. Their - theory 1is
that thelr public, hos tile campaigns against the YSL, coupled
with thelr no longer mretending to act as a part of the YSL -
witness the Incident oftheir new members - will sooner or later
Infuriate the YSL into expelling them.

' Speaking formyself, I can only say that they are doomed to
disappointment. The YSL $hould not, and I predict will not, expel
the "Left-Wing" Caucuse To be sure, the convention may decide
to demand of all of its members a certain minimum of responsibility
(we cannot conceivably expect more than a minimum froa the leaders
of our "left-Wing" friends - it isn't in them). '

But the YSL w 111 not, we predict, be a party to their petty
manoevres and scandalous ppovocations: we will not expel the
"left-Wing" Caucus.

If the leaders of the "LW"™ C wish to consumate the separation
they hop e for, they will have to overcome their cowardice and
thelr desires to create a little stink and besmirch the na me of
socialism through their provocations,

We ourselves do not desire to see anyone leave .the YSL. On
the contrary. On the other hand, we will not impede such a separa-
tion by those who are hell-bent for 1it. All we ask is that they be
men about it and not petty, cheap and xizmxmux cynical manouverers.
A Tter all, this is the socialist movement, not Tammany ilall,
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