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INTRODUCTION

In the present period one can notice certain signs of renewed interest in
socialist ideas amonz the young people of this country. Socialist clubs are
springing up on college campuses; socialist youth orgenizations in the coun-
try's major clities are beginning to grow modestly; even teenagers are showing
interest in socialist thought and politics. |

This is creating an environment favorabdle for the rebuilding of a sccialist
youth movement in the United States. In order to build such a movement, how-
ever, we need more than the will for it, more than the hands to run mineo
machines and to pass out leaflets al cempuses and factory gates. All the good
will in the world, &ll the herd work, will not alone produce a viable soclialist.

youth movement.

He need something more -~ & genuine socialist progrem upon wkich to dbase a
movement. 1f there is one lesson to be learned from the 100-yeer history of
the international socialist movemenit it is this! the desire for a soclalist
future is not enough on whick to bulld a movement. lie must have a nprogram
czpadble of bduilding a movemeni that can bring about socialism. All the polem~
jos and resolutions, s»plits and unities, tisme® ena "ites" are-but rerlections

ot the process of developing such a program.

Socialist youth in the United Stetes do not have to start from scretch in
developing & geruine socialisi program. Yot only do they have the rich tradit-
‘jon of the Marxist movement and its experlemces over the last bundred years in
almost every country of the world; they also have the recent work done by
socialist youth of their own country in trying to develop a socialist progream
which is suited to our oun times. :

. 1t is no mere accident that the deepest thinking on a progrem for socialist
youth occurred’during a factional strugsle within a small socialist orgeniza~
tion known as the Young Soclalist League. Marxism is not something that can de
studied ani developed in an ivory towsr. It 1s developed in orgenirations
formed by Marxists to realize thelr thou.his in action -~ even if the &ction
can be no more than passing out a lesflet contalning those thoughts.

In late 1956 and exrly 1957 the ioung Socizlist League stood as the only
nationwice body of young socialists separate from the Communist Perty youth.
This was the period of the shrushchev revelations, the rolish and Hungarian
revolutions. The entire left in this couniry was in flux. The task before itlhe
YSL was to regroup the socizllst youth vho were seeking a vay out of the ideo-
. loglicel crises drought on by the developments in the Soviet orbit into an org-

- gnization with enough stremgth to muke an impact on the broader sirate of
American youth.

dgced with this opportunity there developed within the ISL tuo fundamentally
conflicting ap,roaches. The right wirg, which controlled the organization and
hac tae backing of the fraternally related Indeperdent Socialist Lepgue of
Max Shachtman, oriented not tovards tlLe openimg regroupment opportunities but
rather to the almost aefunct Socialist Purty. It sought unit, with the 52
affiliate, the Younz Peoples' Socialist Lecgue, on the besis of the pro-State
Departmont politics of that orgunizetion. In reslit; it was seeklng respect-
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ebility rather than the building of & genuine socialist movement.

The left wing called for the regroupment of all socialist youth into en'in-
dependent youth movement with a genuine socialist progrem of opposition to the
American State Department and Western imperlalism and solidarity with the work-
ers of the Soviet lands in their struggles for workers' cemocracy. (Left-uing
Gaucus Declaretion, page 1 ).

1n the course of this political struggle, which enced in the forcing out of
the YSL of the left wing, & whole host of important questions wers discussed
which are still of current interest. These inrclude:

The Americen lebor Mcvement: John Worth, in his article "labor Democracy ani
the Keuther machine,” oiscusses the attitude of the ISL towsrds the "iiberal®
section of tne trade union bureaucracy. Martha Wohlferth!s V"Iabor Action and
the Racket Probe" desls with the rewctior of the Shachimen group to the goverl.-
ment's crackdown on labor racketeering. The McClellan Committee, just startiag
operations when this article was written, still exists and the attitude of
soclalists towards it is still of considerable imporiance.

The Witchhunt: A little-studied phenomenon is the effect of the witchhunt
in thls couatry on the radical movemeni. Tim Woblforth's "The Strange Cese of
the Anerican Forum" gives the history of the formation of the imeric«n i'orum
for Soclalist Education, the subsequent witchhunting attaci upon it, and toe
reactions this precipitated on the leit. It is Wonlforth's thesls that the
witchhunt, acting as a catalyst on radical politics, Zives us an insight indo
the differences betveen reformism and revolutionary soccialism in our own day.

Seciglist Unity and ihe Buildinz of g Labor Party: Shane Mage in "Lessons o
the Focent Y:C Meeting" decls not simply with the quesiion of unity that faced
the YSL. He goes deeper into an anelysis of the right wing's "Theory of Stages’
~ with which they saw a gradual development of ihe labor movement, first to labor

. party consciousness, then io reformist socizlist consciousness, and then finell
possibly, to mevolutionary consclousness. He counterposes to this the sgrxian
concept of uneven development in history. The ideas skeiched out in this art-
icle are very stimulating and deserve further Jdnvestizeiion.

The War Suestion: Jim Robertson's PResignation from the ISL" not only gives
us a good look irto the resl nature of that organization, bdut in the process
deals with the important theoretical quesilon of the attitude of socialists

toward war.

The United Front: A& good deal of confusion in the redical movement has cen-
tered around the united front tactic. One of the most efiective weapons of scc-
ialists against cupitalismwhen used properly, it is also one of the most effec-
tive ways of inculcsting opportunism within the working~class movement when
used incorrectly. Tim Wohlforth's "what is a United Front?" is an attempt to
get at the real nature of the united front tactic. :
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The Zlectorsl “mestion: Meedless to say, the sirugzile within the YSL would
not have been complete if it had not &t least touched on the slectural guestion.
Currently the formation of an Independent-Socialist Party in Yew fork State has
caused & fullwscale discussion within all sections of the rauicul movenent on
this question. Shane Mage in "Phe Politics of Unity® points out how the real
drift of Shachtman's politics to the right wes most clearly shown in his retreat

on this question.

A collection of the writings of the Left iiing of the YSL would nct be complete
without some humor and satire. "The Shaman and the Swamp” 1s, in my o.inlon, o
of the finest pieces of political satire written for a long time. 7The cartoons
jncluded in this collection speak for themselves.

Out of all these articles emerges the outlines of & revolutionary socialist
progrem. Some of the articles may lack poiish. The regder may not understand
some of tke initials used, or knmow of some of the people referred to. But one
cannot fail to get an insight from these articles into the naturs oi the divis-
ion in socialist youth renks between the revolutlonary socialists zathered
around the YOU'G SOCIALLST, which conbains the former YSL left wing, and the
- social-democretic youth in the ¥PSL, which now contalns the former ISL right
wing. Every young socialist owes 1% fo himself to explore the naturse of the
political differences between these two formations before making up his mind to
join either one. It is to help in this process that we are republishing this
selection of writings from the left wing of the Young Sociwulist lesgus.

The material included in this ccllectlon appears in its original form, Just
as it was published during the actual strugzle in the YSL. Therefore initials
of orgenizations, titles of publicztions, names of persons involved that wers
comron knowledge to YSL members at the time but are not necessarily coimon
kmowlecge to present readers are used throughout.

In order to aid the reader some of the more obscure names and initials &re
listed in the Glossary for indentification.

-~ TW, &pril 7, 1939
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¥SL LEFT-{IMG DaCLARATION

The Metional Executive Committee has adopted & resolution calling for
unity with the Socialist Party-Socisl Democratic Federation. This action calls
into question the continued existence of the ISL as an independent organization

of revolutionary soclalist youth.

The YEC resolution states that 1t is for unity on the dbasis of the present
political program of the SP-Suk. This progrem is resctionary and anti-socials
ist. In world politics the SP-SDF supports U.S. imperialism and 1ts basl
policies. In american politics the SP-Sis supports the labor durezucrecy and
its 2lliance with the Democratic Party.

Genuine democratic socialism has nothing in common with these policies. '
On the contrary, the socialist movemeni cen be built only by political struggle
against the class-collaborationist and pro-imperialist politics of the social

democracy.

If the ISL umites with the SP-SIF it will be sbandoning this struggle —
as 1s already shown by the refusal of the ISL national leadership to crivicize
the SP-SIF in public, and by the mefuszl of this natiomel lezdershlp to attempd
to recrulit members from the SP-SuLF into our organization. .

We are members of the ISL bec:use we want to assist in the formation of a
revolutionary democr:tic socialist youth movement in the U.S. Ve are nod
sectarians. We are willirg to unite with all socialist-minded youth on the
basis of the minimum program of genuine socialism: independent political
ection of the working class and the oppressed peoples here and everywhere
" ¢hroughout the world, against both Stulinist and cepitzlisi oppressors.

We consider that the basic gquestion posed by the proposel for unity with
the SP-SIk is: either to build the ¥SL on a socialist politic.l basis or to
liguidate the ¥YSL in its present form on the basis of the anti~socialist

politics of the SP~SIF.

We delieve that this is a quesiion of such vitzl imporiunce that it is ouwr
duty to form & caucus in order to present our views to the membders of the Leaz:
and to save the sociclist youth movement from the politicel disaster of thre
YSL liquidating itself into the BP-Sur.

Wo call on all members of the ¥SL who remain commitied to duilding a
real socialist youth movemeni Lere, in americes, and now, in 1957, to Jjoin
with ns in this undertuking., i
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InSSOMS OF Ik ABUA™E YEC mbraI™s (Perd 1)

by Shane Mage

Two centrel political questions were discussed at the "nl mesting last
January 26 ana 27 /1957/ ~— Socialist hegroupment ani the current crisis in the
Stelinist movement. both dlscussions, each in its own fashion, uemonstrited
the rightward development of the majority of the natioral leadership or the 155
and clearly counteroosed the politicel issues dividing the tendencies within

the I8L,

Tho wuostion of Socinlist Unity

The proposal that the YSL unite with the then Socialist Party was first
ralsed at the "EC meeting last September. although this proposal markea & com-
plete change in the attitude of the YSL toward the SP, which Lad been one of
extreme hostility since the very inception of the ISL, it was introduced ir the
most light-minded fashion possible. The yery fact thet such a proposal would
be made was concesled from the T»C members until the last moment prior to the
Plenum, and sven then they learned about it only by & pessing reference, wvlich
elready took this 180 degree turn for grantea, i» the AC majority resolution
endorsing the SP in the electiom. The evigent conception of the majority, in
this respect, wes that it had such complete control of the organization, and
such complete political confidence from the membership, that any proposéel it
chose to introduce would be automutically etoptea with only the most formal sord
of discussion. This was also its attitude on the issue of supporting the £P in
the presidentizl electionm, despite the fzct that seven months befoare I had sub-
nitted a resolution calling for a "General Socialis? Protest Vote." In a letter
to the Los angeles unit Comrsie Harsington wrote: "4e ¢id not enticipate that
_ these issues would becoms controversiel... we knew that Shane bad his position

_end thet Tim concurred. but we Lad no reason to anticipate dissatisfaction
throughout the orgarization ..." 02 course, as the comrades know, this did ro%
turn out to be the case — the membership, by referenaum vote, endorsea tLs
policy we had advocated, and rejectea that of the “al mejority.

To understend the full import of the discussion of unity with the SP-bLy
et the rensu’ .Plenum, we must start with &n examination of the motiveations
presented by the mejority for their yroposal of unity with the SP lsst Seutemha,
4% that time this propossl was presentea as essentially & tacticsl ons, baser
on  tne supposea strength of the SF left wirg at the SP convention anc on thz
disintegrution of the S right wing. The majority advocatea it on the Eronnas
that if the ISL and YSL unitea witithe SP tkey would teke it over almost irm d-
jately from the existing SP lecuership vhich they regerued &8 muddleheads e:u2
incompetents, while if the 5P reiused unity, the I1SL-1SL progosal would servs &s
an excellent mansuver to win over the SP "Left” which hew projosea that the S°
include tke ISL in its merger with the S.i7.

We of the minoriiy knmew, both from our general svalustion of the political
position &nd evolution of the 150 right wirg ard from the concrete Tect thet
the majority's urity line was intimatel, cornected with their position of pclid-
icel support to tre SP in the electior cempeign, that this was no mere incor—ech
tactic, dut & bLesic politicel line of capitulation to sociil demucricy presental
in the form of a raiairg mareuver. evertueless, we answered the mujority ‘s
erguments on their own tacticel ground, &s well as on the principled polivical
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iasues. ¥We pointed out that upity with the 5P would never Ye allowed by the SP
leadership unless they felt completely sure that they woulid be able to control
the united orgsnization, and thail they would lay down conaitions wihich ssrve to
erpetuate their own control. %e poirnted out that the 52 was about to unite
with the 5D¥, which would not merely move it even further to the right, dub
would provide & really solid orgarizational base for the right wing 5P leadership

The majority comrades replied that unity between the SIF and SP was impos-
sidle, and that whatever condi tions were laid down by the SP leacership the
1SL-YSL would still be able to take the organization over bteceuse they would
supply all the sctivisis. We seid that any attempt to take over the 52 would
merely result in a new split with very bad political resulis. The answer was
that "Political primitives and political fundamentalisis! lilte Irieaman (one of
the worst right-wingers in the SP, incicentally) would stick with the SF under
all conditicns, so that vhe loss of ihomas ena & few others would be unimportent
end more than compensated by the influx of Ppundreds” of unatfiliatea redicals
wvho would, accordinrg to the majority, join the SP merely becauss it hac united
with the ISL. JFinally, we maintained. that the way to win over worthwhils in-
diviauzls in the SP "Iefi! was not to adopt & policy which could only support
their illusions as to the possibility of soclalists functioni»g in the SP, bui
to express, in & friendly but clear manner, the besic ressons why genuine s0C-
ialists do not belong in the social-imperialist swemp of the SP but in & rev-
olutionary socizlist orgznizatior 1ike the 15L. The reply to this was that the
way to win over someore is not to $2lk about differences dut to emphasize what

is common beiween )ou.

(The opportunistic mature of this spproach, especizlly zs defined in
practice by the right wirg, consists in the fact thatl aiiferences are compyletely
ignored and gnly the common points meniloned. nspecially when the existing
" gifferences are fundamenial and basic, as is true of the differences between

" revolutiorar; socialism «nd socizl democracy of any vericty, tkis is not only

cishornest but resulis in & political whitews.sh of the social-aemocratic tendency
But egsin, this is rot, for the right wing, & merely tactical mistake, for the
tactical explanatior is not really believed in but put Torvard merely to cover
up the essential political cortert. GThus, speaking for the “AC majority,
Gomrade Herringtom in the election discussion oifered as prooi of tae SuF's
"ogpitulation to Stalirism” the fact thut Moo be sure, it Jthe SuB/ states its
opposition to the Stalinist regime, but it zlso ewphasizes vhal it h.s in com-
mon with ths Stalinist-Stalinoids. I we took the righi-wing's argument. tion
geriously, we would have to stule that they ere advencing a very pecullar sort
of politicul doubdle gtsrnrd ~- 1% 3.5 copituletion for the SWP to emphaslze

what it has in ccrmon wish staiindou chen. making dasic and revolutionary poli~
$ical eritizisms of Stelinlst politics and tho Sialinjst veglme; while for the
IS1~YSL $o o opns0 anity with tze SPSDF while re'usirg io crillelze in pudllc
ggg.aapect’cf sho SP-SLUF's pxo-napiiallst, pro-imperieiist politlcs is a leglt~
Zmeto nnd necessery political sactie! Ve caon agrae with Mike +hat the term “oap
{1tulationist™ is applicodle to rme of those two app-oachess)

Yne speed witlh whica the right wang unioiuea the political meaning oX its
orientation towara the 5P arter the Zubor wzy Plenum is innacated by two ficts.
First, the polatical line of supporting the 5P in the electinn was presentod by
the ri ht wing us nxcluding support tv the SP itsslf. Harrirgton, in arguing
for his position, omphasized that he fuvored encorcing "ot, note this, the SP;
the SP campaign.,” In pructice, .the uSL uia nut merely enuoxse the 5P cumpuign,
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_which would have been bad enough, but presented itself as the political agent of
the SP by, in Vew York, cistributing SP lezflets contalniry SP interest blanks,
and by failing to mouify its support by any criticism o the SP or its campaign.

Second, the Plenum decided that & full discussion on the unity question,
including presentation of both poirts of view in Challenge, wes to be held
before the next "x( meeting. 4&s everyonse knows, nothing of the sort was done —-
the majority didn’'t send out its draft resolution on this guestion until tuo
weeks before the Plenum and in other ways prevented any siscussion of their SP-
8DF unity perspective from teking place. If this central issue is discussed
before the convention, zs it must and shall be, it will be solely beczuse of the
efforts of the left wing. &t the last Plenum, the leaaing mejority comrades
showed great reluctunce even to give the unity question a pre-eminent position
on the draft agenda of the next convention, and recognized the necessity of
this only because of the pressure of the left wing, not deczuse of its intrinsic
merits or importance to the life of the organization.

The Shift in the Fight Wing's Motlvation

With this as dackground, we can now proceed to a consideration of the dis-
cussions at the recent Plenum. Tre most striking femture of the discussion was
the transformation in the motivation of the proposed unity with the SP-Swus. In
fact, the only member of the majority who l.ad & word to suy on this point was
Gomrade Taylor who statsd that "we could tuke over the SP in three days" but if
we did, ™1t would be & horrendous mistake.! oxamine for a moment what this
change of perspective means: the 1Sl majority is now willirg to leave leadership
of the SP in the beands of a political feraency which 1s hostile to the most basic
political positions supposedly Gefendew by the ISL, &nd is mot even willing to
try to win the mejority of the S2-bus to the germeral viewpoini of the iS.! uf
this is not & formula of capitulation to the social~democraztic leadership, whet

is it?
" A similer change merked the attitwae of the mejority to the 5P "Left." Jest

September, they tried to magnify the sirength and iniluence of the et wing”

in the SP in oruer to ma:xe their yro-SP position more plausidle. Mow, the SP-Sur
"Left" is presented as quite insignificent, and of no importance &t all in their
orientation toward the SP-Sik. What has happened?! vhen the merzer of the SP aad
the Suk was announced the SP "left wingers" reacted in a decent fashion -- they
denounced the merger as what it wes, an act of complete political capitulatior to
U.S. imperialism, & unity whose political basis had nothing in common with soc-~
ialism. At this point, one would have expected a natlonal leadership genuine.y
interested in buildaing the ISL &nd in winning the SP "left! over to a revolution-
ary socialist position to repeat to these cumrzdes wlat we have been telling them
continually throughout our three years of existence ~— that they do not beloag

in the SP, still less the SP-SL¥, btut ouzght to belong to a real soclelist orgin-
ization, the ISL. One would expect the lexuership of the i15L to point out to the
SP M"left-wingers™ tkat the pro-capitulist, pro-imperislist character of the SP-
Sur merger completely confirms &ll our previous criticisms of their policy of
remeining in the S§P, ard that if they want to continue to work for socialism

they can no longer avoia joining the ISL. Dbut the national leadership of th. ISL
and YSL uid ro such thirg -- not only aiu it not encourage the S "left" in its
fight z;einst the uerger with the SUF, it actually advised 'them to give up their
opposition tc¢ merger und remain in the SP-S.e! "o wonder the rnujority expressgd
no interest in winning over the 52 "Left" ~~ it has been too successful in con-
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vincing them to retreut from the genuinely socialist positions they had besun
to take!

¥ho is Sectarian?

Despite the accusations of "sectarianism” aguinst us, we of the ISL left
wing still desire, unlike the majority, to unite with ratical youth from ti:e SP-
SDF on the basis of what we.have in common, even in spite ol very img.ortent
political differences. We therefore introduced a specific motion calling on
left-wing youth in the SP-SLi to leave that organization, which they themselves
declared had nothing in common with socialism, and to join the ISL. Ihe vote on
this motion wes indicative of just who in the (5L is iInterested in bduiluing tke
organization by winning over to it the SP "left wing." The vote: Tim and Shune

for, all the rest against. :

But if the majority is uninterested in the SP-Six "left," they ere very
definitely interested in the SP-SL¥ pight winrg! after all, these are the 280pie
who have absolute control of the SP-SL} organization, the group toat will decice
(unless the iSL membership has something to say ebout it) whether or not tis ¥SD
right wing will be zble to liguigate the iSL into the §P-Suz. What, ziter &ll,
does it matter if their politics are pro-czpitulist and pro-imperialisif Aand so,
when last September the important argument for unity wes the success of the s2
left in gettinrg soue votes for ircluding the ISL ir the unity, todsuy the majority
comredes proudly cluim thet more u»G more SP-SJi right-wing leaters are willing
to accept the ISL ard YSL as loyzl members of their orgznizativn. 4nd in return.
for this favor, the right-wing leaders of our organizetion are rot exactly averse
to applying 2 1little whitewash to the SP-S.+ righi-wingsrs. Thus Comrade Teylor
was able to inform the "aC that the "SP" (M) member of the rizht wing was bold
enough to use the S¥-Sui's real rame) is actually moving to the lefi. He ex~
. plained this dlscovery b; the following curious logie, starting from the crisis
of Stzlirism: "The Sociazlist Party supports smericen imgerielism out of foar of
Stalinism, not out of pro-capitelism. with the crisis of Sielinism the §P is
starting to break with american imperizlism."  UThe syllogism is so nezt tkat ove
almost Lates to point out that social democrscy in gemeral, incluaing the Aueric-
an forsrunners of the present SP-5ue {uebs, if you remember, called himself a
bolshevik), has been pro-capitalist anu pro~imperialist since 1914, long teiore

even Sialin had heard of Stalinism!

0Of course, there was some empirical coniirmation ofrered tor this startli-g
announcement -- that the SP-Sur rizht wing is increwsingly irvierdly towara the
158L (as why shouldn't it be, given the ewgerness of the ISL~iSL lecoership to
epter the SP.-ST} on the basis of the right wing's .rogiam’), ana that the Siete-
Lepartment "socieiists” whu publish the Mew Leacer have been suggesiing to v.S.
imperialism thet maybe it could gein a politicsl auwvantzge over tus aussians oy
offering to withuraw 1ts iroops irom surope. Of course Cunrzue laylor neglected
$o men3ion tho actual politicel wovement skown by the foriation of the Se-Suk.
The joint SP-Sii ".emorenuum of Understencing® halled the sershull Plen &s an
Yexpression of the smerican spirit at its best” and sistea ihat its foreign pol-
icy "must not be lased on the illusion that peace cem be aciieveuw by ap.essemont
of the Communist imperizlism thut threectens the world's pewuce ard fresdom ...
We re.lize that urt. 1l uriversal, enfcrceable Cisarmament can be aclieved, the
free world end 1te uemocratically estublisiec militery agoncies iust be constant-
1y on Juard sgeimst the military drive of tae Communist aictetors.” if uhis
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isn't a movement to the riszht, the SP must have stsrted much further right than
even I suspected lest August!

:!:bg '?Tela! Li ne )

The YEC meajorlty position in favoer of unity with the SP-Sik is thus not &t
all motivated by tectical considerations of any sort, least of all the perspec-~
tive of reiding the SP which these comrides had used to cover up their position
only & few months ago. The SP entry perspective has been rresented as part of
a fundamentzl new strategic line on the dsvelopment of socialism in the v.S.
This line was spelled out in the YAC majority resolution aru in Camreas Murtin'e

report to the plenum, in roughly these terms:

It is possible at the present time for the American socialist movement to
‘break out of its isclation from the working class through the expedient of
regrouping itself in the form of a "broed™ socizlist party. Ihe leauership of
this party must be socialwiepocratic, beczuse the social democruis are turthest
to the right, therefore closest to the presert politics of the lebor moveuent.
In no sense 1s this party to have a "left wing" orogream, since atvocac; of soc-
inlist politics will merely isolate it from the labor movement. Insteuc, it
will be for "socialism in a generazl sense” on the basis of & "broza socialist
progrem” (it shoula be noted that by the term "brosu® the "aU majority mecns
"Right-win, sogial-democratic,” since it uses that term to aescride tke yresent
pro-capitalist, pro-imperialist progmem of the SP-Sui.) This party will heve
the task of forming the nucleus of the "left wing® oif a fusure Lebor Party —
this "left wing” to be based ertirely on the aavoescy of "bdocialism,” again
"in a generzl sense.” .

Comrade hurtin presented this perspective as a theory of three stages:

{1). The socialist movement will revive itself around the SP-SL: nucleus.

(2). A non-socielist labor party will be formed. The main axis of divis-
ion within this labor party will be between socizlists "in & general sense” and

non-socialists.
(3). Tre Labor Party will adopt & socialist program.

Of the many criticisms that can be made of this mechurical and urreclistic
orientation, perhaps the most important is trat it is totally civorced from amy
evaluation of the objective situatlon in which socialist regroupment is to talte
place. Max bases himself on the proposition that "It is possidble to revive the
socialist movement in the U.S. toazy." But the socicslist moveument has not been
withering 3his past decaue becuus® of its own mistakes, dbut bDecause the working-
class passivity produced by the permement war economy combined with the boom
phase of the normal prosperity-de.ression cycle has uried up the natural arena
for soclalist politicel wectiviiy, 4 mesningful revival of the sociallst move-
ment in America can therefore come ahout onl; as & result of a fundemental
change in this objective situation, and therefore the majority position can only
be predicated on the expectatior of such a change. But the corclusion that the
majority draws when it speaks of an "Upering to the aight,”® when it wents to
&dopt ¢ social-democrutic progrem in orier to bde close to the workers at their
present stuge ol consciousness, is ir complete contraciction to the s.pectation
of u change which will violently slter that stage of consciousness! The con-
treaiction can be avoided only on the busis of a perspective of a gredusl and
slow devclopment, without violent bresks in the economy, anc therefore in the
working-clasg consciousress. out this is not, to s.y the least, our prognosis
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for America's funtestically unstable cepit.lism! It is, on the other hend, the
basic perspective of heuther and the labor bureaucracy, the authentic Americen

social dsmocrats.

The Abpnconing of Marxist rethodoloesy

The "Theory of Steges” advanced by Uomrade Martin is also very revealing
of the right wirg's views on the fulure of american socialism. ¥irst of &ll,
we should be well aware of the complete abandonment of kerxisi methodolozy in-
herent in Martin's formulation of his position. According toc alaieciical mat-
erizlism, social change does not take place through a peaceiul, gracual evolu-
tion from stege to stage; qualitztive transformations occur at crisis points,
in the form of a rupid and violent chenge marked above all by discontiwuity oi
form, by "leaping over® historical steges in accordence with the law of combired
end uneven development which compels social classes to solve tieir historicel
problems by use of the most advanced metkods available, and which absolutely
precludes repetition of methods used under different conditions in & preceding
historical period. The "classical® example of this process 1s oI courss the
Eussian revolution, which saw the Fussian workers go Girectly from the "stage"
of feudzlism to the "stzge" of proletarian dictatorship without stopping at the
state of bourgeois parliameniary democracy, as the henshevik sxponents of the
PTheory of Stages" insisted they would have to.

Comrade Mzrtin's prognosis for the development of American socialism is
thus non-larsist in method. 4s a result, it completely ignores the violent and
radical changes innerent in the very hugeness of umericin capitalism, The
American labor movement is as slugyish as it is big and strong, because it is
under the complete control of & privileged buresucracy profoundly attacued to
the existing social oraer. To set this tremendious mass in motlon, to produce
such a revolutionary act as the breszk of the labor movement from capitulist
" politics, requires the action of economic and social pressures of tremenaous
‘force. Yet Martin expresses assurunce that when the workers finally move, they
will move slowly, a step at a time! :

Lven within the context of Martin's presentation, one stage is missing —
the creation of & revolutionary socialist party, capable of leadaing iLe workers
to the establisiment of their own rule. Is this because Max no longer Dellevss
such a party is absolutely necessary to achisve socialisi, because he puts the
creation of a revolutionazry party off into such a vague ana distant futurse that
he considers it irrelevant at the present time, or beciuse he thinks aiscussion
of 1t would disturd his new social-democratic friends? When 1 raised this
point during the plenum discussion, Mex didn’t consider i% worth a reply.

The majority resolutior on socialist regroupment also is marked by aban-
donment of socialist political methodolosy when it states tnat the YSL wants to
creute a left wing in a futwe labor party which "ill aim at winning the labor
party to socialism in a broea, general serss." Bocialist politics, as opposed
to seciarisn politlics, does not seek to establish socialism Dy winning people to
a set of abstract ideas, whether specific or generasl; on the contrary, it seeks
at every staze to concretize its ultimate progrem in such a wgy as to effecctive-
ly promote and stimulate the class struggle of the workers. The political
progrem of revolutiovnary socialism exists basically as a Marxist worldview, bui
in the actual ezrera of class strug,le it, likse the program of any other ten-
dency, menifests itself as a series of stunds on concrete issues. The left
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wing of a labor party, whether that party called itself socialisi or not, could
never be based on "socislism in & general sense” any more thun it could be
based on, say, "Atheism in a general sense.” :

Precisely because irreconciladble political conflicts on the most important
$ssues of our time exist among thoss who call themselves "socialists,” any
genquinely "broaa® socialist party would break wide open the moment ib had to
answer a real political question, such as, say, the attitude to teke toveru a
rank and file opposition movement in a union headed by a2 social-aemocratic
bureaucret who happens to sit on its executive committee. The "hermenent and
fruitful co-existence of the merged forces" enviseged in the majority resolution
is thus conceivable, given the political character of the SP-Sur lewdership,
only on one of two corditions: either the nev party refuses to izke a ,osition
on any significant political issue, and thereby reduces iiself to the status of
a sect ae isolated from americen political life as the SIP, or else one of the’
tendencies agrees to accept the position of the other on all points. And &s we
have seen, the right wing of the YSL has already declared its willingness %o
concede permanent control of the organization to the SP-SLd right wing. OUm
such a dasis "permanent coexistence®” might indeed be possiblel

We of the minority have a different view of the objective circumsiances
which make regroupment of the american sccialist movement an importint possibil-
ity at the present time. i/e believe that the mortal crisis of Stelinism makes
possible now the creation of & new and broader perty on & decsni soclaiist
basis, a party which would be able to intervene in the real political struggles
which will msrk the coming radicalizatlon of the dmerican working class. The
mejority, on the other hand, denies the primary role of the Stalinist crisis
 in the circumstances making possible socizlist regroupment. They are compelled
to do this, because their orisentetion is not toward those who, up to now, have
been in the ideological grip of Stalinism, but toward the social democratis.

Thus, Comrade Taylor, tryimg to answer the question posed by us, "ihat
has changed to make unificatlion with the SP«SDF so desirable at the present -
time, when we have always opposed it, and violently!” stated that "the discy,-
sion of socialist regroupment does not stem from the Stalinist crisis," He .
listed four conditions which now comdbine to maice this regroupmeni necess:ry
First is "The isolation of the existing sects.” But this is not exactly new —-
the sects have been isolated for the last decade, and more. Second is the
"CP crisis,” whose central charscter Uomrade Taylor is trying to deny. Third
is the "easing of the war danger,’ marked no doubt by such menifestations o3
the "Spirit of Geneva" as the Suez crisis, the big increass in the U.S. military
budget for 1957, the Eisenhower vocirine, ana the current carefully staged Spy
Scare. Xourth and last was the already discussed assertion that the SP-SUF is
"starting to break with American imperialism.”

Zwo Amepdments

After the "Draft Resolution on Socialist Kealignment and Socialist Unity"
had been &pproved by the MAC, with only Uomrade iim in opposition, soms
right-ving comrades rerecd it ard made an alarming discovery —- it ircluded no
statement of differences with the SP-Sus, except on "questions or fuct" (not
even of theory!) concerning various "'historical' issues.” The majority com-
races were concerned by this fuct, some becwuse they thought it leit them vul-
neradle to the criticisms of the left wirg, others because they genuinely
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wanted to see a statement of their own dasic and funcementel differences with
the SP-SIF included in the resolution. Ror the first group, martin and Taylor
introduced an smendment stating that the ¥SL giffered with the SP-Sux on &
number of issues (without, however, specifically characterizing tke SP~SDX¥ pos-
ition on any of these issues as pro-capitalist or pro-imperialist), and promis-
ing that the ex-YSI-ISL would seek to influence the SP-SLF on specific issues
as they ceme up (a valueless promise, if they are .sincere about not wanting to
take over the merged orgenization. As Comrade Shachtman has ofien told us, any
tendency that is serious about its idews will not allow responsibility for im-
plementing them to remeir in the hands of people hostile to thouse ideas!) If
this belated addition to its orizinal pusition is sup.osed to disarm our charge
that the right wing is "capitulating to social democracy" 1 think we cen rerly,
peraphrasing Comrade Herrington on the SWP, that this esmendment represents tae
bere minimum separzting capitulation to social democracy from social Gsmocrzcy

itself!

Scme of the right-wingers on the ¥EC, while supporting Martin down the
line politically, were very unhappy about this smendment. For instance Comrade
Owen said that "Martin anu Taylor have put foruard an emendment they really do
not agree with but which they support in_order to slur over the di ferences.”
and Comrede irt added: "Max and Somny [Mex Maryin and Sam Taylor/ have a sort
of unbelievable point of view ... the document only bears out the slanders of
Tim end Shene." But art and Owen -- isn't your own failure to come up with
anything better than kex's position proof that our charges against the right-
wing position are not "slanaers,” but true? . .

- emendment of a somewhat different nature was introauced by bogdan

. [Denitch/ and George [iawlings/. They stated that the basic difference between
themselves and the social democrats was one of class nature - they regard the
U.S. state as an ensmy, the politicel agency of the capitulist class, while the
social democrats regard the staie as above classes, representing all the people,
themselves included.

This smendment had its fuults, both of omission and of phrasing; but i
did at least offer a basic political analysis of the American social democracy,
and 1t was true as far as it went. Unfortunately, Bogéan and George refused to
establish any principled difference between themselves anG the rest of tke
right wing. George stated that the sole difference he hau with Max and Sonny
wes that they had "a different perspective as to the imminencs of unity." Bog~
dan and George themselves are for unity, ard indicate that if it was imminent
they would accept Mertin's position. #s a matter of fact, they do not delieve
that unity is imminent for g year or a year and-a half, and in the mezntime
they consider the majority line extremely dangerous. bogdan charged that e
cannot defend it with SP left-wingers, we cannot stend by it with right-wing=-
ers, 1t makes us a bunch of damn liars.” They are also afraid the Martin
position disarms the right wing agalnsi the SWP, the YSL left wing, and, ex-
tremely indicative, the SP, Bogdan was extremely disturbed by the reaction of
some members to the unity line. He reported that in ".Y. many right-wingers
were very impatiert to get into the SP-Suk, and sctually t:lked in terms of
joining it &s inalviauals. He descrided the effects he ferred from the mejority
line thus: "Suppose we tell our members that we can get into thal swamp end
that we car function in that swamp —- won't they Join the SP as indivicuals?”

But if Fogden and George wers unadbls to Graw the conclusion that principla
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differences exist between them and the rigkt wing, the leading members of the
right wing seemgd to recognize 1%, and responaed by an atten.t to defend the
SP-SUF., Mike Lﬁarringtqg? cslled the bogden-George tmerdment "Vulgar hMuriism
and schemsticism at its worst ... these thirgs are not true, are & loi oi non-
sense.” And Sonny, maintziring his role as the most outspoken apologist for
the SP-Sul, accused bogden of "slancering the SP." .

In the end, the George-Bogdan emendment got only three voles {George, Tim
enG myself. Bogden had no vote.) The right wing opposea it solialy, thus
making even plainer than ever one ofi the uecisive facts of their politicel
orient.tion ~- thelr sbsolute refusal to draw a fundsmental line of demication
between tremselves and the SP-SLF right wing.
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THE SEaMaN »ND THE SWaMP
by S. Aesop

Once upon & daydream, not too long ago, in & mighty nation, not oo fer
eway, there lived two groups of psople, very far apart.

One wes called the Redmen, no one quite knew why; the others vers called
the Others, because they were. The Hedmen were very very few but there were
Jote and lots of Others. This was not alweys the case, it was said, and tiae
tridal tablets told of a time when lots {but never lois and lots) of Others

vere nedmen. Ihis was long ago.

The Hedmen were & guarrelsome lot, few as they were, and did not live to-
gether. They lived in separate iribes, each being the True feémen tridbe, and
when iedmen from two tribes met they sometimes argued most noisily. They only
egreed, all of them, that one day the Great Power would fix it so everyone
would be & fiedman. &And they, or most of them, tried to help the Great Power,
from time to time, dut never didé too well.

Yevertheless, in between guarreling, andé changing tribes, the keamen
thought hard sbout the Great Power and performed many rituals and made strong
incantations to bring its dsy closer. &ach tribe had iis own ritual and some-
times several ~~ for though the tribes were small there were many views and
oftimes & tribe would be divided into clans each with its own ritual.

¥ow one day it cams about that &ll the nedmen degan to guarrel about & new
idea. This ides was that all nedmen should join together and meke one blgger
small trive instead of several smaller small iribes.

. It would seem that this idea czme to them decause the biggest tride of ned-
men -- which was not really a Redman tride but only just said it was — Dbecause
this biggzest tribe's Mighty Medicine Man had died and the new Shaman could no
longer hide the bdadness of his ritual. It was a very very dad ritusl incdeed
and real Redmen began to leave this tribte.

Yow it happened that each of the little tribes (except for one that lived
on a high plateau, and another that lived in a swamp) wanted thess Redmen fo
come live with them, or best yet, as was stated, for all Hedmen to get together
and form one bigger smell tride.

One of these little tribes was very excited. Its strongest clan was run
by a sort of Iedman who was called Mighty Shaman., le was hezaman because he hac
made his own ritual, could make awesome incantations, and mainly becauss out of
the many trides he had been in he had made this ome.

Mighty Shaman's tride was small and old but it lived right next to a
younger and stronger tribe. This younger tribe bowed down %o wighty Shaman and
used his ritual and mede his nephew, Little Shaman, heudmar veczuse Little
Shuman knev the ritual real wsll and could make almost as much noise as highty

Shaman .,

The Rodmen in Little Shaman's tridbe were even more oxcited about tridal
unity and teliced about it &ll the time.
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But Mighty Shaman had a strenge idea &1l his own. In his wanderings he
hed once lived with the tribe in the swump and he always regretted lewving. He
had heard that another tride (of very pale Hedmen to be sure) was coming back
to live in the swamp &nd make it even better for swamp dwellers.,

Tow it should not be thought that the swamp was not & nice safe place for a
Redman to live. 1% was. In the swamp & hedman could ooze down into the warm
mire up to his neck and almost no one would know he was a hedmsn if he &id not

tell then.

Besides, in the swamp & kedman wes safe from the Others. The Others (or
some of them) were sometimes very mean to the hedmen end would not lei them
hunt or fish in certzin places and even worses But not in the swamp. in the
swamp the Others did not do bad things to Fedmen and if the swamp tride behaved
well (which they were very good at doing) and kissed the feet of the Others and
took parts of the keligion of the Others into the tridal ritual (which they
did) why then they were allowed to hunt and fish all over.

Well, Mighty Sheman decided he was lonesome for the swamp and czlled to-
gether his Pow-wow Gouncil. Some of the witch-doctors on the Pow-wow Council
thought the slime was too deep in the swamp but they were hooted Gown by the el-
ders who kept thinking of how warm and safe and comfortable it would de.

So it happened that Mighty Shaman called in litile Shaman and told him to
prepare the younger tribe to march into the swamp. Little Shaman went back to
his tride and incanted long anu loud. The other leaders of his clan finally
gave in beczuse he £llowed them to think that the real reuson for going into
- the swemp was to pumy out all of the mud and build a fine strong tride which

would gain many Others.

Some of Little Shaman's tribal drothers rebdelled, however, and formed a
nev clan. They pointed into the swamp at the unhappy younger swamp Gwellers,
end also they szid that they did not want to give up their ritual for that of
the swamp. They called for a new bigger tribe of all nedmen, inciuding the
unhappy swamp dwellers, on firm dry land and with a gooa ritual.

Mighty Shaman and Little Shaman and their lesser headmen becams very un-
happy because of this. They sent out the story that the new young clan was not
loyal to the ritusl and was made up of scouis and spies from an enemy tride.

This was & big un-truth but it scared many of the undecided members of
Iittle Sheman'e tridbe end some of them stop_sed thinking revellious thoughts and
came again to sit placidly at the feet of Mighty Shamen.

They noticed, however, that Mighty Shaman’s feet gave off a strange odor
and were coverea with clay and slime, due to his explorations in the swamp. Many
of them just could not stand the odor and they went to the new clan and made
it strong. Finall, the Shamanites could not stand dry land any longer and they
gathered up their followers und, after begging the permiesion of the muddiest
swamp dwellsrs, they snuck into the swamp to live.

They found it so pleasant that most of them slipped all the way down ir thr
muck and buriad themselves so dseply that after a very short while no one,
Kedman or Other, ever heard from them agsin.

~finis~



STATEMEMT Ok nbkSIGTATIONM FRUM THE

IMDPENDETT S0CIALiST LbAGUE

by James Robdertson
Saen francisco bay Area Branch, ISL, April 12, 1957

To dreak finally and irrevocably with an organization which has been one's
principal concern for eight years is a serious matter. This is not, however, a
resignation from the political group joined, for today the ISL is merely a
voefully disintegrated remnant of the Perty in which memYership was originally
taken.

The vicious circle of political retreat, orgenizationul Gecay, and personal
demoralizetion which has trapped the Shachtman group for some years has had
remarkable conseguences. At one time the Korkers Perty was an avowed and vig-
orous revolutionary rarxist bowy, which sought to give mewning ant alrection to
its work from the standpoint of the revolutionery doctrine assoclated with the
names Lenin and Irotsky. The past half dozen years, particularl;, have wit~
nessed a persistent, though gradual, wavering, and beclouded transition to the
~ aims of reformist socialism.

THEORETICAL BLTREAT

¥or and Stalinism

This transition has taken place under the inrluence of a desperate Stal-
inophodic reszction to the expansion of Zussian power at the end of tke Second
World War into Fast ard Central Zurope and to the establishment of bureaucratic
collectivist regimes in 4sia, through Stalinist domination of anti-colonial

. movements, The revisionism in the ISL, therefore, first showed itself with
complete clarity in taking a position toward the threatenea IThird vorld War.

In 1951 Shachtman wrote:

"Without hesitation or ambiguity, we can say that the only sreater disaster
that humanity coulid suffer than the war itself, which would be disaster snough
if it broke out, would be the victory of Stalinism as the outcome of the war."
(Emphasis sdded.)

With this perspective, ths ISL was forced to seek a basis for its anti-war
policy in the forces existing within the framework of capitzlist imperialism.
Iwist and turn as it woulu, it was, if tenuously, tied within that framework.

. The first anti-war recipe elaborated that same year (1951) with this one-
sided perspective reads as adopteq by the ISL Convention:

"Faced by the coming war crisis, the socielist movemert will more urgently
than ever call upon the working-class movement to take command of the nation
eénd, should 1% prove necessery as a result of the reactionary anu imperialist
drive of Stulinism, to teke command also of the cefence of the nation. nven
if, at the outse}, g labor government iich t:kes over the nation and defends
the interest of the working people on tue lasis of a genmuinely uemocratic
course in foreign and domestic policy winich is not in fect suborcingted to the
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interests of capitslism and imperialisy should nof yet be a socialist labor
government, the socialist movement stands pledged to support and cefend it 1n
word and in deed in any war in which it is threestened by a re:ctionary enemy,
Stalinist Russia included.! (Zmphasis added.)

Inis labor government is & strange animal indeed! Yever before seen in
life (or in Larxist theory). It is esither & lie or a delusion of its authors.
T0 & Leninist, for a working cless to smash capitalist imperizlism and tale
command of the nation in war or peace necessarily requires. the socialist rev-
oluticn, i.e., the establishment of proletarian state power as the outcome of
& process of siruggle culminating in the viciory of & socialist working class
with a revolutionary party at its head. "But,"” might have replied the suthors
of this anti~capitalist, perhaps not yet socialist governmens, "the need to re-
place capitalism is urgent, and whers is a socialist-minded working class, not
to mention & revolutionary party?® To which one must reply: in America some
way off, no doubdbt; but, this unfortunate fact does not deny the necessity for
thess prerequisites, merely their immedjacy. ¥or mMarxists to engsge in such
day drezms insteaa of working for the real possidilit; of emancipation is in
effect to deter the avowed goal, )

In more recent years the conclusion of the XKoresn war, the limited relax-
ation generally in ths cold war, and above all the more clearly seen horror
associated with nuclesr warfare, have forced into the background the Shazchiman-
ite toying with "a democratic war against Stalinism.” In the meantime, the
Plessons™ derived from the new line have sunk deeply into the minds and conduct
of the bulk of the ISL, members and leadars, and corrupted their revolutionary
consciousness.

Heform or Revglutig‘n

But is not the ISL a revolutionary organization? It certainly asserts that
it is. Yhat, however, is meant by the declaration? Max Shachtmen stated it
exactly last summer in a goverrment hezring on the listing as "subversive” of
the ISL, formerly the workers Party, and the former youth section, the Socialist
Youth league.

To the question: "When the orgunizations (ISL, WP, SYL) use the word
Irevolution' whbat do they mean by that?” Shachiman replied: "The reorg-
anization of society on fundamentally different ecomomic foundations ..."

Moreover to the question: "Do you use the word 'revolution! to indicate
the means wheredby this change will be brought aboutl?

Shachtman answered: "o, That is not involved in the term 'revolution' as
wve employ it."

Further on a contrasting was made with the meaning of reformism as follows:
Question to Shachtman: Muhen you use the term reformist you mean a socs
lalist organization which intends to achieve its ends by reform;st
methods. Can you be more expliciti®

Beply: "heformists seek to muke capitzalism work in a way in vhich we
think only soclialism can work -- they want to reform it here and there ...
we are for a more radical change of the basis of socisty.”

Thus by an attempt at terminologicel confusion the ISL would have it both

~s
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weys: accommodate itself to the enormous pressures and hostilities which are
operative against revolutionary socialists, yet be "revolutionary" to silence
left-wing critics and keep supporters with unegsy memories in line.

Consider, howsever, the more honest answer which en avowed reformist soc~
jalist gives to the same question.

He asks: "Is democratic Socialism revolutionary!" And goes on: MIf to be
a revolutionary merely meuns to be op.osed to the present unjust conditions
and to strive for & society in which the existing evlls are removed and the
dasic humen needs satisfled, who would not bde a revolutionary? But it is
obviocusly not enough to reject the present bourgeois order and advocate

the classless society to deserve the title of a revolutionary. One must
2ls0 want 'the revolution,! which includes wanting the tsechniques neces-
gary to carry through a revolution and the consequences which flow from
that. If we mean by revolution such an historicelly conditioned sequence
of concrets asctions, can democratic socialism support ig3®

. Po wvhich the author answers himself: M"Socialism is not and cannol be rev-
olutionary in the Marxzist, which is the precise historical sense of the
term.” 4And: "To sccept this conclusion implies by no means the endorse-
ment of & shallow reformism. Democratic Soclalism does not aim at reform-
ing dourgeols socisty, thereby risking to consolidate 1t; it aims at
changing it from within." —— from "The Meening of Democratic Socialism”
by Pierre Bomrmel, published by the Young People's Sociallist League, 1956.

In passing, it should be noted that the "democratic” MSocielist” author
i8 a member of the French Socimlist Party, currently leading the French govern-
ment in conducting the dloody colonial war in Algeria.

_ VWhat all this means is that the ISL has conducted a verbal sleight of hand
s0 that reformist socialists are to be seen as revolutionmary socialists and
reformers are taken to be reformist socialists {though the confusion between the
latter two is partly inherent since, despite different professed aims, the
means proposed are similar or overlapping; thus some liberals want a labor part;
and some reformist socialists want to work for a "class-less" Lemocratic Party.)

The NMaturs of m'sggte

Theoretically central to the above discussions of war position and termino-
logical designation is the question of the class character of any given stats.
If the class character of a state apparatus is not irremedial then perhaps the
state can be won (electorally) for the workers and by a non-revolutionary, per-
haps not yet socialist, labor party. If on the contrary and in accord with
Leninist thought, & state has an inherent, i.e. built{-in, class committment, the:
to effect fundamental change, recourse must be had to the creation of another am
different kind of state by the revolutlonary people.

On this question wherever it has arisen as in analyzing the post-war
British labour Government, the ISL has for some years practiced a special kind
of "avoidism" taking refuge, when pushed, in discussions revolving around
"governments” and quantitative estinktions of how good they are.



ORGAMIzATIO"AL DISIVTEGRATION

- Today and for some years past the Independent Socialist League has been &
hollow shell, in distinction to an earlier period in which the vigorous internal
1ife, the activity and sacrifice of the members, were such that any movement
could be proud of them.

Some Symptoms

(1) The ISL has a discussion btulletin., The last issue to come out before
the present crisis was in 1954 — over two years sgo. Before that tlere haa
been only a couple of tulletins a year for four years. In the last months
while the fate and future of the ISL have been in the bdalance, one slim dulletin
bas appeared. Some years back the membership participated in the 1ife of the
party to such an extent that one or more thick bulletins a month came oul.

(2) The past couple of conventions, comstituiionally to be held every two
years, have been held perhaps three years apart end in a perfunctory manner by

any previous standards.

(3) The national committes of the ISL has been & paper committee for years.
There are no plenary meetings apart from convention times; it does not even
receive minutes of the deliberations of its sub-body, the Political Committee.
Thus the leadership of the orgenization bas rested exclusively in the hands of &
largely uncontrolled little group of half dozen lezders in one locale.

These and similar considerations clearly reveal that the organization lacks
internal life, possesses a most apathetic membership and is charscterized by an
ebsence of democracy. Mot that it is bureaucratic; there is simply an internal
vacuum - nothing. , '

The Orisis in Leadership

~ ¥While successive sets of national leaders inherited from pre-wvar days have
defected or decamped, their replacements coming up from the ranks of the lLeague
have been meager indeed. Two whole political generations are simply not willing
to assume the responsibilities and sacrifices of party work. Those who ln the
war years came to0 political maturity and then considered themselves professional
revolutionists, are today mainly dispirited: <family men first, soclalists
second. Those recruited into the youth leagues off the cempus in the post-war
period are, to the extent that they zre still around, dusy furthering themselves
in their academic and professional csreers and pert-timing their sccialism.
Hence $he apparatus and national ofiice of the League are being strangled for
lack of personnel and have little hope for the future,

POLITICS AMD LEAGUS LIFs

The decline of the ISL has proceeded by interaction and mutual exacerbation
at both levels —~ the changing role it conceives for itself as a soclalist
movement and its ability to bduild and hold a devoted cadre. JFor what real point
is there to self-sacrifice by the membership, if the results of such work are in-
creasingly seen as essentially irrelevant to social progress, which is suppocedly
to come without a nocessary participation and eventual leadership of a revolut-
ionary vanguard in the working class. Thus the demoralizing tendenciss mutually
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reinforcing and accelerating, have resulted in Shachtman's current proposition
to liquidate what is left of the ISL and enter the Soclalist Party-Socilal
Demccratic Federation, itself the recent product of a similar surrender on the

part of the Socialist Party.
DISSOLUTION I™MO IHE SP-SDF

With the foregoing remsrks on the ISL in mind not too much need bs said
about the Shachtman "unity propesal. The following should de noted:

(1) 1% is no unity proposal as hitherto known by that name. There is no
political basis for unity, merely that the SP-SIF will accept the ex-1SL
people into their ranks. : '

- {2) 1t involves a political capitulation to the pro-capitalist and imper-
ialist policies of the SP-SUF as Shachiman makes clear by the insisience that
the ex-ISL members in the SP~SDF will keep their particular i1deas in their
pockets for a long time and not oppose the leadership of Worman Thomas & Co.

(3) It is a liquidationist proposal which virtually guarasntees the dis-
appearance of the Shachiman tendency in short order. If enirance into the
SP-SIF is obtained, the bulk of the ISL members will have found simply a rest
home; those who may have gone along with the illusions that their leadership
was executing some kind of "leninist” tactic will drop out or go over conscious-
ly to reformism. Should entry not be made in the fairly near future, the sit-
uation will be even more disastrous. Already the ISL membershlp is living
with "bags packed." The entry idea has unleashed all the centrifugal forces in
the ISL and at & point when the League is on the border line of collspse anyhow.

. {4) 1t is = move essentilally independent of the regroupment taking place
among the former supporters and members of the shattered Communist Party. This
is shown by the testimony of PC member Hal Draper that the eniry questlon was
€£irst raised in the Political Committee over a year ago, before the Kbrushchev
revelations; and it was made public before the Bastern European revolutions

wreaked their toll on the American CP.

(5) It 1s Veing argued in terms and leads %o gctivity by the ISL
which does real disservice generally to the cause of a militant class-struggle
gsocialist reunification. The SP-SDF 1s & bitterly sectarian grouping which
conceives of its "democratic” socialism as violently hostile to all varieties of
Leninism, its heirs and assizns, all variants and deviations from same, real
‘and alleged. But the preponderance of radicals in America come under one or the
other of the SP-SDF's proscribed listings. FYew will follow the lead of the ISL
in forsasking the advocacy of their bsliefs in order to coexist in a litile sect
under the leadership of social democrats crusted with age.

Moreover the ISL must exhidit a fundamental hostility to every regroupment
enterprise and proposal not seemingly leading to membership in the Socialist
Party-Social lemocratic Federation.

IMAEDIATE REaSU” FOR LEAVI™G THh ISL

_ The precipitating reason for this resignation is that the 15SL is proposing
not only to liguidate itself, but to uestroy as well the more viable, militant
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Young Socialist League.

The ISL exerts a great influence in the YI5L. To counteract this demoraliz-
ing control it is necessary to attack the ISL. This, however, is incompatible
with continued membership. These obligations have led to a muting of criticlsm
of the ISL. To continue this situation would be en abdication of responsidllity

in the Young Socialist League.

-~

Some of the 1SL's supporters recently leveled an untruthful and personal
attack in the pages of the Younz Sociglist Review against the present writer so
as to discredit his views and the achievements of the present Bay &rea Young
Socialist Clubs, ¥YSL, with which he is associated. In order to meke a satis-
factory reply it was impossidble not to take up the questlon of the role and char-
acter of the I5L, Such action necessarily brings to an end the writer's member-
ship in the Independent Sociallst league.

James Hobertson
San Francisco Bay Area Branch, 15D

Stanley Larssen and David Carleton, being in substantial agreement with the
above statement, also tender their resignatioms from the ISL at this time.

Received from Berkeley on april 17, 1957



TABOK ACTIOM A"D THi RACKET PROBE
by Martha Wohlforth

The current Senats investigation of labdor racketeering is dally unearthing
lurid details about the connection of certain corrupt union officials with the
underworld, vice, govermment, and business. This committee, the Senate Select
Committes on Iabor and Mansgement Practices, will keep these unsavory detzils in
the headlines, day after day, for monihs and even years. The effeat of such an
atmosphere of hysteria on pudlic opinion provides an unequalled opporiunity for an
attack on the entire labor movement and for an intensive drive to put through
anti-lebor legislation at every level of government. A& "right-to-work" bill has
recently passed the state legislature in Indiana, a major industriel state with
600,000 union members. A similar blll failed by only two votes in the ldaho
Senate. In Delawere, leaders of botd parties are making a strong effort to push
a "right-to-work" bill. - The MaM bas released a new batch of anti-labor propagan-
da. Labor leaders have virtually givem up all hope of repealing the anti-labdor .
legislation in the eighteen states where it now exists. They frankly state that
the "Congressional climate is not conducive to any move for Yederal action to shut
the door o state rule over union security.' (¥W.Y. Dimes, March &4, 1957.)

In the midst of such en aitack on the unlon movement, when the very right to
-strike and organize are seriously threatened, it is the clear duty of every mil-
itant socialist to come to the defense of labdor: to point out to the well-meaning
but misguided liberal pudlic the dangers inherent in the situation: to destroy
the 1llusion that the bourgeois government, the enemy of labor, can solve the
workers' prodlems for them. 4 :

lebor Action has failed pitifully in thie imporfant task. &everal asrticles

by Ben Hall and Jack Wilson have put forth an attitude of virtually uncritical
support to the labor bureaucracy (albelt the "progressive® section of that bur-
saucracy) and its policy of coopersting with government investigations of unions
and denying to union officers the right to hold office if ihey invoke the Yifth
Amendment. Several union papers, among them Hotel and Ford racts —- which for-
tunately, in this case, have a far larger circulation among workers than does
Iabor Action ~—~ have taken a far more correct and more militant stand on the

question than has lLabor Action.

The official union policy, recently adopted by the AFI~CIO Lxecutive Coun-
cil, 18 that union officials have a responsidility to cooperate with governmental
investigations of labor organizations and that those who invoke the Fifth Amend~
ment have "no right to hola office.” In adaition, the Heuther leadership of the
UAW stated that it actually "welcomed” the govermment investigation.

The most basic flaw in lador action's approach is this: at the outset it
should have stated the obvious, namely that the problem of racketeering can never
bve solved under capitalism, The most important fact that the present investiga-
tion is clarifying is that labor racketeering could not exist without the active
participation of a section of the ruling class. Illlegal activities among the cor
rupt elements in the unions are inextricabdbly linked with business, big and small,
end with city, state, and even Yedersl govermment. The Senate commitiee may be
able to get a Hoffa or m Dio (though even that is not too likely) but the dig,
well-known and highly respectable men who are undoudtedly behind the Hoffas and
the Dios ~ thoss the Committoe would not want to get even 1f it were able. ur-
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thermore the personal motivations of the racketieers, consciously expressed by
pany of them in the hearings on welfure funds last year, reflect the pressures
of this profit-oriented society: "The guys on the other side of the barguining
tadle heve Cadillacs and diamond rings,® they say, “why not us too?"

Secondly, lLgbor action has failed to adeguately point up the dangers of
entrusting to the enemies of labor & task that should be done by labor itself.
Bon Ball admits (I March 11) that "some commentators maintzin that the unions
should have voiced a strong unanimous protest against any govermment investiga-
tion." But the unions could not do this, claims Hall, because they failed to
clean their own house soon enough and now would de accused of "covering u?' for
the corrupt elements. It is indeed unfortunate that this government investiga~
tion had to occur, mccording to Hall, Rut it was made necesstxy; it is the
"evil consequence” of labor's having permitted rackets to flourish for so ldng.
and since 1t is necessary, claims Hall, there are certeln advantages to labor:
1% will create a climate in which Carey, Heuther, etc., the "progrescive" laboer
bureaucrats, can speak out openly against Hofia and Beck, and it will speed up
their own drive against the racketeers; and the §350,000 appropriated to the
committes, more than labor could ever afford, will enable many facts to be un-
covered which the unions can use. So it is not such a bad thing, after all,
even though of course it is doing tremendous damege t0 the presiige of the
labor movement. ' _ . :

0f course we socislists cannot excuse the casual and permissive attitude
tovard corruption which has existed for so long in the lsbor unioms. This,
however, is no reason why we have now to jump on the dandwagon, give up &all
faith in the ability of the labor movement to do its own job. 1% is not possidle
under cepitalism to eliminate gll corruption in the unions; dut very significant
progress can be made, and the very process of the struggle will sharpen the.
consciousness of the workers. -

On this issue many elements in the unions are far more outspoken then

. In-the ¥eb. 2 issue of koxa Facis, organ of local 600, the Usils
lurgest local, Carl Stellato came out with an atiack on the Senate lommittes and
on the AbYL-CIO Council's support of it. He pointed out that labor is guite
capeble of cleaning its own house, and that the jod should not be entrusted to
the very people who are the most powerful and outspoken enemies of labor. Had

reported Stellato's attack, it would undoubtedly have been quick 1o
point out that Stellato is the mcst outspoken opponent of aeuther in the UAl,
and vas seizing this opportunity to make a demagogic attedk on HReuther, whom
labor Action has consistently supported through the years. JDemagogic or not,
Stellato's remarks are perfectly correct, and doubtless reflect much dissatis-
faction and pressure from the ranks,

Hotel, organ of the Mew York Hotel Trades Council, A:2L~CIO, has devoted
considerable space in its Jeb. 25 and March 4 issues to an attack on the official
AFL-CIO0 policy. According to Jay hudbin, Council President, even some of those
who voted for the A2I-CIO policy have expressed misgivings about the ultimate
conseyusnces. Le stated that "it is their feeling that the door has been opened
to intervention in union affairs by people who have no interest in labor except
to undermine and destroy it., Those taking this view ask whether Congressional
comnittess are really concerned with elimirating racketeers or whether they are
selzing upon wrong-doing by a few indiviiuals as a means of launching an attack
on the labor movement, ... Among those taking this position are some who are mos.
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concerned with cleaning corrupt elements out of the labor movement. ZIZut they
are frankly doubtful that the job will or can be done by longressionel or other
governmental committees and urge that the task is one for labor itself ...
because 'what affects any part of the labor movement affects all,' the Inter-
national also must speak out against labor's enemies and their efforts to use
the sins of a few to smear and destroy the many. The open-shop elements such
as the Yational Association of Manufacturers ... are esger to see labor inves-
tigated not because they ars concerned with the elimination of racketeering,
but because they want to discredlt union organization ... clewning out the few
corrupt elements 'is the job of labor alons.'” Rubin also emphasized that the
only way the job could be done was to see that control of the unions 5s in the
‘hands of the members."

¥We see, then, that several progressive labor leaders sre far more aware of
who their enemies are than lszbox Action's writers are, This important guest-
ion is scarcely mentioned in labor Action. The reactionary composition of the
committee 1s well known to socizlists, but at least they should be reminded of
it, which lebor Action does not do. McCarthy, Mundt, and hcClellan are notor-
jous. Of vcClellan the M.¥. Times seys, "He fits without spology among the
Southern conservatives.! Ths only so-culled "friends of labor' on the Committee
are McNamara and Kennedy. The pervading tone of both Hall's and Wilson's art-
icles is one of pessimism and lack of falth in the working class to solve its
own problems independently of the bourgeois government.

The "Principle® of the Fifth Amendment

A third weakness, and a very serious one, in lgbor action'’s treatment is
its discussion of the Fifth iAmendment. Hall seems overwvhelmed by the vague
promises in the moral codes of the AF1-CGlO Gouncil to uphold the Fprineiple” of
the Fifth Amendment. The code states: "we recognize that any person is entit-
led, in the interests of his individual conscience, to the protection afforded
by the Fifth Amendment and reaffirm our conviction that this historicsl right
must not be abridged.” It goes on to say, however, that if a union officer in-
vokes the Amendment "for his personal protection and to avoid scrutiny dy prop-
er legislative committees, law enforcement agsncies or other public bodies
into corruption on his part, he has no right to continue to hold office in his
union.” This is clearly an invasion on the constitutional provision that an
individual does not have to testify aguainst himself, po matter what the reason.
If exceptions are made in the case of racketeering, who knows where the line
will be drawn next? To prove & person gullty of amy crime requires (or should
require) evidence other than the accused person's own testimony. 1t is the
elementary duty of a socialist to aefend the civil liberties of any person, no
matter how despicable his personal actions or his political views may be.

Hall gives four rationalizations for the Council's position: 1) It
defends the "principle" of the rifth imendment. &As stated above, defense of a
Fgrinciple" means nothing unless one is willing to defend it in all its aspects.
2) 1t does not direct its fire at Communists. "By omission it mukes a dis-
tinction between racketeers and Communists.” Woulan't you egree, ben, that it
might have made slightly better distinction than that? 3) The statement is
Ycarsefully worded so that it does not apply ... to any and every use of the
Fifth Amendment at Senate hearings.” So the Fifth.Amendment can be used on
gome occasions. I1f there are gany occuasions where it cannot be used, it might
as well not exist., 4) "The Council does not suggest tnat such witnesses de



penalized by the government for refusing to answer questions, " merely thzt they
are not entitled to hold office in a union. The only trouble with this codse,
Hall zoes on to say, is that enforcement of it is left up to each International -
union, end in many ceses thsy won't bother to enforce it}

Hotel is sgein, on this point, mare aware of reality than is Igbor sctiom.
Hotel states: "Some in labor also have expressed concern at whal they regard as
a surrender of basic constitutional rights. They argue that the ¥ifth Amendment
must be defended in principle and that po right can e ziven up without imperil-
ins all, ineluding ultimately he right fo strike and gven o orzanize.” (fm-
phasis added. ‘

Iabor Action Out of Touch With labor

Lebor Action bas its ears so finely tuned o the labor bureaucracy that 1t
faills to hear the grumblings of discontent in the ranks, The statemenis of
Fubin and Stellato provide emple evidence that the policies of the AFL-CIO
Council are not being swallowed without protest. But no word of these or sim~
ilar protests has found its wey into the pages of Labor Action. Who should Ben
Hgll choose to mention as his sole reference to the existence of opposition in
the unions to the policy of the Council? Fo other than Dave Beck! Beck stated
that he opposed the policy of the Council regerding the Fifth Amendment and that
he would protect the right of Teamster officials to invoke the Amendment. Ihe
fact that the Teamsters Union is one of ihe most corrupt and undemocratic unions
in existence does not mitigate in any way the correctness of Beck's stand. It
15 significant, I think, that Hall did not, while justly attacking Beck for his
crimes sgeinst the working class, defend the use of the Fifth amendment in all

cases.

. The primary purpose of the labor Actlon articles appears to be the descrip-
tion of the various corrupt practices of some union officials. This we can read
in gory detail in any daily paper. But a socialist analysis of the real causes
of corruption in the labor movement, the role of the labor bureasucracy and the
government and their relation to the class nature of our society does not seem ¢

be forthcoming.

This type of reaction is but the latesti example of the orientzction of the
1SL {and the ¥SL's right wing) to the labor bureaucracy: 1t seems that in every
case where the working class ought to do sometling, these people find some resson
why someone elss ought to do 1t for the workers ~-- either the trade union bur-
eaucracy, the lideral movement, the social dsmocracy, or the bourgeois govern—
ment itself.

This orientation is an integral part of the overwhelming drive toward
respectability which impels the I5L to regard eniry into the 52-SDF as the only
solution to its problems. There are many militunt comrades in both the ISL and
the YSL who consider that the most urgent task for revolutionary socialisis is
work in the union movement. These comrades must be made to reslize that this
work will be greatly hindered, if not made actually impossible, unless this
bureauncratic outlook is reversed.



- \'\ D
o C/(,. L ? M Nogmpan! [5/'\?‘.: Rcﬂﬁstsf,
-ﬁ'f;g KNowp T1MF ) B Py g{,
ﬁmz}% s 7 @' W
o™~ ~— AL
SIE Y, B

N ) : Q 0.-.1/'0 ///




: -2l
THE STRAYGE CASE OF THE AMERICAT FORWM

-by Tim Wohlforth

rolozue

The modest attempt dy A.J. Muste to establish a forum to Purther the reg-
roupment discussion has led to the most fantastic chronology of svenis. All the
forces latent in the regroupment situation have been brought out into the open
by the caetalytic gction of the ever-present wvitchhunt.

As A. J. Muste and his Forum symbolizes in concrete terms the entire re-
groupment discussion, both in the eyes of the radical public and in the eyes of
the bourgeoisie, & close examination of the "case history"® of the Forum can
yield a wealth of information about the contending forces on the lefi and the

fundamentel question of unity itself.

What is'tge American Forum?

Way back in Marchf after playing & leading role in the regroupment discus~
sions for a couple of months previously, A-. J. Muste orgenized a meeting of
representatives of all the tendencies on the left to organize some sort of per-
menent Forum for the purpose of furthering the regroupment discussion. It was
his desire to see the present regroupment discussion flourish. He hoped to'do
this by setting up a permanent forum which would foster the spreading of the
discussions horizontally into areas where it has yet to occwr and to put forward
the dasic principle of the all-inclusiveness of the discussion. It was not
Muste's idea to foster any type of united action emong the tendencies as he did
not feel there was a political basis for such action today. Ee certainly bad no
intentions of establishing the Forum on any political dasis whatsoever. '

Torman Thomas, who had previously been interested in the project, withdrew
his support after consultation with the SP.SD¥ and in that way indicated that
the SP-SIF would not participate officially in the Jorum., Following suit, Max
Shachiman, who was listed on the call for ihe conference, wrote a letier to
Muste on March 19 asking his name to be removed.

Prior to the conference a special meeting was held In order to urge the ISL
to change its mind on the guestion of support to the Forum. This attempt wes
unsuccessful, but the ISL did send a representative to the conference in order
to argue for its position. The ISL held that the Forum must come out for democ-
racy everywhere before it could be considered respectable "in the eyes of the
working class.” Also present at the confersnce were representatives of a number
of other tendencies including the left wing of the SP-SDF {which was represented
by Dave McReynolds). The CP was there despite the objections of the Foster
faction end was represented by one of the leading Gatesites, Albert Blumberg.

The only one who supported the ISL's line on the "democracy” gquestion was
McKeynolds who went along with the Yorum anyway. The feeling of the others was
that this was not a political organization dut rather "a broad looss place where
everyone can get together for discussion purposes.” It would be ridiculous,
they argued, for such a »orum to take a position on a basic political question

* March, 1957 - Ed.
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vhen it was the purpose of the Forum to discuss Just such questions on an all~
inclusive basis., The ISL on-the other hend felt that withoul such a position
the Forum would have "a Stalinoid complexion.® Ihe ISDL diu not attempt to ex~
plain how it could participate in the Independent Socialist rorum in San Fran-
cigco and still refuse to particijate in the Muste Forum. The 1ISF, like the
Muste Forum, maturally bas a "Stalinoid complexion” since it merely reflects
the present composition of the radical movemeni &s a whole. 1t is as much of
an Yorganization" as the Muste Forum, baving a chairmen, an executive committee,

ote.,

The real reason for this contradiction is the significance of the Muste
Forum itself. What the Forum ¢id was to concretize and symbolize on a national
scale the entire regroupment discussion in such a way as would (and certainly
later did) put the spotlight on the whole process, Furthermore it did so on
the basis of one fundamental position: the all-inclusiveness of the discussion.
It seems clear that boih the SP-SDF right wing and the ISL were atiempiing %o
find a formula for the exclusion of the CP from the discussion o start with.
One cannot be sure in this case whether ths ISL simply thinks along the seme
1ines as the SP-SIF right wing, expressing the same infallible instinct as to
what is or isn't "kosher®™ with the powers that be, or whether the ISL was
reacting to the SP~SDF leadership in such a way as 10 appear respectable to 1t.
Whatever the "inner motives" of Shachiman, the net effect was ihe-same.

Thus at the very beginmning of the Muste affair a polarization had set
in -— & polarization and political alignment which is of extreme significance.
It symbolizes a correlation of forces which bas played &n important role in the
past two months and which we will be seeing a good deal of in the months to
come. On the one side stands the entire radical public -~ the CP, SWP, Cochran-~
ites, Pacifists, Left lWing SP-Si¥, etc., and on the other side stands the "re-
spectabls force” —— the SP-SL¥ with 1ts own unsolicited worshipper, the ISL.

In s communication on 4pril 5 to the YSL on the ISL's position on the
Forum 1 stated: !This report is of special significance to the ¥SL @s it re~
flects a new line adopted by the ISL on the whole regroupment perspective.
There is no doubt that the effect of this line will be felt in the ISL ..."
Yeedless to say, shortly after this the TAC adopted ths ISL's position in toto
without changing so much as a comma. I was the only YAC member to vote against
this line and to support the Muste Forum. So far the only other individuval in
the YSL who is not in the Left Wing to come out in favor of participation in
the Forum is Bob Bone. The others by their own silence must be classified &s
supporters of the Stalinophodic positlon on the korum of the Socigl Democracy.

And so the matter stood until May 13.

Enter the Witchhunt

On May 13 the Yew York Times reported the formation of the American

Forum ~- for Socialist Bducation. The announcement was followed by o series of
events which momentarily blew up the entire regroupment dlscussion and tore the
last shreds of decent socialist covering from the naked body of the Soclal Dem~
ocracy. On May 14, the SP-SDF, according to the Mew York Post, characterized
the Forum as a "cover for totalitarianism® and in this way put in a somewhat
cruder form the line of the ISL and ¥SL right wing toward the American rorum.
It also was znnounced that a Sleeping Car Portor's official resigned from the
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Yational Commiitee of the Forum after, it is understood, pressure from very high
up in the trade unlon bureaucracy was exerted upon him,

On May 15 the Timeg condescended to discuss the matter in an editorial.
Since the Tipes bardly ever bothers to discuss the left on its precious editorial
page, this gesture emphasized the impartance of the American Yorum in ihg eyes
of the bourgeoisie. In this way 1t focused the attention of the entire bour-
geolisis and 1ts witchhunting representatives upon this new Pthreat” from the
left. Using langusge much more sedate than the 1SL, not io mentlon the SP-5IF,
1t stated: U"We note thai this new organization provides a formal means of co-
operation, even if only for purposes of discusslon, of prominent Communists and
pon-Communists who Go have-claims to stand in the main traditions of genuinely
American radicalism.” It was touching ifdeed to note the Iimes' concern for the
frultful and progressive-outcome of the discussion among radicals, as well as
its.4interest in preserving 'genuinely American radicalism.”

At -gbout ‘the- same -time- the not-so-subtle and sedate representative of the
capitalist class, the New York Dajly Nawg, steted in an editorial entitled
"Look into this Mob®:" PWe. suggest. that the- Senate Internal Security Committee
look into this mob without -delay;. .also that the Attorney Gemerel meke inquiries
‘a8 to :hsther..ha oughin't .to add it swiftly to his 1ist of subversive organiza~
tions. .

" Immediately followimgz this-the Senaie Internal Security sub-Commiitee under
acting-chairmen Semator Butler subpoenaed four membders of the Americun Forum
national-committee and .Senator Eastland wrote a letier to-4. -J« Muste rsquesting
. information, a letter which Muste answered with a flat statement of nmon-Cooper-

ation. ---Butler, -according to the Chicago Zxjibung, also asked for the Attorney
General -to inguire into-the-possidls listing of the Forum. The Tridune states:
#1¢ @ Justice Department.inquiry establishes -thai the new-organization is a
capouflaged adjunct of the Communist Party, Butler sald, it should be-added to
the list of.subversive organizations in the United States-as a warning to sup-
-porters unavare of its hiddem—conmtrol.” '

Thus -we -9e¢ ~that the-bdoargeql sie-has put-the full weight of the witchhunt

4his small comuittee in an attempt to smash the regroupment discussion.
Those. who-doubt- that. . the- emtirs regroupment discussion is at issue and not
simply the Americen Forum had better think twice, as right now other Yeommi ttees'
are beginning to -bear down on the regroupment discussion in other guarters.
For instance.l learned-in berkelqy that George Hiichcock, -chalrman of the Indep~
" emdmyt- Socialist- Forum, bas been subpoensed-to appear -before one of- these comm~
ittees. '

N

Tt socnd that the Attorwey Gemeral bas taken the advice of his-sematorisl
Iriends, for the June 13 W.Y. Timeg reports that the Justice lept. "is very
such imterestad in the possible Compunist control™ of the American.sorwm:——
for Socialist Education. It goes on to report that -the matier bas been referred
to the Justice Dept.'s.Intermal Security Division. We can all beave & sigh of

Feligf for our.-sacuriiy is now in safs hands?



The Finzer Men for the FBI

Yow let us see what the reaction to this witchhunting attack upon the
American ¥Forum has been among the various forces on the left. To begin with on
May 15 Herman Singer, Mational Secretary of the SP-SD¥, wrois a letter to the
DPimes in answer to its editorial of the same date. In this letter Singer com-
plains that the Forum, by using the neame "socialist,® bas violated his copy-
right. For obviously it can not be & gocialist Forum since it isn't affiliated
with the Second International. He goes on to say: "The American Forum in-
cludes members of the Communist Party and representatives of two Troiskyite
organizations. As such, the American Forum misuses the name Socialist.” You
see, even Trotskyists are not "socialists™ in the eyes of the State Department

"socialists. ¥

On May 16 the NVational Action Committee of the SP-SDF met on the gquestion
in an atmosphere of hysteria with Singer "calling for our expulsion,” according
to Dave lMcheynolds. At this meeting a motion was passed recommending to the
YEC that it declare membership in the Forum to be incompatible with membership
in the SP-SIF because of the inclusion on the national committee of the Yorum
of a representative of the Communist Party ana the Socialist Workers Party.
Another motion was passed rsquesting all SP-SDF members listed on the national
committee to withdraw in 10 days. ¥inally a motion was passed endorsing the
press release and letter to the Times issued by Herman Singer.

Thus the SP-SUF officially responds to the witchhunt by extending it $o its
own ranks and adding i1is own pressure to that of the witchhunters in an attempt
to smash the Forum. In that way it clearly showed its character as a capitulat-
or to the witchhunt and its inability to really strugzle against the witchhunt.

This ought to cause those who are in such a fever to enter the SP-SDF to
stop and reflect before they leap. Here we see clearly the political nature

* This theme is amplified in an editorial in the June issue of the Socialist
Call. The editorial in reality attacks the Iimes from the right. Ii seems
that the Times devoted too much space to the formation of the Forum, thus
making it more difficult for the SP-SDF to wreck it. The Call states: "It is
possidble that the Forum would have made & modest entrance, been duly flushed
out by the Secialist Call, appropriately branded as a fraud for its use of the
name soclalism and then have disappeared." The Times is then attacked for
glving "the impression that, desplte the presence of Communist Party members and
Trotskyites, the American Forum was a legitimate medium for discussion of soc-
lalism."” The Cgll editorial goes on to point out that the whole thing is a
result of the recent CP line of infiltration, a line which, among others, those
dirty "Trotskyites" now follow. We are informed that "with the Kruschev (sic)
revelations the barrier betwsen Communists and Trotskyites has evaporated.”
This in spite of the fact that as recently as the first A?-8E rally, June 12,
Blumberg made a special point of mentioning that the differences that separate
the CP and SWP are of the "gravest character” and Farrell Dobbs likewise
spelled out the most important differences. But to the demented mind of the
SP-SDF they are all the same thing. It should be noted that while all the SP-
SLF declarations to the capitallst press constituted nothing but a red-dbaiting
attack on the Forum, their protest against Eastland's witchhunt atiack on the
froe speech rights of the A¥-SE was confined to a small squibdb in their house

organ, tho Socialist Gall.
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of the SP-SIF as a State Depariment socialist group utterly incapable of resis-
ting our ruling class on any important matter. When the chips are down 1t
lines up inevitably with the bourgecisie against the interesis of the working

class.

We learn something also about the organizationel nature of the SP-Sur. The
SP-SDF, far from being & broad all-inclusive organization, will not permit its
members the right to join as individuals the American rorum., In fact vhenever
the left wing in a crucial issue publicly declares a position vhich differs
from the SP-SDF and therefore from the State lepartment, expulsion is in the
eir. Let all those who wish to enter the SP-Suk ponder ovsr whether they intend
to keep their mouths shut in public end if not, wheiher they are willing to
risk expulsion, if 1t comes to thal, in order to defend socialist principles.

The Yew Leszder, which is the most well-known, though Munofficial," spokes-
man for the Social Democracy in this country, printed an article by Diara
Trilling in its May 27 issue which expresses the views of tkis branch of the
Social Democracy on the Forum. After her usual attack on the liberals for '
being too hard on McCarthy because of thelr guilt complex for not realizing
the dangers of the "Comrunist Menace™ soon enough, she had the following to say

about the regroupment discussion:

"The appeal for discussion of their tproblems' is the best possidle appeal
which Communists can meke to non-Communist leftists. othing is more attractive
$o the lefiist intellect than the illusion (my emphasis, TW) that there is a
rift wvithin the Communist Party of which he can now teke a reasonable advantage.
If the shift in the Soviet line had not actually precipitated defections {rom
~ the ranks, such defections might very well have been invented for the high

dividends they pay in non~-Communist sympathy and accessibllity ~- and, in fact,
there sre those of us who are crude enmough to doubt whether there have in truth
been as many alienations as are nov advertised. It is just possible, of course,
that some of these withdrawals were conveniently arranged, or even pre-arranged
before Khrushchev's speech, in order to distribute Communist agents in places
whers they wouwld otherwise not be welcomed and ensnare a new generation of

fellow~-travelers.,”

There we have it -- the whole thing is simply a Communist plot. So works
the demented police-state mind of the right wing Social lemocruts through
their orgen, which Sam Taylor of the ISL Mal remarked so recently was Ymoving
to the left." God save us from those who call themselves socialists. 1 prefer
a liberal any dey to -"socialists" of the Mew Leader's ilkl {. Murray Xempton,
Yew York Pogt columnist, had this to say about the Forum: "I wrestlsd, 1
might say, & long time within mysell before I decided noi to apply for member-
ship in Muste's committee. It wasn't the two communists that threw me; 1t was
those ex-fellow travelers. I have known quite & number of Communists 1 liked,
dut fellow travelers depress me. They're so self-righteous.")

The other forces on the left rallied to the defense of the American Forum.
The SWP, which has been attacked in some quarters for not reslly veing inter-
ested in regroupment, defended the Forum wholehsartedly in action ana on the
front peges of the Militang. Zaslow and Mcavoy, both of whom were subpoenaed
by the Senate Committee, resisted this witchhunting pressure, showing the dedi-
cation of the Committee for Sociulist Unity bdoth to its self-proclaimed goal of
ancialiart unity and to the defense of free speech sguinst the witchhunting
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attacks of the Eastlands. Dave Dellinger, representing the anarcho~pacifists,
defended the Forum in the current issue of Liberation, pointing to the number

of pacifists and other anti-Stalinists on the pational commitiee., He defended
the fundamental principle of free discussion among all radicals.

David lMcReynolds_and the Fine Art of Capitulationism

What was the reaction within the SP-SIF to this ultimatum of the MAC to
resign from the AF-SE national committee within 10 days? In the first place,
the star performer, Dave McReynodds, acted out his by now well-known routine.

As far back as 1954, when the merger of the IPSL and SYL came up, he found him-
golf in the position of turning his back on those he felt closest to politically
by refusing to join in the formation of the ¥SL, He would stick to the SP come
hell or high water, and eventually his program would win out in the ranks, was
his approach. In this way he weakened the development of the united third

camp youth movement in this country.

More recently he conducted a principled fight sgainst the merger with the
SDF. He stated thet this merger was based on the 'worst, most shameful pol-
jcies of the State Department and John roster Dulles” and that it was not a
socialist unity at all. However, after talking with Shachtmen he capitulated,
called the unity actually progressive and attempted to rally the left wing to
support the unity. In doing so he promised to fight for one thing at least at
the convention: the name Socizlist Party must remain. Iut once you start on
the road to capitulation there is no turning back: he gave in on that also.
As a revard for his "noble! capitulation, in which he so unselfishly put the
politics of the State lepartment before his own, he was kicked off the YAC.
This is the way the SP-SUF pays for capitulation to it —- Shachiman take note!

: The ¢urrent capitulation is even more sickening. After talking to Harring-
ton, I understand, he resigned from the American Forum he had helped to set up
with his friend and co-thinker &. J. Huste. Turning his dback on the Forum, he
urged the rest of the left-wingers in a letter to do likewisse.,

He wrote: "To say that 1 personally have been sick at heart this past
week is to put the matier mildly indeed. The Part, acted without giving us a
hearing, in hysteria, and in a totally undemocratic way. Herman Singer s tel-
egram to the . Y. Times on the A.F. was a classic job of playing fingerman for
the Justice Dept. and the F.B.I1." He goes on to note that "Bayard Rustin, one
of the Vice Chairmen, has made it clear that he will have to withdraw or else
give up all his work on the Southern Mezro Juestion ~- &s a result he is
withdrawing."” 4Another SP member is resigning because it may endanger his pos-
ition as business agent of a small union, he also remarks. And thus he poinis
out how his own leadership, whom he describes in the letter as "the iwo~bit
second rate party backs running the W.0,," is part and parcel of this whole
witchhunting affair; and how the bureaucrats running the "egro organizations
and trade unions have simultaneously exerted their pressure upon their members
on the committes. How does Mcheynolds himself react to this pressure? "How-
ever after very careful thought and conferences all this week 1 find myself in
the inglorious position of sounding the retreat once agein.? Aand so goes
Vavid heckeynolds, sounding one inglorious retreat after another as he slowly
marches backwards through history.

Tris 45 a classic cass of capitulation and 1ts end result is predictable~--
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political suicide. Just as in 1928 when Zinoviev and friends capitulated to
Stalin on the basis that they would seve up their forces for a future struggle
at & time of their own choosing, so McReynolds promises to fight, not now, but
later. Just as 2inoview was forced into one capitulation after another until
he was politically bankrupt with no following whatsoever, so hecReynolds has
begun on this course with two major capitulations in the last few months which
have seriously weekened his authority within the Party left wing, not to men-
tion the radical pubdblic as & whole. Just as Zinoviev's cgpitulation ended in
his extinction at the time of the Moscow trial, so McReynolds' capitulation
will end, not, we hops, in his physical extinctlon, but certainly in his

political extinction.

This classic course deserves careful study in the ISL, for it is the pro-
Jected course of Shachtman in the SP-SIV and for Draper in relation to Skacht-
man, and even for all those who we are told 741 sagree” with Martin dut who '

dloc with him against the left wing.

How did the rest of the SPLSDF left wing react? Considering the immensity
of the pressure brought to bear ageinst them, one is forced to conclude that
these individuals, regsrdless of one's political differences with ithem, stand
as glants compared to Singer, McReynolds, or even Shachiman. They stood up in
their own party against this witchhunting attack and withstood the pressure of
public opinion in general. They deserve {and have yet to receive) the official
support of the ¥SL. ucReynolds resigned &s did two others. However Charbneau,
Braden, Sidley, and Thygeson (national secretary of the YPSL) stuck to their
guns and Stryker joined the Forum's national committee in protest.* Thus
there remain today, despite the threats of the SP-SUF MAC and despite the sup-
port to these threats by the SP-SDr "0 recently, six SP-.S5Dr members on the

Yational Committes of the AF-SE.

Enter Shachimen

At this point in the drsma it might be well to return to one of the minor
characters involved in whom we have & special intersst — to Shachimen. When
wo last left him he had written a letter to Muste announcing that he declined
to support his venture. This letter, which was reprinted in part in the NMay 27

Actiop in the context of another letter to the AF-SE Vational Committee,

Places. Shachiman in the position of being truly a lasaandra.

He seems %o have foreseen the avalanche of the witchhunt that would kit
the American Forum for he states: UIf they cannot agree on such an elementary
notion (defense of democracy everywhere) - if they equivocate or evade it al-
together ~-~ the new organization will lay iiself open from the start to charges
and suspicions from which I fear nobody ~— not you or I or others -- could con-
vincingly defend it. It would start under a cloud that I would not want over
my head." Shachiman -- luckily for him ~- has not had to stand under this
"eloud” during the last few heated weeks. And so life 18 & 1little sasier for
him and unity with the SP~SDF g little closer.

I do not wish to class Shachtman’s attitude on the same level as that of

* It has just come to my attention that Tad Tekla of the SP~SDF in Cleveland
has applicd for membership on the AF-£& national committes.
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the SP-SIF, nor certainly on the same level with Eastland. There are importent
. aifferences as well as similarities. In the first place the SP-SDF itself did
not go as far as Eastland and call for putting the group on the Attorney Gen-
eral's list. It even uttered a feeble protest against the abridgement of free
speech involved in Fastland's campaign. Shachtman, however, sincerely wants 1o
defend the Forum. He states: "I have nothing but contempt for the intentions
behind the advice which the reactionary press offers to socialists, and in par-
ticular 1 regard the clamor for governmental and police intervention and per-

secution with loathing.”

Shachtman is not completely clean in this matter, 1 am sorry io say, for
good intentions are not enough ~- they are important, but not enough. Shacht~
men's defense of the American Forum is limited by two factors: his agreement
with the estimation of the SP-SDF¥, the Yew York Times and others, that the
Forum serves as & cover for the CP; and his eniry move info the SP~SDY.

On the first point, Shachtmen just hapgens to egree with the Times and
others, that cooperation of all radical tendencies in order to discuss is not
permissible, at least not in this form. He agrees with the SP-SIF that the
Forum is & cover for "totalitarianism,” though he would use somewhat different
phraseology. Thus in this respect he has given in to the witchhunt. He fears
he would lose his purity in the eyes of the SP-SDF if he had to bear the burden
for the "cloud” {or "Stalinoid complexion” as it 1s sometimes called) over the
American Forum. He claims of course that this is boeausc he wants to remain
"respectable” in the minds of the workers, but it seems evident from his actions
that he is simply bowing o the prejudices fostered by the witchhunt atmosphere.

In fact one might say that it is thinking along these lines that is in
reality the real appeal of the SP-SDF entry line within the ranks of the I8L and
the ¥YSL right wing. In this context it is interesting to note the remarks of
the YSL spokesman in Cleveland who said the SP~SDF "is clean and has a good rep-
utation and has never been in trouble with the government.’ Such thinking is
$he entithesis of ‘a militant socialist struggle againsi the witchhunt.

Another example of this type of thinking is found in Shachtman's May 27
jetter to the AF-SE, printed in labor Action. He states that this Forum
Bplaces an unwarranted burden upon those who have acquired serious and respon~
sible positions in the broad labor, Megro and other movements. The isolation
of such individuals can only further the isolatlon of socialists from these
broad movements, and certainly will not alleviate it." Thus, instead of defen~
ding the right of Fustin and the various labor ofiicials to funciion in the
Forum even though he himself does not wish to do so, Shachtiman seems to be
blaming the Forum for enlisting their support in the first place. Instead of
attacking the buresucracies of the trade union and Yegro movements for capitula-
ting to the witchhunting pressures and clampying aown on the democratic rights
of their membders, he attacks the Forum for Yembarrassing” them. Such a twisted
and distorted spproach (especially since it was published after the opening of
the witchhunt attack, whose scops Shachtman was intimately aware of) amounts
purely and simply to a capitulation to the witchhunt. Part and parcel of this
approach is the attempt of Bogdan lenitch, while on tour for the YSL, to use
the resignation of hustin not as a sign of the witchhunting attack on the Forum,
dut to prove that "responsible’ Iegroes sgree with his unalysis of the Muste
¥orum. . If Denitch claims that individuals who are forced into submission by the
pressure of the witchhunt agree with him, then 1 am forced to admit that I have
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been too lenient in describing his position. For in this case Denitch's posit-
jon would be simply opposition to the Forum in order to save one's skin from
the witchhunting onslaught. Along these lines Charlie Walker, the only YSL YEC
member on the West Coast, stated that if the Muste Forum had come out for "dem-
ocratic socialism” it wouldn't have had all this trouble with the govermment.
Enough said adout this sickenling aspect of the business.

Another factor which limits Shachtman's ability to play & progressive role
in the defense of the American Forum is his unity move with the IP-SDF. As
noted above, one of the most important aspects of the entirs struggle against
the witchhunt was the heroic resistance of the SP-SDF left wingers to ihe joind
attack perpetrated by the comdined forces of the witchhunters and the SP-SIF
right wing, It is clear that anyone really interested in the defense of the
AF-.SE would come to the defense of these fine comrades. 4 civil livertarian
would understand that what was at stake was not one's attitude towards the Yor—
um, but the defense of the right of the SP-SDkers who favor the Forum to con-
tinue as members of its national committee. This would accomplish both the
militant defense of the Forum and also the protection of democratic righis

within the SP~SDF.

Shachtiman, however, instead of defending these comrades or even keeping
pilent while the right wing moved ageinst them, actually giiacks Muste for in~
witine them in the first place. (See his May 27 letter in la.) Here again
appears that Gistorted approach of Shachiman: The witchhunt is not to blamej
the SP-SDF leadership is not to blame; only ihuste is to blame for the whole
thing. Such an approach is but another example of capitulation to the witch-
hunt. Also it is further confirmation of the characterizaiion of Shachiman &8

the future "policeman of the left wing® once in the SP-SD¥.

1% can be assumed that Harrington in his conversations with Mecdsynolds
played & similar role anc urgeé, not thet lickeynolds put up & fight for his
right to stay on the Committee, dut that he capitulate and talk the entire left

wing into capitulatirg.

The YSL Gets Into the Ack

During the course of my tour I became incensed at the attzck being leveled
at the American Forum and concluded that it was my socialist duty to rally to
its support. I wrote a letter to 4. J. Muste offering my support ard announcing
my willingness to Jjoin the Mational Committee of the Yorum. I did so meking it
clear that I would funciion as an individual and would not represent the ¥SL as
a whole. Thus 1 would be in a position similar.to that of the Left Wingers in
the SP-SDF. I realized at the time that there were certain dangers involv~d and
that the YSL right wing might teke actlon agszirst me. Hewever, 1 knew that 1
had soiid foundations for such a move in the basic prinsiples of ths ¥SL as a
Yroad organization and that as long as I acied as an indi7iaunl end did not
present myself as representing the ¥YSL, then 1 was acting perzectly within the
Younds of a‘ecipline of the ¥SL. Xrurthermcre 1 felt 1 could not stand aside
when the fines comrades of the SP-Sur left wing were talking a similar risk for

the sake of basic socialist principle.

In reaction to this step the YSL right wing with unprecedented rpeed
moved sgainst me with threats of expulsion. The only rcason ixey 4.3 not expel
me on the spot was the nearness of the Convention which they 1clt would be a
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better time to expel me. Such an action by the right wing is in keeping with
their solidarity with the SP-SDF right wing and thelr fever to split their
organization if necessary in order to get into the SP-SD¥. Just how the right
wing expects to explain its actions agalnst its left wing for supporting the
Muste Forum to the left wingers in the SP-SDF is difficult for me %o see. It
will be still harder for it to explain this to the radical public, S0 per cent
of whom are represented on the smericen Forum Fational Committes.

I for one do not intend to give in on this matter. I feel it is my right
as a YSL member to participate on the American Forum Mational Commi ttee, end the
right wing is making a travesty of our traditions of broadness in its burry to
expel the left. The YSL has a tradition of pernitting its members to hold dual
menmbership in rival and hostile political organizations, The AF-SE certainly in
no way rivsls the YSL and has yet to be declared hostile” by the right wing.

In fact the statement to A. J. Muste refusing to support the Forum was written
in a very cordial manner. Muste himself has always been regarded favoradbly by
the YSL. There is a tradition of friendship and political collaboration between
Muste and the YSL symbolized by the fact that A. J. Muste spoke abt the founding
convention of the ¥SL. So certainly there is no ground for prevenilng me from
holding membership in an organization which is neither rivel nor hostile and

vhich has no politics.

1 urge every member of the YSL to rally to the support of the Americem
Forum and to reject the attempt of the right wing to expel the left wing. To
refuse to do so would be a tremendous dlow to the ¥SL. It would mean the ex-
pulsion of a quarter of the membership of the organization, and furthermore
would cause the complete discrediting of the YSL in the eyes of the raedical.
public. It would further isolate the YSL from all but the SP-SD¥ right wing.
Such a policy would lead, not to a progressive regroupment of radical youth
forces, but rather to the building of an isolated social-democratic sect.

Exit Shachiman

There are a number of people in the ¥SL who explain away their flight
from revolutionary politics by stating that the fundamentel difference between
reformism, centrism and revolutionary soclalism will become important only in a
revolutionary pericd. However the classic roles of these tendencies have been
acted out today in relation to the &merican lorum.

One can spend years debating the unity question, pointing out the social-
democratic formulations of the right wing, speculating on the possidilities of
Puilding a "broad Debsian party,” and it will all be for nought if the discus-
sion does not uncover the basic tendencies in action and resction when they
gome in contact with the ruling cless and its interests. The one progresslve
function of the intrusion of the witchhunt into the regroupment discussion is
that it lays bare the real nature of the contending forces and the inability of
each to struggle against the ruling class.

Lot us first take a look at the self-appointed personification of soclal
democracy, the SP-SDF, Having accommodated itself to the ruling class over a
long period of time, it tends to view politics in much the same way as that
clags, and thus is able to react to the impending pressure and furor of the
ruling class before that pressure is released. Thus at the very deginning of tr
discussion on the formation of the Forum it bowed out uncersmoniously. Once it



heard the master's voice through the edlitorial pages of the 7. Y. Times it
reacted in minutes with a telegraphed letter to provide ammuni tion to the

wi tchhunting attack on the Forum. The following day it gathered together its
- mational committee and with vengeance extended the witchhunt into the ranks of

i1ts own party.

We ses today in this one minor incident that the Social Democracy plays the
same perfidious role as lackey to the ruling class as it does in a period of
revolution when it openly supports counter~revolution. The only difference is
in the degree of importance of what is at stake. :

Yow let us look driefly at & more complicated phenomenon -- the role of the
centrists in reaction to the witchhunting attack on the Yorum, Here we find &
greater concern with fighting the witchhunt. The cenirist wishes both to
fight the witchhunt in an intransigent menner and at the same time adapt him~
self to the pressures of the petty bourgeois circles he functions in.

The ISL's role in the event 1s the best example of centrism today. I
starts out, &5 does the SP-SDLF, with a certain accommodation to the ideology
of the ruling class. This takes the form of the desire for respectadility. It
claims to want to remsin palatable in the eyes of ihe working class., But in
reality it is bowing to the bowrgeois influences and ideology which inevitably
dominate the working class in a reactionary period. Instead of fighting this
alien influence within the ranks of the working class, it hopes in some way to
eccommodate itself to it. It hopes to appeal to the right; it wants Pan
opening to the right,” as Shachiman has pub 1t, Insteed of meeting bourgeois
politics and ideology head on, however, it hopes somehow to sidetrack this con--
frontation and to move the liberals leftwerd siep by step. The net effect is
that, instead of dbudging the liberals, the centrist himself moves to the right

step by step.

The ISL expresses this general tendency to straddle two camps ~- to keep
a foot on each side of the class line -~ in a most consclous way in its
Punity" proposal. It concretizes its general search for respectability in the
eircles in which it functions with the proposal of entry into the SP-SDF: It
attempts to get into the SP~SDF by its politics "bent, fitted, filed, rubbed,
carved, trimmed or cold~storaged so as to ingratiate us as good dogs with the
SP right wing," according to Hal Draper. .

Thus when it comes to the question of the direct pressure of the ruling
class bearing down on the regroupment discussion, Shachtman and the ISL find
themselves already in a certain amount of agreement with this ruling class.
They have already adapted to the point whers they cringe with fear at deing
involved in the Forum end thus being tainted. In whose eyes are they really
afraid of being tainted, I askl

On top of this the ISL finds itself in a position where it elther excuses .
or actually encourages capitulation to the witchhuni. How else can one explain
its attitude towards the left wingers in the SP-SL¥ who fought againsi the
witchhunt attack emanating directly from Eastland and indirectly through

Singer? How else explain its blaming huste for involving Megro leaders end
trade unionisis, instead of venting its wrath on the buresucrzcies of these
movements who willingly sacrifice these leaaers at the beck and call of the
witchhnnters?
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Thus the ISL, by its zonscious adaptation to the Social Democracy and
through this means to the ruling cless itsélf, is unable to play & principled
and militant role. Despite its intentions it is unable .to fight the witchhunt
in a principled manner. The political bankruptcy of the unity move is thus ex~
pressed even before the unity is consummated. Where will it end? Thers can be
only one answer to that question: 1t will end in the political suicide and
eradication from the scene of an entire tendency - of Shachimanism.
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LABOR DEMOCEACY AMD THE REUTHER MACHINE
by John Worth

The emazing stand of Ladbor Action on the labor rackets probe is ungues-
tionadly the strongest evidence of the role which the ISL is prepared to play in
the American labor movement. In political terms, the ISL's capitulation®
before Reuther's drive to eliminate the last vestiges of opposition to 2 bur~
eaucracy -~ the section in which his role bas been constantly greater and gran-
der ~- is much more siznificant than the "tactic" of the all-inclusive party.

The plea for Bdemocracy™ -~ not class democracy, but democracy in ths

bstract; the noun Ydemocracy"; the "democratic state of affairs" -~ sums up
labor Action's response to the most serious challenge posed the American labor
movement singe the inception of the witchhunt. Yot only does lebor Action
rofuse to cundemn the Senate Commitiee's intervention in clear, unequivocal
terms; it has tscitly gccepied its role in "cleaning out! the union racketeers.
Finally: 4t has not printed & single word in opposition to the dbitter blow
against the Fifth Amendment, launched by the AFI-CIO executive commitiee, which
now wishes to replace the courts as interpreter of the American Constitution
though it has attacked Beck for shielding himself with its use.

The contridbution -~ sole and ultimate ~- of Laber Action to an understand-
- idng of the struggle {aside from the insipid plea for a "truly democratic set of
rules” -~ rules! mind you) has been to genily chide the "buresucratic attitude’

which fears the rank-and-flle above all else.

The tone is not incidental. The 1SL's role in the labor movement for mors
than a decade has been set dy its participation in the Reuther caucus, from the
first stages of Reuther's march to Presidency of the CIQ, through the present,
in which the enormous power of. that office, under Keuther's inspired dictamen,
moves the combined forces of the AFL-CIO. keuther’s words, not Meany's, attract
the major headlines. Heuther, not Meany, is the big yoice of American labor.
The recent attempt to build Meany as something besides the bureaucrat that he is
~= probably entailing a considerable expenditure on his part -~ cannot succeed,
short of a miracle, in destroying the pre~eminence of Walier keuther in the

A¥L-CI10,

This man, from the standpoint of labor’s needs and perspectives, is the
most dangerous man in the American labor movement. The hold which xeuther
exercises on his own cadres, stemming from a genuinely militant role in the
1930's, end protected by a militant” vocabulary today, can prove disastrous,
because Reuther , great man of labor, is engaged in the total domestication of the
American labor movement ~— its reduction before monopoly capital. His real
power today rests there -~ not on the militant strategy of the 30's. As 5id Lens
put it in & recent article:"f he (Reuther) had remained a radical as he was
20 years ago, it is doubiful that he would have risen as high as he is ..."
"Doudbtful™ is the cautious phraseology that Lens employs for the Hprvard Bus~
iness Review. There is no "doudbt" involved.

* PCapitulation™ is used advisedly. The rationale employed —~ to put the rank-
and~file in motion -~ is worthless. To attack heuther in the labor movement is
to lose one's "respectadility® ~~ in the eyes of Routher.
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14 is Walter Reuther, and the Worogressive" coterie which surrounds him,
vwhich has moved most effectively to eliminate democracy in the UaW, frustrated
its most militant traditions, sabotsged the promising dwend to & labor party —-
and worked tirelessly to subordinate iabor to American cepital. Yo other in-
terpretation of Reuther's role is possible. The xid glove treatment handed
Reuther's drive to power by labor Action, therefore, is particularly indefen-
sible, :

Reuther and the Labor Rackel Probe

On January 29 Senator Joseph heCarthy introduced a Semate resolution
guthorizing a "select comnittes” to investigate labor rackeleering. Immediate-
1y prior to the introduction of the resolution, first the UaW International
Executive Board, then the AFL-CIO Executive Council petitioned COongress to
authorize "an appropriate congressional committee fo conduct an invesiigation
... and ©6XpoSe ».. corruption in labor, in industry." {(Zhe Militant, Feb. L,

1956)

On Jenuary 28, one dey dbefore Mclarthy introduced the resolution into the
Senate, the AFL-CIO Executive Council, by a 38 o one vote {Beck's), assuming
the prerogatives of constitutioral adjudicators, decreed that invocation of
the Fifth Amendment by any member of the organization would constitute grounds
for dismissal. That the Council "neent" this to apply only to rackel inves-
tigetions is irrelevant. The attempt to limit the use of the Fifth Amendment,
i.e,, o establish the priority of the AFL-Ci0 exec over the constitutional
right to aveid self-incrimination, cannoi be considered anything but a blow
against civil 1iberties in the labor movement.

Thus, the fyrogressive! sector of the labor buresucracy, at the instigation
of the Miberal’ Walter Reuther, simply jnvited the American bourgeoisie to
break the integrity of the labor movement, at the same time that it launched an
attack on the Fifth Amendment in the manner which is frequently contemplated,
but rarely carried out, in the bourgeois courts.

Although an attempt to invoke the power of the rank and file of the Teem~
sters is the patursl method of democratic struggle, as Gordon Haskell points
out: Miuch as the union leadership would like to have the movement rid of
Communist or racketeer control, they are very reluctant to encourage rankk and
file movements of revolt ageinst established leaderships for any purpose. This
kind of thing sets precedents ... kather than encourage all-out membership
struggles ... they seek to sel up another 'official leadership' o fight the
old ones." Unfortunately, Haskell, in bis mild "agitation," aoes not bother to
develop the impdications of his own remark, insofar as they poini up the fact
that Reuther and the borogressive” forces of the AFL-CIO have absolutely no
interest in eliminating "racketeers” and Neommunists” except to gusraniee the
monolithic character of thelr own domination.

To assert that a "progressive” strugsle is taking placs in the effort to
oust Beck, to discover principally opportunities for "a strugzle for democracys”
to refrain from a militant exposure of the danger inherent in this bourgeois~
" abor” coalition — is to display en impossible obtusity.

A few cracks in the bureaucratic apparaius may permit, temporarily, a
break in favor of the rank and file - as may any jurisdictional dispute bet-
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ween labor dictators. The elimination of Beck, in this particuler instencs,
simply sets the stage for the final consolidation of the bureaucracy; provides
s barrier between the ranks and their "leadership" which will, short of mass
movement to the left, be well-nigh Inourmounteblos The kind of a struggle that
is being waged against Beck, under these circumstances, is leest of all "prog-
rossive.” It contains the elements of a dictatorship more severe in its con-
sequences than anything that Beck imegined.

geuthef va, Stellato: Democracy in local 600

Reuther's current affection for "democratic® process isn't withou} prec-
edent. His methods in rooting out Stalinist -- and enti-Stalinist ~- militants
in the period of his rise to power are well known.

The last center of opposition, Yord Local 600, felt the full weight of his
Vgactics” in early 1952. Stellato himself had been a Reuther follower and,
according to the report of Walter Jason (a not unbiased reporter) in Labor
Action, Feb. 11, 1952, had carried on his own "coarse, stupid, and bureaucratic
anti~Communist campaign,’ prior to flying into the arms of the defeated Stal-
inists, and assuming the mantle of champion of the opposition.

Whether Stellato was exactly "driven into the arms of the Stalinists" is
an interesting question. It is stated in somewhat overpositive terus, unfor~
tunately}y to sustain a close examination of the fectis. If, as Heuther assorted
in late 1952, Ford Iocal 600 under Stellato was Stalinisi~dominated, Reuther
was remarkstly reluctant to prove the point before the special trial dboard
demanded by the UAW Constitutions

More adequate as an explanztion of Reuther's hostility is the following
remark by Jason (LA, Fedb. 11, '52): "The Stellato coalition protests agaiqs’
trends in the TIAW toward buresucrabism, and in many insiances they are correct.
The leaninge in the UAW sway from its {raditional rank and file demccracy are
disturbing and dangerous, dud so far they siill remain only trends. ®

The "trends” veme down with a bang & month later, however. Immcdiately
follouing the witchhan% visit of the House Un-American aActivities Committes,
under Hep. Potier, which arrived with the ammourced intention cf hatzheting
Lozal 690, (previrg rothing, incidentally) the Reuther-d-minated International
Executive Posrd ¢r the UAW ordered 600 to 'show cause way an adminisirator
should ngt be appointed to take charge of the lccal union." (Zhe Militent,
Marceh 17).

Four days later, Walter Jason, reporting to labor Action, wroies

PDLTROIT, March lh--After a one-day hearing, at which the Reuther
leedsrship scted as prosecutor, judge ard jury, the international
executive bocrd placed a six-men edministratiien over Ford local 600,
in spits of vigorous protests of the duly elected officials of that
local uaion, the largest in the worlda. ...

"he nain chargs sgainst the four top officers of rord Local 600-~
Carl £tellato, presicent; Pat Rice, vice president; 3ill Hood,
recording secretary; and »ill Guoent, financial secretery -~ was that

nuey were derelict in their duty beceause a sumall clique of the
Communist Party was the reel leadership of the local union.”
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These were essentially the charges which Reuther refused to press before a
trial board three months earlier. They are the same charges that the House
Committee under Potter falled to establish, (Reutherite international represen-
tative Elesio Romano had testified only that "The communists and their support-
ers were in full control of the Ford localls weekly newspsper, Ford racts."

(The Militant, Mar. 11, '52.)

Having to defeat the Local 600 leadership in open, democratic election
Reuther, therefore, utilized the witchhunt hysteria which attended the Unimer-
ican Activities Committee visit to Detroit in order io attack an oppositicn
caucus in the UAW.

The cynical, absolutely spurious use of the "Communist control” issue is
demonstrated by Brother Reuther himself, Despite his "exposure™ of the Stellato
regime, the nev election required by the UAW Constitution to take place within
60 days, was set off to September by Keuther ~- because the Reutherites couldn't
put a slate into the field against Stellato with any hope of success.

The Administrative Board removed {not suspended!) six Iocal 600 officers
"yithout even charging Communist affiliation.! (Militent, &pr. 27.)

Most damning of 2ll1 is the Mexplanation” vhich Reuther presented to the
Reutherite caucus. If Walter Jason's account is inclusive the "Communist® issue
was buried beneath an entirely different set of accusations which, with Jason's

comnents, deserve reproauction here:

WReuther charges that the criticisms in Yord Facts are not anti-
Reuther dut anti~union. That is why it was necessary to shut it up.

"He used two major illustrations to try to prove his point. After
the last UAW convention, Zord Facts had a sensational full-page story
headlined 'Betrayal.! This article blasted the role of Reuther. 1t
ceriticized ths salary increases to top officers and to international
union representatives.

"Ihis article, according to Reuther, was used by other unions to
defeat the UAW-~CIO in elections. Therefore, the Stellato regims is
guilty of anti-union activities.

YAnother article that burned Reuther up was the recent criticism
of the UAW unemployment conference in Washington. Reuther's program
of fighting for more steel and copper was denounced as a 'bosses’
boy' program. The article ridiculed claime that the conference
accomplished anything. 1t accused Reuther of hand-picking the
delegates to that conference.

"0f course, readers of Ford Facts lmnow the extremes which crit-
icism of Reuther reach at times in that paper. Does a paper have the
right to be wrong? Does a local union officialdom have the right to
eriticize the policles of the top officers of the union, even if
that ?riticism may be picked up by someons else? Reuther's answer
is Mol

"The basic trouble with Reuther's rule is that in practice it sigé
nifies that 10 criticism will Ye tolerated, for AMY criticism may be
picked up by other unions, like CP~-controlled unions, and quoted
ggairst Reuther and the ual,

"Let us take the current issue at rord Local 600. Suppose &
local union votes that the placing of an administrator over Local
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600 was buresucratic; this action is noted in the next issue of
the local union paper; then a CP-controlled union guotes the local
union paper as calling Keuther 'bureaucratic.' Under the present
rule the locel union leadership is subjecied to the same charge of
anti-unionism as Eeuther levels against Ford Locel 600 ofiicizls.”

(Labor action, March 31, 1952.)

 The crudity of this particularly "coarse, stupid, end bureaucratic anti-
Communist campaign” undoubtedly strengthened Stellato's position immensely.
Opposition to Reuther was sufficiently strong in 600 to force withdrawal of
Reutherite candidates for the top posts. Fifteen of 19 uniis elected anti-
Reuther candidates; several Reutherite incumbents were cefeateu, ana B0 per
cent of the 184 General Uouncil seats went to anti-Heuther forces.

Monetheless, within the month the same "orogressive” iir. Reuther sperked a
step by the UAW administration to "take steps at the forihcoming March conven-
tion to bar members of the Communist Party from holding membership in the Uaw, ®
That the position 4id not carry is not to Keuther's credit.

Thus we have an example of Keutherite democracy in action. That Reuther
failed in his attack on Local 600 is not an indication of Reuther!s generosity.
It is an indication of the depth of the democratic tradition in the UaW. DBut
the depth of a tradition should not obscure the heavy inroads that Reuther has
made, and ig making. The fact of the matter is clear. A genuine struggle for
rank end file control will clash with Walter Reuther. He is no friend of

laboxr democracy.

Class Conflict and the "Prosressive! Bureauncracy

The dictetorial character of Beck's union is open and indisputable. Trad~
ftions of demecracy have been smashed: svery element of opposition is crude
and relentless. To oppose Beck and the guasi-gangsier lezdership of the Team-
sters is a matter of guts -~ not slick political anzlysis. There is not, and
never has Deen, any question of the attitude of socialists toward bureauncrats
of Beck's calidber. ZIvery conceivable opening in the struggle to overihrow the
Peamster dictatorship should be used -~ except a coalition with those forces
which intend to destroy, not the Becks, but the unions.

In the context of the struggle which is taking place today Reuther's role
is infinitely more dangerous than that of the Becks. The fate of organized
labor is at stake. heuther's progress to power within the labor bureaucracy
has been steady and virtually irrevocable. He is dangerous because he under-
stands the power of the movement which he dominates, ZEvery action is calculat-
ed -~ to prohibit open, independent class action -- the battle against the
politiczal and economic subordination of & whole class.

Reuther understands the need, if the bureaucracy is to sustain itself
between capital and labor, of militant words, and aggressive Ycampaigns.® But
even the enormous barrage of publicity which surrounds Reuther's contract neg-
otiations -— massive affairs —- cannot obscure the fact that Reuther fails,
in gvery contract, gvery issue, io solve even the immediate prodlems of his
own auto workers. “~

The famous GAW [Eharanteed Annual Wagg7'is a dead issue, solving nothing.,
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The resentment which exploded in dozens of wild-cat strikes immediately after
Reuther's most recent 'victory'! -- the Thres Year Contract in 1955 =~ has not
been exhausted. Opposition to Keuther is centered in the UAW itself. Jack
Wilson's "Chrysler Story Infuriates HRamk and File of UAW" (lLabor Action, March
18, 1957 ) emphusizes that the reaction to Chrysler Vice-President hilsch's
boast that record esarnings were due to "new efficiency in operations, the elim-
ination of 22,000 jobs, and new work stendards? { time-study! automationl
speed~up!) whether or not, as Misch says, UThe leedership of the UAW had been
informed of our plens with a full background of what was at steke.” (I am
noting the point that the VAW workers cherged the bureaucracy with betrayal,
The most that Wilson himself has to say, after noting the shaly vote of con-
fidence accorded Reuther by the higher echelons, is that MInterestingly enough,
neither the company nor the UsW has denied the facis in the Urellin story.")

Phe most casuzl review of Labor Action's coverage over a period, not of
months, but of years (!) shows that it is, not a critic, bui an ppologist for
Reuther. ror Labor Action, Keuther ig progressive. The word needs no qualify-
ing quotes. But keuther wishes to be, and is, & dictator, limited only by the
forces which can be brought to bear against him within the union. it is ime
possible to utilize a reuther, engaged in the destruction of militant, cCemocrat-
ic traditions, to introduce democracy into Beck's union. Yothing is further, as
Haskell apologetically notes, from the minds of the omnipotent "leadership” of

labor.

The role which can, and must, be played by socialists is far from the foot-
dragging "commentary" with vhich Labor Action accompanies Reuther's more intol-
erable sssaults on democracy. We cannot isolate, within a reactionary buresn~
cracy, more o less -— "relatively progressive” tendencies. The coalition of
the labor leaders and the bourgeois witchhunters (for the labor prode is ob-
viously an extension of the esrlier witchhunt ~~ the containment of labor, not
the "Communists") is the natural opponent of socialists in and out of the
labvor movement.

The first thing that has to be learned ~- or relearned -- is that lador
unions are instruments of struggle sgainst the bourgeoisie. Thers are no rules
in that struggle, except those which are imposed by the black-jack and billie.
The class independerce of the unions must be the key point in our enalysis
and activity. :

1 repeat, the key element in dGetermining the role which the ISL plays todey
can be discerned by examination of its attitude toward the labor Rackets Probe.
The affinity for Social Democracy ~- simply follows!
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WHAT 1S A UNITED EROI'I?
by Tim Wohlforth

The present "Draft Resolution on Youth and the Cempus and YSL Perspectives'
adopted by the MAC contains within it a whole series of misconceptions about the
real meaning of & united front -~ misconceptions which have been held for some
time now in our movement. .

I will attempt first to descride what a "united front? has traditionally
meznt to revolutionary socialists since the days of Lenin and then to ceal spec--
ifically with some of the formulations in this resolution &s well as in the sim-
ilar resolution adopted at the last convention.

The Leninist Conception of a United Front

Trotsky descridbes the position on the united front drafted by himself and
adopted by the Comintern in its early days as follows: "The Communist Party
proves to the masses and their organizations its readiness in action to wage
battle in common with them, for aims, no matier how modest, so long as they lie
on the road of the historical development of the proletariat; the Communist
Party in this siruggle tskes into account the actual conditions of the class atb
each given moment; 1t turns not to the masses only, but also to those organi-
zations whose leadership is recognized by the masses; 1% confronts the reform-
ist organizations before the eyes of the masses with the real problems of the
class struggle. The policy of the united front hastens the revolutionary dev-
elopment of the class by revealing in the open that the common struggle is un-
dermined not by the disruptive acis of the Communist Party but by the conscious
sabotage of the leaders of the social democracy." (¥What Yext, pp. 72 £.)

The above guotation contains all of the fundamental slements of a united
front policy adopted by a revolutionary organization. While drafted in order to
deal with the refarmists it is just as applicable today to both the reformisis
and Stalinists and was in fact pushed during & later period by Trotsky as a
tactic towards the Stalinists on many occasions.

Thus the united front is a iemporery working agreement between organization
with contrary politics but who have a basis for united action on some current
progressive demand of the working class. It is not in any sense "political col~
leboration” and is not based on political agreement, but rather is a method of
acting Jjointly where such ggreement in fundemental politics does not exist. As
Trotsky put it, "Agreement on fighting actiors may be made with the devil, with
his grandmother and even with Woske and Grzesinski.” (Zhe Only Noed, p- 58.)

Also, united fronts are noi based on any opinion as to the Psincerity” or
Megltimacy” of the parties involved. In fact revolutionisis go into united
front actions with reformists with the assumption beforehand that the reformists
wlll if possible sabotege the venture. For instance ihe Bolsheviks blocked in
e united front with Kerensky against Xornilov even though they knew beforehand
that Kerensky was working clossly with Kornilov and carrying out his policies.

United fronts do not mean — a&nd are incorrect and should be opposed if the
do mean ~~ any sort of conciliationism with the party one is uniting in action
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with. As Trotsky put it in The Strategy of the World hevolubion: "The most
importent, best esteblished and most unalterable rule of every maneuver saysi
One's own party orgenization should never be diluted, united or cambined with
another, no matter how 'friendly' the latter may be today. Such a step should
never be undertaken which leads, directly or indirectly, openly or maskealy, to
the subordination of the party o other parties or to orgenizations or other
classes and therewith limits the freedom of one's own agltation, or a step
through vhich one is made responsible, even if only in part, for the political
line of other parties. You shall not mix up the banners, not to speak of
kneeling before another banner.” :

Lastly, united fronts are based on the working class as it 1s presently
organized and must be conducted through the leadership of working-class organi-
zations as presently constifuted and-with their existing leadership. The
fomous ™United Front from below” is in effect not a united front but rather a
call to all workers to join and fight under one's own banner.

The purpose of every united front action is twofold. First it is a means
whereby the whole working class can be united in action for its own advancement
at & time when it is divided politically. In a certain sense even the trade
unions are "the rudimentary form of the united front-in the economic sirugsle”
(What Yext, p- 91) and the soviets or workers councils as exemplified in
Hungary are the highest form of the mwited front. :

 The second purposs of a united fromi is 1o expose the leadership of the
organization or organizations one is uniting in action with. It shows concret-
ely to the members of the other organlzation that in common action it is not we
who mislead and disrupt the working class but their own leaders. Thus a united
front campaign is a method of reaching and winning over the members of the org-
enizations one blocs with. Those who have falith in their politics should have
no fear about uniting in common action = "with the devil," if need be.

Thus while & united front is also negotiated (in the open) with the lead-
ership of an opponent organization, 1% is in reality aimed at the membership--
aimed at uniting in action the members of the various organizations and at
winning them over to revolutionary lesdership.

14 is for the above reason that in concrete cases it is always the revol-
utionary, disciplined group which knows whzt it wants, that always takes the in-
jtiative in a united front maneuver, and which always gains from it. This is
why revolutionaries usually have to force reformist and Stalinist organizations
into united actions by pressure frum their own ranks.

Do e Orientation Kesolutio

I doudt if any movement has ever passed a more confused, incredidble and
politically harmful position on the united frort than that passed by the ISL
at the last convention. This has caused the right wing itself to change itis
line on united fronts under the pressure of events. However, it is worthwhile
to take a look at the following paragraph (14) of the resolution which exm
plains why the YSL favors united fronts with liverals and opposes them with
Stalinists? .

"While liderzls are the defenuers of the imperialist policies of one side
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in the cold war, and the Stalinists of the other, it does not follow that we
adopt the same attitude toward both. The liberals when they enter into a par-
$icular action to protesi the firing of a teacher, join-an anti-ROTC campaign
or oppose the sending of U.S. troops to Indo-China do not demonstrate the samse
meaning and consequences as when the Stalinists propose the same thing. The
liberal is opposing & particular action of the cold war policies at home oOT
abroad from what is objectively a democratic positlonm, and not from the point of
view of defending or Justifying a totalitarian force. It is a step toward our
point of view or it is a siep we can support because if carried to its logical
conclusion it would lead closer to our posifion —- for civil liberties and a
democratic foreign policy. Yot so with the Stalirists. The objective meaning
and conseguence of their actions leads to or is part of their support of the

Stalinist camp."

Thus the YSL places itsslf in concrets reality closer to the defenders of
Americen imperialism than to the defenders of Russian imperialism. We sese
even at this date the seeds of movement towards the social democracy and avay
from & revolutionary third camp position.

But aside from this fact, the above guote {which remains the attitude of
the right wing) removes from the discussion one element sometimes brought in
by the right wing: +the class nature of the American CP. There is no doubt
about the class nature of liberalism. 1% is frankly capitelist and in the cap-
italist camp. Yet we are for united fronts with liderals. .Thus whether or not
the CP is a working class party is jrrelevant to the present discussion of a

united front tactic towards them.

However the above quote has two main faulis: {1) It is not what it says
about the Stalinists that is wrong dbut what it says about the libderals; and
(2) In any case, what it says is jrrelevant to the guestion of a united froni
tactic., )

It is absolutely correct to state that Stalinism 2s g movement acts as the
agent of the Stalinist bureaucracy and is not sincerely deaicated to the
strugzles it engages in. The March on Washington movement during World War 11,
for example, proves that the Stalinists will sabotage the struggle of the IMegro
people if it suits the needs of Kremlin foreign policy. Its perfidious role in
the trade unions during the war also proves this.

The paragraph contends, however, that the liberals' support of American
imperialism has po deleterious effects on them — that everything they struggle
for they struggle for sincerely and will not sabotsge. They have an objective-
ly democratic position” whatever in the name of Marx that creature is. This is
as absolutely incorrect as the former statement is correct. For instance, the
liberals as an organized movement in World War 1l clasped hends with the Stal-
inists and played the same reactlonary role by their unconditional support of
Roosevelt. After the war the liberals instituied the witch hunt and defended it
under Truman; they supported the Korean war, etc. In other words their support
of American imperialism led directly to their sabotaszipz the class struggle in
tiis country in world War II and the struggle for civil liverties folloving
the war.

The conclusion of this is not that we should not have united fronis with
either group but rather that we shonld have united fronts with both of ihem,
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realizing all the time that either one of them may very easily sabotzge the
whole affair.’

The reason why we wish to have united fronts with supporters of both
Americen and Stalinist imperialism is that on concrete issues such as civil 1ib~
erties and civil rights there is a basis for joint action of the entire "rad-
ical” youth end because it offers us & chance to expose the leadership of both
the Stalinists and liberals in action and thus win over a section of thelr men-
bership by showing that only revolutionary socialists can struggle consistently

for these demands.

The YSL's Pregent Drafi Perspectives Regolution

The present draft resolution of the right wing on tasks and perspectives
contains within it the line on united fronts adopted at the last plenum. This
confused section, which in no way atiempis to grope with the mistaken position
of the YSL in the past or shows one inkling of an understanding of what precise-
ly a united front is, has only ons sentence which contains political meaning:
",.. all units, fractions and members at large must discuss with the 7.0. all
questions of their activity in respect to Stalinisi youth organizations.” This
meens concretely that the YSL has no policy and has decided in lieu of a pol-
icy to let the YAG decide in esch case. The resi of the section is a hodge
podge of irrelevant and ridiculous mstters such as whether or not we call the
Stalinist youth "comrades”; how our attiiude should be dependent on the par-
ticular tendency the group is part of inside the OP; how "we should try to
raise the political criteria of opposition to totelitarianism and dictatorsidp
everywhere? (this is a suggesiion that we Munite” with the Stalinisis on only
those quesiions which disunits us — in other words we oppose the united
front); and it ccntains the wollowing gem: "At the same time we do not have
a policy ol excluding Stalinist organizstions from United Front activities nor
are we in fzvor of including these groups under all circumstances” (i.e. we

do not have a policy.)

The utter inadility of the right wing even o understand what a united
front means is shown in the section of the resolution dealing with the AYS. 1%
states: "While we are not against participating with the a¥5 in Jjoint activ-
ity, it should only be cn the dasis of firm political agreemsni. in no case
should our third camp politics de suborainated to vague and misleadlng Cannon—

ite formulations.?”

An insight into the mentality of the right wing can be gained by compor-
ing this section with the section on SDii "We suould attempt to ccrperabs
with libera) studants waerever possible end $o drew them into joint activities
on mary pclitical issues —- civil liberties, civil rizr*s, ete." I staicnent
here *hat Pour third camp politics should not be subcrdinatel to vague and mis-
leadirg liberslistic pro~imperialistic fornulaticns.” (By the way, while the
resoluvtion takes an exiremely "hostile! atiitude towards the 4¥S it calls for
remaining "sn frisndly terms with" SIID.) This dral siandard of eoftness tow-
ards the litzrezls and exztreme hardness toward tas Stalinists, and even worse,
towarc. feilow revoluticiary socialists like the oS, pervades everything the
right wing writes or says. This tells us more about ihe direction of the dev~
elopucnt of the right wing than & million theoretlcal formulailons.

However this statement shows no understanding of the united froni. in the
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first place, in all united fronts with anybody one keeps one's organizational
independence and politics. One unites not on what we Gisagree about (third
camp politics) but on vhat we are in agreement on: civil liderties, civil
rights, the Hungarian revolution, and the like. Thus we keep our politics
crysiel clear and assume no responsibility for the politics of the other partic-
ipants in the united front actionms, bub at the seme time we do not ask thatl

our specific politics be the busis upon which the united front is formed. To
hold this view is not only to be sectarian bub in reality to be opposed to the

united front.

1 repéat: The united front is a method of joint action of those who
disagree on fundamental questions and has nothing to do with political collab-
oration or organic unity of one sort or another.

W 1 sition on the United Front

In reality the right wing is opposed %o a united front with the Stalinists
and uninterested in & united front with fellow revolutionary socialists. 4s 1
pointed out in a previous article (LWB Vol. 1 Mo. 2) the ITew York ¥SL, which is
under the domination of the right wing, opposed a united front on the Algerian
question. They specifically wished {0 exclude the CP from such a venture.
Their reasoning was that the CP was in reality the enemy of the Algerian work-
ers and had acted as such in the past.

This is absolutely true, and this is exactly why ve prdpose a2 united front
to them now when they state (demagogically to De sure) that they defend the

Algerian people.

Here we have a classic example of the best type of united front. Vie take
the CP ot face value and demand that they join with us in a protest on Alzeria
in defense of the Trotskyists and others who are today being Jjailed by Mollet.
If the CP accepts it is put into conflict with its tacit support of Mollet, and
if it turns it down we have discredited it in the eyes of its own members znd
have raised ourselves in their estimation.

However the right wing turned down this golden opportunity to test the
Stalinists (and also to test, by the way, the social-democratic friemds of the
right wing) and in fact has done MOTHIMG of any nature on the Algerian guestion
despite profuse assurances to the contrary.

Another example of the right wing's attituce is their reaction to my pro-
posal that we go into a joint Hay Day celebratlon with the Stalinists and
others that wounld protest various things which we were in agreement on. We
would have been given complete freedom of speech and could have addressed an
audience of over 1,000. In turning down this excellent opportunity to speak
$0 Stalinists and participate in a united front of all radicals on May Day the
right wing got very indignant about standing on the same platform with the
Stalinist butchers on May Day. (This «id not prevent them from singing the
International with the social democrats, also known for their butchery of rev-
olutionaries.) No doubt given certain circumstances the Stalinists would
shoot us again, but as Trotsky remarked in 1940 to a similar point: "es, I
know they sometimes shoot us.” (This was shorily after the May 24, 1940
machine gun attack on him.) He said, "Do you think Lewis or Green wouldn't
shoot at you? It is only a difference of circumstances.” (Socialist Appeal,
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Octoder 19, 1940). As Trotsky has sald on a number of occasions, to treat the
question on this level is "to put 1t on the plane of spurlous sentimentality."

(Tne Only Road, p. 59.)

Trotsky went on to say! Mfe can't let antipathies or our moral feelings
sway us. ZEven the assallants on Trotsky's house had great courage. I think
we can hope to win these workers who began as a crystallization of October. We
pee them negatively: how to break through this obstacle. We must set the dase
against the top., The Moscow gang we conslder to be gangsters, bub the rank and
file don't feel themselves to be gangsiters, but revolutionaries. They have been
terridly poisoned. If we show we understand, that we have a common lanzuage,
we can turn them against their leaders.” {Stenographic draft of the Jure, 1940
discussions with Trotsky on the Stalinists.)

The Task Before Us

The task we in the YSL have to face is similar to the one outlined in 1940
by Trotsky. We must reach the membership of the Stalinisis —- 40 set the base
against the top.” There is only one way to do this, and that 1s the aggressive
use of the united front technique. Such a technigue not only will help advance
the immediate tasks of the working class, but will lead o the desiruction of
the Stzlinist movement and the winning over of a significant section of it to
revolutionary socialism.

To stand aside from this task as $he right wing does in order to remain
"sure' in the eyes of the bourgeoisie and its representatives in the socialist
movement, is to siep aside from the strugzle in & sectarian fashion. Such a
move is in my opinion Jjust &s disastrous within the framework of ths small
radical movement today and the tasks of revolutionaries within it as the CP's
ultra-leftist line was within the context of the epochal tasks of the German

working class in 1933.
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THE POLITICS OF Tyt
by Shane Mage

Under this title, I meant to present a final summation of the political
nature of the YSL Right Wing's proposal to liguidate the ¥SL and enter the
Sp..SDF Pas it stands today." However, in view of the I1SL draft resolution on
socialist electoral action vhich I have just seen, this is scarcely necessary.

In fact, even before this latest menifestation of the political dezenera-
tion of the "Independent Socialist Tendency," further ergument on the political
nature of their "unity" proposal would consititute belaboring the obvious. Ve
have slready, at great length, established the capitulatory nature of thelr
orientation to the SP-SDF. More significant, the leading theoretician and
writer for the "Independent Socialist Pendency” itself has fully confirmed our
political evaluation. More than three months ago, Comrade /Hzl/ Draper gave a
scientifically precise definition of the Right Wing's politics: Ngystematic
political adaptation to social democracy." By all rules of rational debate,
this definition must be admitted by all to be valid. Since Draper's article
appeared, not a single word has been written by anyone, in sither the ISL or
1SL, to dispute the accuracy of his definition. More ~- except for mutterings
about Draper having opposed the "Labor Party" slogen in 1938, the Right Wingers
are struck dumb when it comes to answering Draper ev¥en orally! As an example of
this, at the recent debate in M.Y.C. between Shachimen and Jurry/ Weiss, the
SWP spokesman gquoted at great length from Draper's indictment of Shachtmen's
policy. Yot only was Shachtman unable to present any answer to this, he wasn't
even able to toss it off with a witty comment — he was forced to ignore it

altogether!

Our differences with Comrade Draper are, of course, substantial and well
¥nown. But the hight Wingers cammot hope to escape from his analysis by
pointing to those differences. In fact, it is precisely becsuse Draper dis~
sgrees with us on basic political questions that the charge of Ysystematic
political adaptation to social democracy” has such crushing weight.

In the context of the "systematic political adaptation to social democracy’
of the ISL-YSL Right Wing, the ISL draft resolution on electoral action fits in
s the latest and most extreme swing toward social-democratic politics. The
IS5 resolution states, in essence, thai socialists should, as a matter of
principle, pot run cendidates against labor-backed capitalist politicians, and
that socialists should not urge workers to vote against these capitalist pol-
jticians. Thus the ISL lines up with the exireme hight Wing of the SP-~SLF
and against the SP left wing (just as it did, incidentally, on the issue of the
Muste forum). The meaning of the ISL position is "eutrality® in favor of the
Democrats (the ISL gpposes any socialist campaign, 1% opposes the non-labor-
backed ublican candicates, it carefully does not oppose the labor-backed
Democrat.) This is a position identical to that of the CP which very carefully
neither supported nor opposed Stevenson formally in the last election, but was
openly opposed to Eisenhower. 1t is now fairly evident why the ISL and the ¥SL
Right Wing had no criticisms of the CP's policy on smericen politics (see
H. W. Benson, The Commurist Party at the OCrossroads, “tew International Publish~
ing Co., Jenuary, 1957) - they were prepiring to gccept the essentials of that
policy! The ISL's position is but a short step away from the position of
Morman Thomas and the SP~-SuF hight VWing -- ppen support to the Democratic Party
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cahdidates, and that step can be easily taken. If the ISL recognizes no social-
ist principle compelling it to gppose capitalist candidates it can find no
principled reason preventing it from supportipnsz such candidates.

For our part, a principled class opposition to the capitalist political
machines is an inseparable part of the class struggle. There is no more funda-
mental_principle of Marxism. The difference between class-collaboration and
class struggle, above all in politics, is the difference between social democ-
racy and all shades of authentic soclalism, The ISL resolution would place it
firmly on the social-democratic side of that line., That is the political nature
of the proposal to liguidate the ¥SL -~ it can no longer be hidden by demagogy
about an "all-inclusive party” with "10,000 to 50,000 members.” The choice
betueen the Right and Left wings is simply this: for or against "systematic
political adaptation to social democracy™!
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GLOSSARY

AYS —~ American Youth for Socialism, the Wew York City youth group of the Soc-
jalist Workers Party at the time. It was dissolved in the fall of 1957 and
its members, together with the left wing of the YSL and a number of indepen-
dents, participated in the launching of the Young Socialist Alliance, the
Yew York supporter clud of the YOUNG SOCIALIST.

Challepze -~ The offlcial organ of the YSL which appeared &s & Dage in Izboxr
Action,

Cochranites —~- A group vhich split from the Sociallst Workers Party in 1953
and has published the American Socislist ever since.

CP -~ Communist Party.

Depiteh, Bogdan ~— & leader of the Young People's Socialist league when it
Yroke with the Socialist Party and merged. with the Socialist Youth League in
1954 to form the YSL. He was a "eft" supporter of the right wing.

Draper, Hal --— Editor of Labor Action and one of the f ounding members of the
Werkers Party. He was a left critic of Shachiman during this period though
he finally went along with the eniry into the SP-SIF.

Harrington, Mike =~ He, like Denitch, was in YPSL before it merged with the YSL.
"He was Netional Chairman of the YSL and the leading spokesman for the

right wing.

ISL = Independent Socialist League. This is the name taken by the Shachtmen
group since 1949. Previously it was kmown as the Workers Party which had
its origins in a split from the SWP in 1940, The ISL, which was fraternally
related to the YSL, finally dissolved into the SP-SDF in the fall of 1958.

Labor Action =~ Official organ of the IsL.

IWB ~- Lefi-Wing Bulletin, the discussion bulletin published by the left wing
of the ISL. :

LWC ~ Left-Wing Caucus, the official name of the left wing of the YSL.

McReynolds, David —- One of the leaders of the left wing of the SP-SDYF.

Martin, Max -- Vational Secrelary of the YSL who was known as the unofficial
_spokesman for Shachtman within the YSL and therefore a leader of the right

wing.
Militant -~ The paper which represents the views of the Socialist Workers Party.

MAC — llational Action Committee, the leading body of the YSL resident in New
York. 1t was a subcommittee of tle 1EC.

NEC -- National Executive Commitiee. This was the highest body in the ISL
between conventions. It met occasionally in plenary session.
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Oehlerite =~ The Oshlerite grouping droke with the Trotskyist movement in the
1930's because of opposition to the entry of the Irotskyists into the Spcial~
ist Party. It soon Decame an isolated ultra-leftist sect that finally

di sappeared.

PC ~ Political Committes. This was the body in the ISL comparable to the NAC
in the ¥SL. :

RBavlinzs, George --— A member of the NAC of the YSL who on some questions agreed
with Denitch.

SDA -~ Students for Democratic Action, the youth affiliate of the liberal
Anericans for Democratic Action.

Shachtman, Mgx = One of the founders of the American Trotskyist movement, he
broke with Trotsky over the hussian guestion in 1940. He then founded the
Workers Paxrty.

SLID ~- Student Lesgue for Industrial Democracy., This is a largely defunct
youth affiliate of the exireme right wing social-democratic League for
Industrial Democracy (LID).

\

SLP ~- Socialist Labor Party. This group has a reputation as a sectarian org-
enization because of its refusal to espouse any "reforms" or to suppori the
labor movement.

Socinlist Call -~ Official organ of the SP-SIF.

Socizlist Youth Leasue (SYL) —- Phe youth group of the Workers Party emd the ISL

until its merger with the YPSL to form the ¥SL,

SP_SDF = Socialist Party-Social Democratic Federation. This is the American
section of the Second International, right wing international socialist
movenent,

SWP -~ Socialist Workers Party. The American Trotskyist organization.
Daylor, Ssm ~- & member of the NAC of the ¥SL and a leader of the right wing.

Weigs, Murry ~— A& leading member of the SWP,





