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EDITORIALS
I, IHE FUTURS OF THEZ ¥SL

We would like to publicly welcome into our ronle tie meny com-
redes who have joined our ccucus since its foriction just o short
montih ¢-o0. Ve have printed sctotoments Iron come of them 1n thie
issue and ursze ell the comrades of the Left 'iaz to exXprees their
views through the LEFT-VILiG JULLZTIN, (Cee peges 5-C ). This is-
sue of the LWB is evidence of tho brocd neture of our csucus. Ver-
lous eonceptions of re-roupnment end differins estimetlione of the ISL
cnd the SUIP ore exprecsed. Ve Et:nd united on. the fundsnental ia-
E%eannppuEitinn to dliesolution of the movement ead entry into the
or=5DF,

e current lscue of the founr Soelolist Tlevicu contoine en art-
lele by Comrade lorrin-ton, lotionel Chairmen of the ¥Y5LL. In this
erticle he rcices sBome exirenelry serious cherzes. Ve refer our
Tead?E? to the answer of the Chicazo cormrodezs to Comrade llorrington

13. -

For our pert we wica to noke one thin- esbsolutelyr clecr: none
of ue in the Left-Tinc Caucus anve ony iatentlon of eplittin~ the
Y.L or aubverti:' it in enr weyr. We conelder this ciar-e o the
nmart of Comrede Herrsiagton es utter ly irrcenonslble, conin- from a
lecder of our or'cnlzhp*aﬁ, gad GE“_mlﬁl" not one "at 1rill mrooote
e sane ecnd eomrcdelr disecuscion in our renks. It geene to ve tact
1te 2im is qulte the opwocite: 4o push o section of the Yol out of
the orgeanizetion.

Ve stond 1005 opnosed o eny eplit. In clnoct ever- unit of the
YLL across the countiry our conrades of the Left Tin- are workin- to

The LEFT-VING DULLETIY is publiched under the followin; section
of the ¥oL Constitution:
"4rticle seven, section four: Ilinoritr tendenciles or ccucuses may
publish thelr ovm materlcl for interncl cnd externsl distribution,
but they must mele clecr thet these pub1¢chu1aaz do not represcat
the viewrs of the orzenizetlon sz 2 vioke. All national
and loccl mimeorroph and meilin: fhciTities gnell be ooen to such
tendencies or coucuses for uce at cost.

All signed material in this aund all subsequent issues of the
LEFT-VIHG BULLETIY revresen® the views of the indivicducl suthor or
cuthore and » not necessorily the vieve of the Left-Wing Caucue
as ¢ whole., Stotemente or reeolutions thot "offieclally” represent
the views of the Caucus will bLe clearly lebelled zs such. Unsirned
material cnd Zditorisl Statements represent ithe views of the Edit-
oriel Dooard. In enr event it should e elecrly understood tact
nothin- published in the BULLETIL necessc Tily rearescnt* The offle-
izl wviewpoint of the Young Soeclclist Lecrue.

Lddrecs nll coizmnlectione to! YWohliorxth, 305 E. 21 of

= ~ ey

Lot York 10, d.3.



build the YOL.

In Tact the very recson for our bandinz torsether woe to prevent
tae move of the richt wing towards dissolutlon ond entry into the
oZ=uDF. e urce these comrades not to lecve the YoL. Iven if they
choosc to Jjoin the ol-5DF we celr thet ther continue their nenber-
shln In the ¥YoL and not split from it.

We hope thet in the future thie tyne of cacrre and this woy of
conducting & discussion will be abendoned by the richt ving. Ve on
our part vlll heve nothiing to do with it. In order to hel» restore
& comrecely atnosphere to tiie dlscueslon, we asl: Comrade Harrington
to publiely retroct his charces. This we concider his duty cs Hat-
loncl Chelrmen of the vhole ¥SL, including its left wing. e our-
Sclvee will do 211l in our power to preserve and sirencthean the YOL
end prevent cny sort of spnlit frou occurrins. You have i% fron us
1a vriting, comrodec, onad you ecia hold us to our vord.

II. WHAT UZ oAl BY "WIITY 70 o= LEFT"

In her article in the current YOR Comrade Debbie used our slogen
"Unity to the Left" to polke some rentle ridicule ob the Yol Left
Wing. e would be the laet 4o deny Debbie her fun, t the basic
ildec expresczed is o serious one, and should be talken gerlously.

Debbie aslks: "BDut unity to the left of vhom or what? To the
left of the YOLL?" o, comrade, we do not mean wiat you cssume, that
we simply wont to Joln the SU2. Ve are for socialist youth rerroun-
nent, meaning the recroupnent of sociclist youth on the basis of pro-
working eless, pro-soclolist politics. 1hat wve mecn vhen we call
this unity "to the left" is simply this: we wish to unite first of
all with those socialiste who, in the gnectrun of those with wvhorn
unity is concelvaeble, stend furthest to ihic left, "left" bein: de-
fined as »ro-working class, anti-cepitalist, enti-Steolinist. That
is the politicel besle on which ve seelz to regroup Americsn socisl-
ist youth: not on the basis of 2 herd and fast "revolutionarv" pro-
grom, not on the besis of accedtence of the suidonce of gay existing
socialist political orcenization, but in the independent, broad,
goeicliet youth orsenizction, the YLL.

We frankly end olenly orient to those youta vho ere in the droc-
ess of brecking with oStclinisn in the none of resl socizlisn, uho
are a3 opposed to tle pro=-coapitclist nolities of soeial demoecioc)y o8

ney are to the anti=democratic politice of otelinism. Ve believe
that it is possible to bulld o goecialist (note well, socialist, not
soclel-deioeratie) youtl movenent in Anerica today, and we Intend
1o bu%ld such e novenent. That iz vhat we nmecn by "inity to the
~eft,

III. FOQ AL 0PI AND 2UBLIC DISLCULLICN OF TiIT UNITY (UDSTION

Three recent cetione In the YoL could place serious linitotions
on the pcasibility of conducting on open and pnublic dlscussion of



the unity cuestion.

First, the TiC recently received o request, approved unaninously

Dy the Serkeley Uﬂit thaat the pazes of Chellense be onen to articles
opposias the NI unlty proposcl, L1l the econre de’ ravorin~ this

unity on the JAC voted crcinet this reguest cnd 2hue berred Chellenre
to the ninoriiy. 4Lleo by g0 cola- ther rent a“uijsu e ruling of
& il7.el Dodr, uie iIC, vhiel posced o mbdtion in Centenber to cllou

the ninoritr cccess to Cholleon-e.

sSut noet lmportoat of cll, thece corwades vwent oncined tho heele
traditio; of our novement which cclle for onn onen end mblic discus-
sion of the differcaces cnoncet uc., It hios been the hobit in the
peet to ellow discucclone to tole »leece in Chollen~e: nov wthen oo
all-iumoritcat cuesiion is reoised, Involvia; tlie dissolution of our
movenent, theso conradec deniled the ninorit- occeece to Challeci-e.

Following thic IILC neetin- Coirrode ohlforth & ‘nt ¢ rotect to
ell the units of the ¥SL, He ond other comrades of + dlﬂﬂ:lt“
viaen brougiat up the iseue ot the recent .2, ViL aua'-c mectiag
vaere the JAC mejorit: »nersisted in defendinrs ite aacis;on to bor

Chcllenre to the minoritr. In epite of the fcet tliet one Pro-Lr-LDF
uniity comrode puolicl; de¢anged the minorit;'y ri-ht to cecess to
Chellenre e, tue .o York Unit turmed dowm o motion caling the LAC to
reverse lte declsion.

In tlic meontime severcl Hrotects erc sent to the NO Trom other
unite and at the next NAC neetin- the ne joritr reversed iiseli and
opened Chellenre to the ninorluvfa vieve in & linited wey. Ve on-
plaud this atep of tho ILC me ori*y rnd nope thict 1t will lecd to
esteblishins en open ond public debote thot willl be foir to 2ll in
the YoL cnd will remove fron the discuzcion any contentlon on thile
issue.

Ve hope thct with the renercl coasiderction thot the discussion
Mgt be conducted »Hrinaril:r in the YLR oad in the LYUB, the edito:rs
of Chcllenre will %tole o soae ttt tuce tovcrds prinu;:i future dis-

ucclon orticles cad letters. Ve of the ninoriir of course do not
voat in aany vey to inhiblt tie normal functionins of Chcllen~e ond
we feel that this notier coen be vorled out without resorting to o

Ee;ies of detciled notione on the nunber of inches of Epeee Lo he
clvel to vhon eand wvaen,

Secondly, also in cnguver to the requect of the entire Derlkelev
Uni{, the DLC hoe refuscd to »rins o uen“hl in Chollen~e of the
statenent made in Lebor Letion thct th:e Yol sunrorits unitr wiith th
os-0DF.  The Berkeler coiwcdes ginzlr recuestod thaot on thie Jks;c
cuestion =- until suelr tine ~z the menberchin itcelf epeclis -=- this
poeition be referred o co the "droft" op “‘enurtlve nosition of the
LoL. Thue they were ccliin® only for the ecne ri-uts civen in tae
racent debete in tho CZ.

In orcer not to prejudice thie discussion cad not to cive o feolse
iadression to the mublie we of tlie Left-Uing Coucus osk thcs in the
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future the positlon tdonrted by the I12C be lohelled so cs to ncle it
clecr thot the iscue hos not Tel been deelded br the nenbercain.
Thiz seens %o uc to be o ver:r modeet »romocal cnd ian ell foirness

ok

we urce tie conrddes virousaout tie gountir o support us oa vais.

Thirdl:-, we note with re-ret thot tae Jev Tork Zxee ace refused
to allow Comrcocde oallorth to Zive one closc ovt of Tour even taourh
thie three other cleosses vwere ~iven Dy necjoriiy sudrorters cid two
of then were cetuclly usged to attcelk the ninorit-. Lt one ol then
Comrcde pacchtiicn of the Iol 8molle tnd mublicly attocled tiwe leflt-
ring neibers of thc YoL, 7fe consider thls ca wnficterncl cet on the
pert of the IuL ond feel thot 1t coiounts to Interference in tc in-
terncl politiecl life of our orgonizetion, e hone it will not
hannen a-ein.

Fe !

e hope thot anple onportunity will be given for the ninoritr
to nreceat ite vieve in debeotes ond ot publie forums. [Llso e hove
tilt no noves will be node to limit the functionins in toe orsoniza-
tion of menbers of tiec minoriir.

We urce the Jor York comrades to reconsicder tielr cetions. ocnd
cllow menbere of the ninoritr to nertleipote in the education of the
unit. Sueh on arodroceh will strencthen the unity of the YLL and
will lead to cn otnoshaere conduclve for the coatinuction of the
discuaosion.

o T | &

We !mov that the mormbers of the I.L cre dedicated to the brin-
cinlee of interacl demoerger . ond thot fuer will support uc on tiese
oronoccls, (For the communiodtion of Comrade
— 5 Wohlforth regarding the Challenge matter see p. 55.)

00 O o oo o e o o 6 e O o o

FROM OUT OF IHE PAST WHICH SOME FORGET SO EASILY

It seems, moreover, that our "approach" is wrong becauses... it leads to spll ts
prior to the revolution. It would have been better if our theorist(Editor of
the Socialist Call-—ed) of "trotskyism—equals-Stalinism" had remembered the pro-
verb that it is imprudent to speak of a rope in the house of the hanged. Is it
not a fact that before the unmentionable virus of "Trotskyism" entered the body
of the S.P., that Party passed through three splits, carried out in such a
demoralizing way that they resulted neither in mumerical growth or casolidation,
nor in politiecal clarification? And 1s it not also a fact that the Centrists iﬁ
the Socialist Party, who have had but one audibdle war-cry—~"Unity at all costsi’-
bave followed a policy which has left only a broken shell of the old Socialist

Party?

~~Fpom the introduction . To Leon Trotsky's Stal-
inism and Bolghevism written by Max Shachtman
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YSL LEFT=-WING DECLARATION

The Natlonal Executive Committee has adopted a resolution cal-
ling for unity with the Socialist Party-Social Democratic Federa-
tion. This action calls into question the continued existence of
the YSL as an independent organization of revolutionary socilalist
‘3‘01.1 th.,

The NEC resolution states that 1t is for unity on the basis of
the present poliltical program of the SP-SDF. This program is re-
actionary and anti-socialist. In world politics the SP-SDF supports
U.S5. 1mperialism and 1ts basic policles. In American politics the
SP=-8DF supports the labor bureaucracy and its alliance with the
Democratic Party.

Genuine democratic soclalism has nothing in common with these
policies. On the contrary, the soclalist movement can be built
only by political struggle against the class-collaborationist and
pro-imperialist politics of the social democracy.

If the YSL unites with the SP-SDF i1t will be abandoning this
struggle -- as 1s ‘already shown by the refusal of the YSL national
leadership to ceriticize the SP-SDF in public, and by the refusal of
this national leadership to attempt to recruit members from the
SP-8DF into our organization.

We are members of the YSL because we want to assist in the
formation of a revolutionary democratic socialist youth movement in
the U.S5. We are not sectarians. ™e are willing to unite with all
soclalist-minded youth on the basis of the minimum program of gen-
uine socialism: 1independent political action of the working class
and the oppressed peoples here and everywhere throughout the world,
agalnet both Stalinist and capitalist oppressors.

We consider that the basic question posed by the proposal for
tnlty with the SP-SDF 1s: either to build the YSL on a soclalist
00litical basis or to liguidate the YSL in 1its present form on the
oasls of the anti-socialist politics of the SP-SDF.

We belleve that this 1is a question of such vital importance
that 1t 1s our duty to form a caucus in order to present our views
to the members of the League and to save the socialist youth movc-
ment frcm the politlcal disaster of the YSL liquidating itself in-

We call on all members of the YSL who remain committed to
hullding a real svcisallst youth movement here, in America, and now,
in 1257, to join with us in this undertaking.
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LEFT VING CAUCUS NOW HAS 25 MEMBERSE
10 JOINED IN ONE MONTH}

We wish to weloome into our caucus the ten new signers of the Declar-
ation who are listed below along with the other members of the caucuss ile
feel that this response is indicative of the desire of a large seotion of
the YSL to oontinue to build the YSL. These comrades have faith both in

their own organization and in the future of a militant socialist youth
movement in this country.

We urge all other comrades of the YSL who are considering joining the
caucus to send their names in right away in order to make the next issue of
the BULLETINe Those who are interested in the basis upon which our caucus
is formed are referred to the "YSL Left-Wing Declaration" reprinted in this
issue. (See page 6).

== The Editors

SIGNERS OF THE LEFT-WING DECLARATION

New York Unit:

Tim Wohlforth, NAC, NEC, former member New York Zxec.

Frank MoGowan, Minority Representative on New York Exec.
Columbia Fraction

Danny Freeman, Columbia Fraction

Bhﬂlf!’ﬂ" G,

Martha \lohlforth, former member lNew York Exeo.

Chiocago Unit:

Seott Arden, NGEC Alternate, former YSL National Seoretary
John \iorth

Margaret Collins

Dayton Area Unit:

Shane Mage, INEC

Judy Mage, NEC Alternate
Herschel Kaminsky

John Le

(Continued on Following Page)
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Berkeley Young Socialist Club, YSL:

James M. Robertson, Chairman, former NEC member
Roger Plumb

Dave Carleton

Stan Larssen

A. Thorstein

Jerry Friedman

B, Gibetsky

Marion Syrek, Jr.*

Gorard Abel*+

At Larga:

Paula Bram
Harold Brom=s*

* "After reading the YSL Left=-iiing Declaration and the first LEFT WING
BULLETIN, end especially after Comrade Shachtmai's recent visit to this
area, I find that I am in full agreement with the Left-iiing position
and wish to join the Left-uLing Caucus, and therefore wish to be recorded
as a signer of the Left-iing Declaration." == Marion Syrek, Jre, March
12, 1957.

*# "Aftor listening to Comrade Shachtman speak this evening on 'Socialist
Regroupment', I wish to declarc my support to the YSL Left-.ing Cauous

and be recorded as a signer of the Left-liing Declaration." == Gerard 4bsl,
March 8, 1957

**% For statement of Paula Bram and Harold Bram sse page 9.

JOIN THE LEFT WING CAUCUS!i}

BUILD THE YSLi}
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* EDITORIAL NOTE: The following letter is a statement of grounds
for joining the Left-Wing Caucus.

Feb, 27, 1957
Dear Tim,

We must admit to considerable vascillation while reading the
left-wing bulletin, particularly on the idea of "winning over the
SP-SDF left wing." Such a struggle does not enhance or bring clos-
er the prospect of unity any more than would an appeal of theirs to
us to leave the YSL and join their organization. It is this pro-
posal along with the "unite against unity" appeal of the declara-
tion which prompted my last letter to you in which I stated that
"I do noct feel that unity with the SP-SDF 1s capitulation to capit-
alism or eclass-collaborationist". That is, I qualified it by say-
ing if the left wing of the SP-SDF together with the YSL and ISL
formed a strong left-wing caucus within the united organization,
publishing a minority organ (of whatever name), and have due rep-
resentation and voice as a minority and looking toward the day
when this left wing might speak as a majority.

This is the kind of unity we want. 'Ye want it with the SP-SDF,
with the Dissent group, with the Cochranites, with the stalinoids,
stalinos, socialoids and soclalos. However, after reading a report
of the Shachtman-Haskell debate, we begin to see that this is pre-
cisely the kind of unity we are not about to get under the leader-
ship of Shachtman, Martin, l, And, we do not propose abandon-
ing the YSL to the Martins (if they want to join the SP-SDF, by all
means let them do so.) We do propose broadening the left-wing
caucus to include those of us who want unity with, rather than mem-
berghip in, the SP-SDF, as one step in a broad socialist regroup-
ment,

We repeat our previous letter: the function of the left wing
of the SP-SDF, the ISL, YSL, etc., in such a unified organization
is the formation of a strong left-wing caucus within that unified
organization with: 1) The right to publish an organ for the ex-
pression of its view, 2) representation on the NEC, 3) the right to
express its view outside of the organization as long as it is clear
that t{his view is a minority view, and 4) the right to discuss withy
and influence, others, looking toward the time when it might con-
ceivably become a majority. It is because we look forward to this
kind of unity and growth in the socialist movement rather than the

dissolution of the movement, that we both add our names to the
Left-Wing Declaration.

Paula and Harold Bram

(Tim, include this letter in the next LWB). As soon as we get

straightened out financially, we will do what we can to help meet
the costs,
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W GN | TION
By Danny Freeman

I would first like to state clearly and unequivocally my
belief in the politics and perspectives of the ¥YSL. This
means that I wish to continue to bulld the ¥YSL on the basis
of its existence (as stated in the Declaration) as an "ind=
ependent organization of revolutionary youth." The future
of the YSL as a serious political organization can be maintained
only on the political basis of genuine democratic socialist prin-
ciples which as stated in the Declaration can hardly be called
sectarian: "Independent political action of the working class
and the oppressed peoples here and everywhere throughout the
world against both Stalinist and capitalist oppressors," This
political tradition is clearly and emphatically expressed in
the Resolution on War, adopted three years ago by the founding
convention of the YSL (YSR Vol. 1, No. 1, May, 1954). Parts of
this document are particularly worth quoting:

"The YSL is an internationalist third camp, anti-war
socialist organization, It 1ldentifies with the revolution-
ary antli-war traditions of socialism =- that is, with
those socialists who, remaining true to their traditions
and class interests, opposed the two imperialist wars,

"It is however meaningless to express opposition to
war without at the same time opposing and organizing against
the system which breeds war. The struggle against war
therefore goes hand in hand with the struggle against

capitalism and Stalinism, and exploitative sociel systems
in general.

"The first duty of the socialists living under Stalin-
ist domination is to oppose the war preparations of their
ruling class; our first job is to oppose the war preparations
of our ruling class.,

"We raise the internationalist slogan: AGAINST BOTH
IMPLRIALIST CALPS!

"To raise the slogan of 'critical support'! or to talk
of soft pedalling the class struggle toward either of the
imperialist camps is to capitulate to the polities of that
camp, since it is the ruling classes of the two camps who
will determine the basis and the condition under which
such a war could be fought.

"Socialists who today give support to the war prep=-
arations of either of the two camps == or to the political,
economic and ideological preparations for such a war ==
are betreying socialism.



"To fight effectively against such a war we must
redouble our efforts to make the working class conscious
of its interests, since only the intervention of the
working class and the colonial peoples on the political
scene as an independent factor can stave off the Third
World War.

"QUR IMVEDIATE ENEMY IS OUR OWN RULING CLASS!

"AGAINST BOTH IMPERIALIST CAMPs; FOR THE THIRD
CAMP OF THE WORKERS AND OPPRESSED COLONIAL PEOPLES."

Tn1S document expresses the basic revolutionary third camp
polities on which our organization is founded.

Regardless of the question of the imminence of another (and
final) imperialist war (there does exist some possibility in
the near future of a Korea-type police action) the world site
uation of 1954 continues: two counter-revolutionary imperialist
blocs compete against each other for world domination, willing
to cooperate ("peaceful coexistence") if threatened by their
main enemy, the working class and the colonial people through-
out the world, Ve are in the “epoch of imperialist decay" in
which the Stalinist bureaucracy feeds on the class conflicts
engendered by capitalist society, in order to maintain and
furhter its privileged position as a bureaucratic class.
Nothing has changed since 1954 to al ter our characterization
of this period or our revolutionary third camp position which
follows from it.

The Left=VWing Caucus declares that it is apprehensive that
the present "unity" perspective of the majority comrades involves
a subordination of the political principles of the YSL in order
to enter the SP-SDF, on a "noneprogrammatic" basis. The caucus
as a whole, including myself, is said to be a sectarian and
Cannonite tendency. This abuse we receive for opposing an
entry into the SP=SDF (not a unity based on our political
principles) -- the SP-SDF which is, next to the SLP, most
sectarian tendency calling itself "socialist" and which,
while calling for "eritical" support of "our" imperialist
government, actually supports the concrete programs on which
Lmerican imperialism rests.

Comrade Shachtman was obviously correct when he said in a
New York speech before the YSL that you can't unit with the SP=-
SDF on a political basis. Comrade Draper was correct when he
stated at an ISL forum that after all, Shachtman is not proposing
"unity". After all, unity of political organizations can only
be on a programmatic basis. Ve can "enter" the SP-SDF (perhaps)
but we can't merge or unite with it because the majority of its
members =- and especially the leadership -- is opposed to our
Third Camp program,

The position that we desire regroupment with the SP=-SDF,
but on some sort of meaningful political basis, does not seem
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tenable. The holders of this position are in a contradictory
position, since practically speaking, the only way to "regroup"
with the SP-SDF is without discussing program; and this tendency
is, I believe rightly so, opposed to this course. As for my-
self, I em willing to unite with the SP-SDF, not when it has
adopted my complete political program and theoretical oriente
ation, but when it ceases to allow support to capitdist
electoral candidates, when it opposes the Marshall Plan

and other programs o% that sort which attempt to defend the
“"free world," when it opposes the French SP and ceases to
consider Mollet a comrade (just as we do not consider Foster

a comrade), when it generally renounces its support of the State
Department, Then and only then am I willing to unite, without
considering the SP-SDF's stand on the Russian revnlution or

its present incapability of working in the labor movement in
opposition to the labor bureaucracy. Under these conditions

we could be sure that there was some political basis for uni%y,
even if we were not sure whether the move as a tactic would re-
invigorate the socialist movement and help bring about a labor
party. I myself and all the YSL comrades, to the extent of my
knowledge, consider the labor party to be the most possible
development of the working class in the near future.

I do not believe that the formation of a labor party means
that a revolutionary tendency or force (which will function in
the labor party if it is formed) is any alternative. Rather
the development of this force as a force supporting the ind-
ependent action of the international working class against
the opponents, capitalist and Stalinist, of the working class,
1s as imper:tive now as it will be once a labor party is formed,

I said before that the proposed "unity" with the SP=-SDF
is not considered to be programmatic. Since it cannot be
programmatic. GSince it cannot be programmatic, and cannot
be a unity, it would have to involve an entry which is not
based on any political agreement, but the political meaning
of which is a programmatic and organizational victory for the
current politics of the SP=-SDF. These politics, objectively,
despite socialist labels and declarations, support the /imerican
ruling class and its imperialist politics and despite itself,
strengthen the Stalinist bureaucracy (however indirectly).
Our first consideration must remain:

"OUR IMMEDIATE ENEMY IS OUR OWN RULING CLASS!

"AGAINST BOTH IMPERIALIST CAMPS, FOR THE THIRD CA{P OF
THE WORKERS AND OPPRESSED COLONIAL PEOPLES,"



AN OPEN LETTSR TO MIKS HARRINGTON

Maroh L, 1957
Dear Comrades

Your artiole "On the 'Left-ijing' in the YSL" raises the most serious
possible charges against the Left-iiing Cauous of the YSL, and two of its
leading organizers.* Your first paragraph states that "iith the formation
of the 'Left Wing Cauous', the YSL is confronted with an organized, seot-
arian tendenoys But more than that, the polities of this grouping are not
those of an ordinary loyal faction: rather, thoy lead in the direction of
o split toward the Camnonites." (¥SR, Vol. 3, No. L4, pe 2)« The cauous

reprosonts the tendency toward a split and amalgemation with the
Cannonites." (Iden.)

The artiole is studded with similaer referencos. "The scotarians are,
on every praotical point, for a narrow, tight Si/P=oriented socialist re-
groupments" (Ibide, pe 7)e "The loading comrades of the scotarian tendency
have Cannonite polities on almost every mejor political questions" (Idem)e
"The sectarians are without perspoctivo = except that of building a seotare
lan movement with tho SWP; as a result, their politiocs lead toward a

split." (Idem).

You disouss the 'theory' upon which the politios of the caucus are
based in the same terms. "The comrades of the 'left-liing' bulletin," you
Write == reflerring spooifiocally to a signed artiocle by Comrado Shane,

"havo see put forth as their fundamantaﬁ corcaption** a set of views on
tho application of the theory of 'combined and unoven developmerte'" (Ibide,
Pe 2)3 "ees those comrades not only assort their 'laws' and attoempt to
imposc thom upon reality, ees thoy Herive tho tactios of the moveoment from
thom as wolle" (Ibide, pe 3); "sinoo Comrade Shanc, and tho 'left-wing',"
do not hold a position "of reaching the Amorican working olass"; " thoy

want to form a tight organization"; "thnz disdain laying out a porspoc=
tivos" (pe 6), ctos

You oitec abvolutely no source for your charactorization of tho Loft-
Wing Caucus cxcopt your own undooumerted opinion (on "Cannonito", "split",
"not" a "loyal faction", ctos, and throe paragraphs out of the signod
article by Comrade Shanc on "Lossons of tho Rocent NEC Mooting."

Now Mike, is it ncoessary for you to be dishonost? The Editorial
Statoment of tho LEFT WING BULLETIN (Vole 1, Nos 1, pe 2) oloarly statos:
"The matorial in this issuc and in all subsoquent issucs represonts the
vicws of the Loft-iiing Caucus if it is merked as an oditoricl statomonts
Otherwisc it roproscnts tho viow of _the author."

* 1t should bo olcarly understood that in this lottor wo tako no position
on theorctical quostions, but deal cxoclusively with tho question of the
programnatic basc of tho tondonoy, ard your analysis of it.

** Emphasis ours, horc ard in suceceding portions, unloss othorwisc
spooificda.
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You pointedly ignore the "YSL Left=uing Declaration", although you
oannot possibly bo unawarc that it is thc only statoment of polioy of tho
ooucus as a wholec which appeoars in tho Bullotin. Tho cauous, acting deme-
ooratically, will undoubtedly adopt furthor "official" points of viow, and
thosc will ccrtainly be proscnted to the YSL as a whole. In the moantimo,
howover, ploasc don't troublec yoursclf to formulate our views == or if you
do, don't prosent your formulations as our viows. T

The somo applics to our "loadors." Vo rosecrve the right to clcet our
own leadors and spokosmor, ard oonsider it an outragoous prosumption for
you to appoint the m for us == as you blardly oxpound "dogma" throughout
your artiocle,

Miko, tho soolalist movomont has suffored long onough from the scetar=
ian vioces of slandor and dishonestye. You know damn well that if the cauous
inoludos (and you haven't ostablished it, by any means) individuals moving
in the dirootion of the "Dogeneratc Workors' Stato" theory, it certainly
inoludes momhors with such divorgont viows as "Stato Copitalism” or
"Burcaucrotic Collcotivism,"

You further know (if from no othor sourcc than tho rcports Conrade
Dobbic olaims she hos mado) that not one mombor of the eaucus in Chicapgo is
"sympathotic" to the SWP, in tho mannor that you represent.

Dospite tho faet that you know thosc things, no roader of your article
oould bo awarc of the faots of the cascs Porhaps, from your factional
point of view, you cousider it desirable to "forgot" facts which mako your
position cmbarrassing. And it eorteinly ﬁould‘EE_“uunvanient“ for you to
tic the Rod Herring == SWPism == around the neck of the caucus, in place of
dealing with its political vicws as thecso arc actually oxprossed. (Or is
'recalism' too 'real', when it comes to hatohot-work?) You will forgive us
if wo brand your taotios as thoy aro =~ slanderous and dishonestl

Conoluding, wo domard that you producc dooumertation for overy charge,
or issuo an immediato public rotraoction.

John Worth

Soott Arden

Margaret Collins
Chieago

(In addition to national oiroulation of tho contents of this lottor in its
prosont form, the lotter will be published, in reply to Harrington, in
both the LEFT WENG BULLETIN and YSR, in thc immodiatcly succceding issuoss)
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THE DISCUSSION OF TFE CRISIS OF STALINISM
AT THE h

B¥ Shane Mage

The current crisis of the American CP and the attitude
of the ¥SL in relation to it was discussed by the plenum under
two distincet aspects-the question of whether and under vhat
conditions the YSL should form United Fronts with Stalinist
youth groups,and the question of what attitude the YSL should
take toward the current factional division in the American
Communist Party.

The first thing that we should recognize concerning this
point is that the YSL Right Wing has made very considerable
progress toward understanding the question of united fronts
with Stalinists since the last convention and since the NEC
plenum last September,

At the Convention, the basic line of the Right wing was
one of violent opposition to the concept of united fronts
between the Y8L and Stalinist youth. Their stand on this was
expressed in paragrapvh 13 of the "Tasks and Orientation" resé-
lution (YSR, Vol.2, no.4,p.6) as follows: "We do not call
for united fronts with the LYL or Stalinist-controlled or-
ganizations. Rather we seek to 1isolate them politically
and organizationally."

Then, I and a few others argued that this was a terrible
political mistake~ that the nature of the Stalinist youth had
changed enormously in the previous two years. !l argued that
they had virtually abandoned their virulent hostility toward
independent revolutionary socialist youth, that thay had
attracted many sincere radical youth on a minimum program of
peace and civil liberties, and that these youth were as yet
relatively little corrupted by the Stalinist slanders against
Trotskyism. 'le contended that the total effect of this opp-
osition to untied fronts would be, not to isolate the Stali =
nists (theg wvere already quite well isolated, thanks to the
witch hunt) .but to isolate gurselves . from the 5Stalinist
youth, and to confirm, in their eyes, the Stalinist image of
the ¥YSL as a group mainly devoted to destroying and disrupte
ing united activities by red-baiting attacks upon themselves.
We succeeded in getting an amendment added to the resolution
which stated that "It is not tactically excluded that local
YSL may wish tae call for a united front with either a stali=-
nist youth group (LYL,YPA) or a more limited stalinist front
group on occasion." Unfortunately, this modification of the
basic line of the ~ight "ing remained on paper. In fact, no-
vhere was it applied in practice.

Five months after the convention, the twentieth party
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congress of the CPSU took place. Then came the publication
of Krushev's "Secret" speech and the Pozman uprising. The
Stalinist movement, youth and adult alike, was completly dis-
oriented, the whole system of lies and slander which had im-
munized éPers from revolutionary socialist ideas lay in ruins,
questions of a fundamental and probing nature were being
raised in the open forum of the Daily 'orker.

By August, some inkling that something was changing in
the Stalinist movement had davmed on our Right-'/ingers., A
resolution adopted by the September NEC plenum on "Work in
the Stalinist Arena" attempted to deal with the CP crisis.
Alas, these comrades had yet to ralize that some change in
the YSL's attitude toward the Stalinist youth was now re-
quired. This resolution stated: "United Fronts: Qur pos-
ition here remains essentially the same. 'hat needs to be
added 1s a caution that the ability of the Stalinists to dis-
semble themselves and the softness of their current line gives
rise to illusions among liberal students about the possibility
of working with Stalinists. "Thus, as late as last September
the YSL Right Wing was talking in terms of hardening our
"Isolate tha Stalinists" line!

Againy Tim and I spoke out against this policy. e warned
that the YSL was throwing away the finest chance in years to
make real organizational gains from the stalinists. 'e urged
that the YSL adopt a large =-scale orientation toward the stal-
inist youth - to seek out joint discussions vherewer possible
and on all questions, to form united fronts vherever we could
get in contact with LYL or YPA tyoe groups, and to attempt to
get YSL members to work inside LYL. ‘e were answered with
ridicule and charges of pro-stalinism.

By January, the Right "ing had le.rned something-- it was
now no longer a matter of "our position remains essentially . .
the same."Instead, the nrevious position was categorically
repudiated: "' do not have a policy excluding Stalinist or-
ganizations from United Front activities..." True, we can-
not claim ' that this improvement in the Right '/ing's position
has come about in response to our correct arguments, It
was brought to pass by their own contact with harsh reality.
The fact is, that what we of the Left Wing have consistently
warned about has happened- the line of "Isolating the Stalin-
ists" has completely isolated us from the otalinists, so that
the YSL has been totally unable to win over new members from
the ranks of the LYL or YPA,

lhat more shocking evidence could there be than the report
of the WEw York units activities (keep in mind that this unit
is bigger than any three others in the YSL)? The reoorter
summed up the llew York units "'ork in the Stalinist Arena:
roughly thus: "We have tried té get in contact with the LYL.
have been unzble to find them," And indeed, how can these
comrades be expected to "find" the LYL in a process of
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disintegration when, while 1t was still relatively healthy, they
were unwilling (and perhaps also unable) to establish any contacts
with it of the sort that can only be formed by joint discussions,
joint actions, close personal and soclal relatlonships?

On Polltical Responsibllity

When a serious political tendency feels that 1t has to revise
its stand on an important issue it has two choices == it can either
admit openly that its previous position has been mistaken, and try
to understand the exact nature of this mistake in order to educate
itself and to avold similar errors in the future, or it can state
that its previous position was correct under the objective conditions
of the time, and show exactly what changes in that objective reality
have made a different tactical or strategic approach necessary, Ei=
ther approach may be justified -- what is indispensable is an honest
exposition, to the membership as well as to the leadership, of the
fact of a change as well as the reasons for it,

As we have seen, the YSL Right Wing has substantially changed
its positlon on United Fronts with Stalinists =~ to be sure, its new
position, as we will show, is far, far from adequate in the present
situation, But it has changed its line, and in the right direction,
Unfortunately, you can look in vain through the NEC resolution on

talinism to find any analysis of our previous line on United Fronts,
elther to justify it or to criticize it. Neither is there any exam-
inatlon of the practical results of that line, nor any reference to
any "Work in the Stalinist Arena" carried out in pursuance of the
resolution of the September NEC plenum, The NEC majority seems to
want to pretend to itself that it has not had to make any serious or
fundamental changes in its line, that its previous position had nothe
ing wrong with it]! When, during the plenum discussion on this sub-
ject, I discussed this change of line my words seemed to fall on deaf

ears == no answer, of any sort, was forthcoming from the Right Wing
comrades!

The explanatlon for this does not necessarily lie in a bureau=-
cratic self~defense mechanlsm, As I will snow; the right wing has
changed 1ts political position without at ail changing its basic
attitude on this Euestion and this creates a grave danger that the
new orientation will remain a purely literary one,

The fallure of the Right Wing to act in a politically responsible
fashion 1s sicwn even more clearly by the basic change it has intro-
duced in its attitude towards the pature of American Stalinism. Only
last September, the NEC resolution stated that "It goes without say=-
ing that we consider both the CP and LYL rently incapable of be-
coming 'soclalist! organizations.™ (ital. mine.

In January, this is what the same Right-Wing NEC majority had
to say about the Gates groupy; a faction with a real chance (according
to the Right Wingers) to galn the majority of the CP: "The Gates ter:-
dency stlll has a long distance to travel before it has broken with
all of 1ts Stalinist politics, and democratic socialists 5hgu%1

preclude such g lreak and a democratic gocialist development.' (ﬁﬁl'
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mine)e Thus sumething that, in September the CP majority was "ip-
incapable" of doing now, in January, not be pre-

Here there can be no question of a tactical adaptation to
changed clrecumstances, If the present position is correet the pre=-
vious one was wrong, But does the NEC resolution recognize that it
has made chapge at all on this score? Not by so much as a word}
The new YSL member who doex not know the previous position of the or=-
ganizatlion would conclude from this resolution that the YSL has al=
ways considered the CP capable of becoming a "democratic socilalist"
organization, just as a new YSL member would conclude from the NEC
resolution on "Soclalist Unity" that the YSL has glwayg been in favor

of organic unity between itself, the SP, and the SDF on the basis of
the political program of the SD&.

Now this 1s not some unimportant and tertiary question == 1t is
actually loaded with theoretical dynamite! This article 1s not the
place to discuss the class nature of the Stalinist parties, but the
consequences of the new Right Wing stand on the Ameriean CP upon
thelir own theoretical analysis should at least be made clear.

The Right Wing considers the CP's to be "bureaucratic-collectiv~
ist" parties, to have the class character of a ;3;;n§ partye.
The Right Wing now says that the American CP is capable of becoming
"demoecratic soclalist,"™ This means that the CP's are either
"bureaucratic codledtivist" parties but something else altogether
or else a c party is capable of transforming itself 1n{n
a yorking party == a proposition which does not merely involve
throwing the entire Marxist class analysis out the window, but also

Justifies the proposition that'tha c paiﬁy is gapable of be=-
coming a party or pﬁgglﬁ s pagig' exactly the analysis on
which is based the present politics o ’bath the labor bureaucracy

and American Stalinism! We can understand why, faced with such a
choice, the Right Wing prefers to play the Ostrich and pretend that

no change has been made == but that does not diminish their political
irresponsibllity, it accentuates 1t}

LY B

As I have said, the formal recognition of the permissibility of
United Front tactics toward the Stallnist youth represents definite
progress toward a sensible and politically fruitful YSL approach.to
them, The grave danger, however, is that this new orientation will
remain a purely formal one, that no effort will be made by the
pre<ent national leadership to carry it out in any measure, let alone
ir vhe vigorous and imaginative fashion necessary to gain real result

The approach of the Right Wing to the United Front questlon was
so hesitant as to be almost shamefaced. Their major formulation was
put in the weakest, most negative, way imaginable,=- ",, we do not
have a policy of excluding Stalinist organizations ffom United Front
activities, nor are we in favor of  including these groups undér
alllcircumstances.," '"we do not have a policy.." Fine. But,
comrades,y what policy dgo we have on United Fronts? The answer is,
that we do not have any policy at alll
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Why 1s the Right Wing incapable of formulating m pelicy to
replace their previous one? Thelr own failure to make any gaing
among the Stalinist youth, and their realization that a poliey
of excluding them from united fronts rmakes it impossible to
approach these youth in the future brought the Right Wing to
within an ace of a pro-United Front policy. But at this point
they draw back in horror at the implications of their own thoughts,
and rejected any clear proposal to adopt a united front tactic
as an important approach to Stalinist youth.

The reason for this is not obscure -- it lies in the evident
and proclaimed political orientation of the Right Wing. They want
to Influence youth in the process of breaking with Stalinism,
it is true. DBut_their pain outlook i1s not toward these youth --
it is toward the American Social-Democracy. And this fact
effectively paralyzes them when they think of making any real
move toward the Stalinist youth.

The dead grip of this paralysis is well illustrated by the
sentence of* therNEC resolution following the ones already cited: .
"Due. to the flexibility of the cqurrent situvation and the broader
consequences of activity in local areas, 2ll units, fractions,
and members at large must discuss with the N.0. all questions of
their activity in respect to Stalinist youth orgenizations."

Note -- well, this is the sole concrete guidance offered to the
members of the YSL by the resolution -- "discuss with the 17,0."

Of course it goes without saying that units of the YSL will
discuss their functioning with the N,0. "hy then this enormous
emphasis on this point, on its compulsory nature? The key phrase
of this vague and cryptic sentence is "the broader consequences of
activity". Its meaning was not spelled out in the resolution
itself, but in the discussion on the resolution hy those members
of the NAC who will have the responsibility of executing the new
line. "hat they mean by the "broader consequences" is very
simply the reaction of the CP-SDF national leadership to local
actions of the YSL. They want to avoid, at all costs, any action
which will give Thomas & co. a bad impression of their own polit-
ical character. 7hat this is the decisive and guiding consideration
in all work with Stalinist youth was recognized by all the leading
members of the right wing (interestingly enough, the two comrades
most insistent on this point, most sectarian in their onposition
to any cooperation with the {talinist you'h, were precisely the
"left critics" of the NAC majority on SP-SDF unity, Fogdan and
George! They made no effort at a1l to explain this lamentable
inconsistency).

The desire of the YSL right wing to accommodate themselves to
the leadership of the SP-SDF will serve to vitiate almost completely
the new turn toward Stalinist youth. Itemember that the CP-IDF has
an ironbound sectarian hostility toward anything smacking of
"Communism" which approaches a "Third Period" quality. It is
virtually inconceivable that the SP-SDF will look with any favor
on any unitel frornt between the YSL and LYL, anywhere. Thus the
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decisive consideration weighing on the NAC will almost always lead
it to prevent, perhaps against its real wishes, proposed United
Fronts between us and the Jtalinist youth.

Thus the good effects of the new line on United Fronts are
likely to be restricted to the fact that local groups of the
YSL will feel freer to approach local LYL type grouvps for joint
discussions and united actions. This was, to 2 certain extent,
already being done before the plenum by scme units, notably our
comrades in Los Angeles. It is a notable fact that the
representative of the Los £ngeles unit was the only other comrade
to support the amendment introduced by Tim and myself to make
& United Front a-proach the general tactic to be used by the ¥YSL
in relation to the Stalinist youth in this preriod.

The YSL, Gates, and Reformism

The discussion at the plenum on the YSL attitude toward the
current factional lineup in the Arerican CP vas considered, rightly,
a separate topic from the question of United Fronts with the LYL
et. al. As a topic considered in itself, it is much less concrete,
much less meaningful in terms of organizational activity than is
the United Front tactic. However, as 2 symptom of the basie
divergence within the ¥YSL it should not be underrated,

At first glance; it might seem that there was not too ruch
difference between the resolution I submitted and that of the
FAC majority, since both expressed a preference for the Gates
group as againgt the Fosteritegs. The essential differences
between the tendencies in the INiC were over the specific
criticisms to make of the Gates group and its current evolution.

The NEC resolution expressed its criticism of Gates in

this manner: "The danger in considering the Gates tendency is not
that it will evolve in a reformist direction, but that it will not
proceed far or fast enough in ridding itself of Stalinist polities
and attitudes." The resolution never states exactly what it means
by "Gtalinist politics," but from the context (counterp

"Stalinist polities" to "reformism") it is clear that this phrase
means exclusively the Gates group's defense of amd attachment to

the Russian Stalinist bureasucracy.

The criticisms of Gates in ry resolution were far clearer
and more comprehensive, To begin with, I had a far lower opinion
of the degree to which Gates had broken with Stalnist politics
(in any sense) than did most of the Right-/ing comrades (their
resolution stated, without any qualification, that the Gates
tendency "can be characterized as the anti-Russian, pro-democratie
grouping"), I helieve that my belief that the Gates group had
yet to break fundamentally with (tslinist politics, that its
rosition was only "relatively to the left" of Foster, has been
fully confirmed by the continued retreat of the Gatesites on the
key question of Hungary, by their failure to make any sort of
political fight on this point at the recent CP convention.
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The key points on which I criticized Gates and the Right-Wing
resolution did not were exactly those aspects of Stalinist polities
that dealt with the country we, as well as Gates, live in, the U.S.
Specifically, I stated: 'equally important, they have made no
move to breal with the c¢lass-collaborationist, reformist, and co=-
existence aspects of Stalinist rolities. In the recent election
campaign the Daily Worker supported Ctevenson openly and vigorously.
The Gates group rejected the perspective of a labor Party and
proposed instead a 'peoples' anti-monopoly coalition' which would
include sections of the capitalist class. DNew Deal type class-
collaboration is similarly the real content of Gates' proposed
"American path to socialism' which is strictly parliamentary and
reformist in form." The basic difference between the Left and
Right wings in the YSL lies in the fact that we consider these
points to be the very essence of socialist politics in Americe
today, while the Right "'ing comrades consider them gbsolutely

dipessential at present.

The basic rationale for this attitude toward the Stalinists
(which appears, as we will see, as a funetion of 2 rore fundamental
attitude toward {ocial-Democracy) is that the movement of
vtalinists in a reformist direction should not be ceriticized
because social-democracy represents a step forward as against
<talinism, This proposition needs to be examined, because it has
a solid kernel of truth -- the fact that, because of their sub-
servience to totalitarianisr, their readiness to execute any turn,
no matter how harmful to the interests of the working class at a
moment's notice on the orders of VMoscow, their persecution (the
foreign snalogue, or suvpplement to, GPU murders) or revolutionists,
and the general discredit they cast upon socialism, the Ctalinist
should be classed =2s furthest to the right of all tendencies
claiming to rlay 2 role in the vorking class movement. But this
true proposition becomes radically false in the use the YSL
right-wing claims to make of it.

This is so becsuse; in refusing to criticize social-democratic
tendencies because they are preferable to Stelinism the Right-
"ing comrades forget two vitzl things -- that we are not academic
spectators of political evolution, but active narticipants
representing a revolutionary socialist position that regards the
politiecs of both Stalinism and Socisl-Democracy as ﬂﬂli:ﬁnﬂiﬂliﬁiy
for one thing, and for another they forget the inter-relationships
between Stzlinist and Cocial-Democratic politics,

Thus the YSI Right "'ing does not conceive of its mimary task
in relationship to the <S£talinists as influencing them in the dir-
ection of their own, presumably revolutionary socizlist ideas,
but as influencing them to become social-democrats. Sonny
defended this in the plenum discussion by postulating two distinct
phases: "“After they break with St=linisr vou can discuss criticism
of them with'n the socialist movement." Irplicit in this anproach
is a division of political questions into two types -- those w-ich
are strictly subjects for dispute within the socialist movement,
and those which differentiate socizlism in genperal from other
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tendencies. An example of the first type is the CP's support of
the Demoeratic Party, of the second its apoloties for bureaucratic
despotism in Russia, "hat this neat, schematic approach misses

is the class viewpoint. Support to the Democratic party, even if
given by someone (like a Stalinist or Cocial-Democrat) who calls
himself a socialist, is support of the political instrument of

the capitalist class, and therefore an anti-socialist political
act, lYore important, it represents an anti-socialist position

on the most important question of American rolitics, the need for
political independence of the working class. "Reformism" ag such
is an abstraction, a theory susceptible of academic discussion
within the socialist movement. It becomes anti-socialist polities
only when it is concretized in the form of class-collaboration such
as support to the Democratic party. The underlying re:son why

our right-wingers fail to define this aspect of the CP's polities
as anti-socialist 1is that they have refused to make such a
definition of the essentially similar politicg of the JP-CDF (see
in particular the article by Debhbie lMeier "On Unity" in the cur-
rent YSR. I will deal with this, and another, less honest article
in the next ¥YSR).

The key point in considering talinist poclitics, which the
Right ing is absolutely incapable of understanding (judging
from the recent discussion on the 1956 elections), is that support
to capitalism and class-collaboration are an integral aspect of
Stalinist polities. The Ctalinist bureaucracy is an anti-working
class social force. Its main fear, particularly today (though
this has always been true), is that the workers under its rule
will rise and annihilete it and its corrupt rule. The prerequisite
for its continued domination over the vorkers of hussia (and now
of Tast Turope) is the preservation of capitalism in the " est",
for the viectory of prroletarian revolution in a single advanced
country would signifiy 4its immediate doom. That is why Jtrslinism
has everywhere sought to tie the workers to the national capitalists,
to make a deal with every national bourgeoisie.

Stalinism has been the invaluable political support for social-
democracy, the invaluable political support for capitalism. This
has taken various forms: indirect -- the repugnance of many work-
ers at Stalinist totalitarianism and their fear of Ctalinist
conguest have been invaluable to the locial-Democrats ‘n making
their pro-capitalist politics palatable to the advanced working
classes of 'est Burore, and direct -- the politieal support of
vt-linism to social-democracy has been expressed either through
open support of Tocial-Democratic parties and governments, or
through "ultra-left" sectarian policies which isolated Communist
workers from their Social-T'emocratic class brothers and disrupted
any possibility of united zction of the working class.

The inter-relationship of {ts1linist and focial-Democratic
politics is best illustrated by Fraence. Tver since the days of
the "Popular Front" the SFIO has becn able to exist and play its
treacherous role only thanl's to Thorez and Co. Within the past
yeary for instance, the Mollet social-democratic government received
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the support of the French CP when it asked for "special
powers" (such as the legal right to maintain concentration
camps) to prosecute the Dirty War in Algeria. On several
occasions since then, the last quite recent, liollet has
been able to remain in power only by CP votes in Parlia-
ment. What relevance does this have to the politics of

the YSL Right Wing? 1In its own terms it illuminates the
essential relationship between Stalinism and Social Dem=-
ocracy as world politieal currents, but the "French Ques=-
tion" also came up at the plenum in more direct form.

In the course of the discussion Mike asserted that
"A Social Democracy is 100 times better than a Stalinist".
In virtual unison, Tim and I interpelled "Does that go for
lollet?" As Harrington sdaild yes Debbie intervened with the
assertion that "liollet isn't a Social Democrat" (and in her
YSR article, Debbie even attempts to "develop" this idea,
which will no doubt come as surprise to the other parties
of the Second International, including the SP=SDF, which
up to now have been under the misapprehension tha% they had
a comrade in a "position of power" ( a phrase for which
we are indebted to none other than the supposed future of=-
ficial organ of our movement, the Call in France, and who
have not, to date, manifested a notable eagerness to expel
this "non-Social-Democrat" from the highest councils of
International Social Democracy!) This lamentable exchange
shows the political depths to which the pro-Social-Dem=-
ocratic line of the YSL Rights has led them - they are
faced with the choice between whitewashing the butcher
Mollet as "100 times better" than his supporter Thorez, or
else whitewashing Social-Democracy by dissociating it from
the crimes of one of its top leaders and representatives.,

Thtis we see the crippling effect of the Right Wing's
political adaptation to Social-Democracy upon their criti-
cism of Stalinist polities, just as we earlier saw the cripp=-
ling effect of their maneuvers with the American Social=~
Democrats upon their hoped for new tactical orientation to-
ward the American 8%alinist youth. Only the Left Wing of
the YSL has projected a fully effective political criticiam
of Stalinism, just as only the YSL Left "ing has an approach
to regroupment capable of making a real appeal to youth in
the process of breaking with Stalinism,

SOME FURTHER COMMENTS ON THE UNITED FRONT
_AND ON THE CP

By Tim Wohlforth
THE UNITED FRONT

Recently, we were able to see in reality the meaning
of the NEC majority's position on the united front, At.
the most recent buisness meeting of the NY unit which 1s
controlled by this "majority", concrete proposals for im-
lementing the united front tactic were discussed, The first
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was on Algeria., I proposed in the NY Exec that we call

for a joint protest meeting of all radicals including the
CP and the SP-SDF to protest the Algerian war and to raise
money for the persecuted socialists in France. The Exec
decided that such a meeting should be called by the Amer-
ican Committe on Africa and made it clear that for its part
1t was opposed to inviting the CP into such a venture.

Thus in order to preserve their purity and "respect-
ibility" in the eyes of the social democracy they are
missing a golden opportunity to reach the CP rank and
file on an issue on which many of them would reppond warmly.
Thils would give us an opportunity to test the CP leader=-
ship and expose them if they refused to cooperate with
Soclalists, Trotskyists, including as well as to reach the
membership directly on an issue which could easily lead
to their separation from stalinist politics once the line
of the French CP was explained to tgem. Many of them are
not aware of this line.

The next issue was even more clear in its implications
and of much greater significance for the YSL as it in-
volved the youth field. The Exec has been working on a pro-
posed city-wide radical youth conference for several months.
It has been trying to get the pacifists to amrange it.
But as this didn't work out they suggested that the Debs
club run the whole business and in that way the whole thing
would be under out control. I suggested that if we were
serious about the united front and therefore about build-
ing the YSL we should invite in gll the radical youth
in the city to tuke part in the symposium and in spon-
soring it. I suggested the Los Angeles program as a model,
This would be the only way to ensure the participation of
the various ex-LYL clubs and would provide an excellent op=
portunity of gettinz into contact with these people. I re-
minded the comrades that the NY unit had admitted at the
plenum that they could not fiind LYL oriented clubs which
should be invited in., I asked the comrades just what they
were afraid of as the LYL was in a state of disolution and
could only gain by such an approaclj. After a brief discussion
my position was voted down by the supporters of the NEC ma jority,

Thus we see in reality the correctness of Shane's analysis
on just who in the YSL 1s serious abdut recruiting the &x-LYLers
and therefore who bs really dedicated to building the YSL,

ON THE CP

I would 1like to make just a few brief comments on Com-
rade Shane's position on the Gates group. Before the plemum
just on the basis of reading his resolution and not having a
chance to discuss its real meaning with him I abstained from
voting for it., At the plenum after hearing the real dif-
frences between Shane's position and the majority I voted
for the resolution but with a statement. I did this be=-
cause I felt that the basic lime of Shane's document was
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of a totully different nature than the majority's. It was
written by & revolutionist whose main fundtion in life is
not to build the social democracy. His support of Gates

was of highly critical nature and different in kind from the
ma jority.

S5till I felt and stlll feel Shane 'has made a mis-
take in formulating the conception of eritical support to
Gates. It seems clear to me that it is impossible to
characterize Gates as to the left of Foster. 1In certain
ways by partially brea king from his ties with the Kremlin
bureacracy and strengthening his ties with the Gomulka re-
gime Gates did move somewhat, At the same time he moved
even closer to the social democracy with his line to dis=-
solve the party, ete. This I do not consider a leftward
move in any sighificant sense of the term.

The maln bulk of the decent elememt in the CP have
been and remain tied to neither. faction in the CP bur-
eaucrac y, this is a simple empirical fact known to all
who know the CP, Our task is not to support either faction
but to build some sort of broad rank and file caucas of
hhose who are sick of stalinism but who are not willing
to joln the forces of American imperialism. Such a task
is not easy but it remains the only way. Of course in the
meantime we should urge that the CPers to vote in such a
way at conventions so that neither faction gets solid con-

trol of the party and thue ensure a continuation of the
discussion,

LA SR LA Lol L Lt A Ll L

FROM OUT OF THE PAGES OF THE FAST-———BY MAX SHACHTMAN

Neither Socisl-~Democracy nor staliniet totalitarlanism leads to socialiem,
The Second International of the Bocial-Democrats is bankrupt and in a state of
collapses The Third International of the Stelinists has been formally dissclved
by decree. Revolutionary socialists everywhere work to rebulld the world-wlide
organization of social revolution, the Fourth Internmtional,

The road to freedom is marked out bty the principles and program of revolu-
rionary socialism, and no other road exists, The rganization which prouldly
champions and fights for these princeples and program in this country in the
Workers Party.

—~—=Frem the Fight For Sociallam
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AN OPEN LETTER TO COMRADES DRAPER _AND HASKELL
Hal and Gordon March 5th, 1957
Dear Comrades,

Recent developments in the YSL and ISL centering around
the question of socialist unity have made mandatory a full
and complete discussion of the issues imvolved.

As you know I am no longer a member of the ISL. 1In view,
however, of the close relationship that has existed between the
ISL and YSL and the fact that decisions made in the ISL have a
considerable influence on the ¥YSL, of which I am a member, I
believe it perfectly proper to adéress you on matters concerning
the ISL in an open and frank manner.

I address this letter to you specifically not because of
any past association, personal or comradely, but because the
two of you represent that which is best in the national leader-
ship of the ISL. You are, the two of you, the real active
national leadership of the ISL (one on LABOR ACTION, the other
in the National Office) and at the same time have a history,
admittedly mixed, of generally representing the more "left"
political position on the ISL Political Committee.

Without going into any detail, or entering into a senseless
discussion of what is "right" and what is "left", it is certainly
fair to state that on various political and organizational guestions
you have at times been forced to play the role of a left min-
ority on the P.C. in opposition to the Shachtman-Gates
tendency.

You have seldom, if at all, however, carried these questions
to the national membership of your organization, to the best of
my knowledge, in a sharp fashion. That is, you have struggled
for your views in minimal terms (mainly in comnittee, less often
in the N.Y. Branch meecings, and still less oftan in national
discussion articles) and have showed disinterest in organizing

support for your positions on a national level.

The recent convention of 'the ISL bears this out. Though
you have presented some of your views to the convention body
you have not called for election of delegates on the basis of
a division on gour differences.

To sum it up simply, you have not, to date, made a real
all-out struggle against the open reformist drift represented
by the Shachtman-Gates tendency.

Perhaps you felt the issues involved were not of a vital
or pressing nature or, and this was certainly sometimes the
case, you lacked precise agreement between yourselves, Perhaps
you were too immersed in your almost unbelievably heavy routine
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an all out struggle would entail. Perhaps, aise, yan felt that
such a struggle would result in the collapse of the IS Siliee
you viewed Shachtman's continued membership as essentiai in
"holding the ISL together" and believed that if he were polit-
ically forced out LABOR ACTION, all that really counted, would
cease to exist. Perhaps, finaily, you felt bound by Isi
;%Eyaltﬁ" and equated any attack on Shachtman with "ereeping
ism.

The truth probably lies in some combination of the above,
rather than in one single factor, but this is unimportant. ‘/hat
is significant now is the unity question in all of its rami-
fications.

Shachtman has taken a stand. The logical political con-
sequences of his position can only lead to the liquidation of
the ISL into the SP=-SDF.

This is not “phrase-mongering." His unity approach leads
not to real unity but rather to the ISL dissoXving with members
entering the PS=SDF gs individuals on the basis of the SP=-SDF's
current politics. You have admitted as much in your recent
substitute "Motion on Socialist Unity."

I by no means agree with the stand you have taken. I think
you err in singling out the SP=SDF (which, catch-phrases not-
withstanding, is clearly lined up behind the U.5. State Dept.)
for especial unity overtures, in positing the line of "an all=-
inclusive party" in this period, etc.

+hile we certainly should discuss these differences any
intelligent reading of your recent document can only lead to

the conclusion that you have far more in common with us than
with Shachtman.

It is impossible to press upon you a discussion of our
differences at this point though, despite your personal loyalties
to Shachtman, you cannot, as serious socialists, avoid such a
discussion in long-range terms.

.hat is apparent now, to the newest member of either of
our organizations, is that it is mandatory that you now make
an all out political and organizational struggle for your
point of view. As responsible socialists you can do no less.

Previous considerations no longer apply. "Loyalty," "the
SWP threat," “overwork," "holding the ISL together," etc., no
longer have validity. If Shachtman's policy wins out there will
be no ISL to be loyal to, hold together, work for, etc. The
question now before the iSL is that of its continued existence
as a political tendency. We know that Shachtman proposes to
liquidate this political tendency into the SP-SDF and that we,
despite our differences, oppose his efforts.
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Your role in the past despite (or perhaps because of)
your extensive individual contributions to the cause of
socialism has been an unfortunate one, from your point of
view. If there has been a tendency (and to the extent there
has been I personally deplore it) of "left"™ elemé@nts in the
ISL and YSL to move toward the SWP, the responsibility for
this is largely yours. You, the most talented, best informed,
able comrades have consistently failed to prnvida an alternative
left leadership to the increasingly blatant reformist politics
of the Shachtman-Gates tendency.

By default Shachtman is handed his "majority." He, Shacht-
man, is making a national tour to reinforce and strengthen his
position on the unity question. Are you, Hal, going to make
a national tour to posit your opposing point of view? Or, as
in the past, are you going to wage a "part-time" struggle ==
even though the gquestion now involved is the very existence
of the political point of view you've devoted your life to?

And you, Gordon, are you going to go on literally working
yourself to death keeping Shachtman's ISL functioning right
up to the day he cuts the organization's throat?

You, Hal, how long are you going to continne to misrepresent
the nature of the SP-SDF in the pages of the newspaper you edit?
Lying by omission is still lying. You and I both attended a
certain session of the last SP Convention in Chicago, and you
and I both know (as do others who were there) that the "story"
you printed in L.A, on this session was a "whitewash" job and
nad almost nothing in common with the reactions you verbally
expressed during and after this session. Are you allowed to
reprint the SP-SDF "Memorandum of Understanding" or must this
be left to the YSL left wing while you sit gagged and, I trust,
gagging?

These questions are not rhetorical or aimed at embarrassing
either of you., I do not raise publicly my personal experiences
as an ISL member, experiences you are both well aware of, and
I have no interest in "hurting" the ISL to the benefit of the
SWP. Contrary to the runours circulated by persons who
obviously prefer to remain nameless I am still a third camp
socialist (as are the majority in the YSL Left) and consider
the continued existence of the ISL, as a third camp revolutionary
socialist organization, of the utmost importance,

If I, and others, can no longer function in the ISL, and
must oppose the Shachtmanite agents of the ISL in the YSL, it
i1s because you have failed to oppose Shachtman's policies in
a serious or meaningful fashion.

Wie of the ¥YSL Left, and I'm sure I can speak for all of
us on this, consider you comrades in the deepest sense. We
have our differences, but they can be discussed in a frank and
comradely fashion.... they are not the question before us.,



P 1o T,

The gquestion we must jJjointly face reduces itself to one
of revolutionary socialism, whatever its coloration, versus
reformist opportunism. If you consider this formulation
"sectarian™ I ask only that you provide another,

I hope I shall receive an answer to this letter, publicly
or privately, and trust that it will be your answer, not an
answer dictated for you by Shachtman's artificial majority

on the P.C.

liarmest comradely greetings,

Scott Arden

SOME COMMENTS BY COMRADE SHACHTMAN ON THE SOCIAL DEMOCRACY

They wabt socialism, but not the class struggle, which is the only road to
socialism. They want capitalist democraoy as the basis for socialism, but be-
cuase they will not defend even democracy with the militant methods Af the
r:.la.sg struggle for fear of antagonizing their partnersm the Jdemocratic capital-
ists", they soon find their democracy and their privileges disappearing., They
fear the soialist revolution so much~— because the Workers Government wéuld
end all special privileges, theirs included—— that they find themselves attack-
ing 1t on the side of the cpaitalist reaction.

In one country after ahotherm their theiries have so drugged and paralyzed
the working class that it proved impmxsih¥m incapable of militant and effective
reslstance to reactionary assualts upon it. It had to pay for these theories
end practises in the form of fascist dictatorship and indescribable agénies,

The Social Democrats did not gain socialism and theéy cannot gain it. They did mot
even maintain cpaitalist democracy or their position in it—they lost both.

A number of groups and parties throughout the world try to take a position
in between that of revolutionary socialism and social feformism, They endeaver
to mix the two, which is like mixing fire and water. The result is the obscuring
steam of confusion. In the United States, these "Centrist" partoes, which are
ngither flesh nor fowl, nor good red herring, are represented by bhe Socialist
Farty. The Socialist Party in the United States is an especially confused and
confusing example of "Centrism". It is a mixture of middle class pacifism,
"Christian socialism", liberalism, "isolationism", hostility to revolutionary
socialist theiry and action, and hero-worship. Ir sometimes speaks more radically
than the Social-Democracy, but it has even more bureaucratic leadership than they
and differs less and and less from them in praxtical policies and activites, All
the experience of such in-between movements shows that if they do not adopt the
program of revolutionary socialiem, they degenrated completely to the Social-Dem-
ocratic position. Or else they Become stagnant, impotent sects which justify thdr
separate exlstence maihly on the ground that they are not firm revolutilndsts
and not complete Social-Democrate but only-—in~betweeners.

~—From The Fight for Socialiem by Max Shacht-
man
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DON HARRIS AND HIS EPOCH

By Tim Wohlforth

Menshevism is something more than a particular evalustion of
the Russian Revolution. It involves a whole spproach to Marxism
and with 1t a whole method of analysis and thought about politics
and history which is the antithesis of the dialecticsl method, the
mainspring of Marxism.

Here I do not intend to dwell on the pros and cons of the
Menshevik theory of the Russian Revolution whether as expounded by
a Martov or by a Plekhanov or a Dan. Instead I wish to focus on
Menshevik methodology. The basis of all Menshevik thinking is a
certaln static conception of Marxism, not as a dlalecticel inter-
relation of many factors developing at different tempos and each
in turn influencing the development of the others, but rather a
view of history as a series of necessary and absolute stages ap-
plicable to all places end times. Thus the Menshevlks in Russia
Ainsisted that Russia must go through all the stages of development
in the same general way as d4l1d the German socisl democracy.

This general view Trotsky exploded with his gensral law of
combined and uneven development (see the January Labour Review
for an excellent trestment of this) and the specific application
of this law to underdeveloped countries in our epoch, the theory
of permanent revolution. This general view wes based on the sup-
position that stages are sometimes skipped and thst the working
class in one country never has to repeat in exactly the same way
the stages gone through by the working class of another country.
The working class cen take advantage of the lessons of the class
gstruggle in other countries, Just as the capitslist cless in, say,
Japan can teke sdvantage of the techniques of modern capitalist
development so as to race through a whole stage in 1ts development.

However there is a second and highly significent element 1in
Menshevik thought. This element 1s in fact the most basic of ell.
It is that in any given historicel period the Menshevik dlscovers
one reason or another why the working class cennot cerry out its
tasks and why we must support other and alien class forces (crit-
ically, of course). The classic example of this i1s found in the
Menshevik apnroach to the Russian Revolution, where they critlc-
ally supnorted the liberal bourgeoisie and ended up in tlhls
camp ingtead of the cemp of the working class.

These two basic conceptions of Menshevik thought have nothing
in common with Marxiem even though the lMenshevik relies on a
schematic conception of Marxism to Justify his position. In fact
the Menshevik will tell you -- as he did in 1917 -- that he and
only he is a genuine Marxist and that his Bolshevik opponents are
gectarian and the like,

The Menshevik mode of thought, alas, did not pass away wlth
the passing of the Russian Mensheviks and has a significence 1n
many aress., An excellent example of this has been furnished 1n
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our movement by Don Harris. For months now the ISL and its sup-
porters in the YSL heve been talking about unity with the Socisl
Democrats, about jJoining the SP-SDF with its present lesdership
as loyal members, and about the role of this SP-SD¥ in the re-
groupment process today and in the future of the American working
class. However most of this telk has been on the pure tacticel
level and very little of it has probed into the theoretical
questions involved. Comresde Harris deserves the commendation of
the whole movement for clarifying the discussion by placing it on
the theoreticsl plane.

He end he alone has offered the only theoreticsl justifica-
tlon for the present unity move. That the majority reslises this
1s well 1llustreted by the way in which they immedistely defended
Comrade Herris's spproach and by the way in which many ideas sim-
1lar to Comrade Harris's have snesked half-bsked into a number
of articles written by the supvorters of unity.

Oomrade Horris's basic views cen be summed up in the follow-
ing manner: 1, We are living in the epoch of the social democ-
racy; 2. The task of Marxists for the next historical period is
therefore to build 2 mass soclal-democratic movement; 3. With the
help of this movement and under the impetus of the labor buresu-
cracy (which is to the left of the working classs) a labor perty
will be formed; 4. Within this labor party the social democrats,
with our aid, will struggle egeinst the libersls for control of
the party; 5. After the socislist labor party is formed under
the leadership of the sociel democracy and only then will the dif=-
ference between socisl democrats and revolutioneries be of any
significance; 6. Sometime after this (we must be in the middle of
the 21st Century by now!) the epoch of the socisl democracy will
close and the epoch of revolutions and wars announced falsely by
Lenin end Trotsky a century or two esrlier will be ushered in.

This grandiose end detailed map of the stages through which
the working class must pass is obviously a Menshevik method of
analysis. Here we find sll the characteristics of the earliest
Menshevism. Marxism is reduced to a deed schema. We in America
must pass through the i1denticel stages passed through by the
British working clsss., Other comrades with a similar mode of
thought blithely talk of the revival of the "Debsian party
(minus all that Debs stood for, of course). A second character-
1stic found in this theory is the familier one of handing history
to someone else. In this case Harris hands the epoch to the
SP-SDF even though 1t seems to have little interest in accepting
this gift, nor does it show any sign of being capable of carrying
out the historic tasks laid out for it so magnificently by Harris,
Thus the development of socialism, at least for the next epoch,
1s placed not in the hands of the working cless but in the hands
of the privileged labor bureaucracy and its lieutenants in the
soclalist movement, the SP-SDF,

As a concomitant of this Harris feels he must critically sup-
port and build, not an independent working-class movement, but
the soclel democracy which supports the cepitelist class. This
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1s similsr to the Menshevlik support of the libersl bourgeoisie

to which they slso handed the next stage of the ddvelopment of the
working class,
that

Thus we see/the mode of thought symbolized by Harris and
adopted in & half-baked way by the right wing 1s essentially a
Menshevik one. However to label 1t so does not prove it to be
Incorrect. I believe Menshevism is just as fallacious in this
period as 1t was in 1917, Let's look at reality. The first im-
portant factor ignored by Harris is the development of Americen
capitalism. Americaz is no longer the country it was in 1900.
Capitalism is more highly developed, the working class infinitely
larger and potentially more powerful, and Americe 1s the major
world imperislist power.

This presents an entirely different situation for the devel-
opment of the Americen working clesss. The workers are more
highly orgenized and when they move, they will undoubtedly move
more swiftly and with much more force than was true in 1900 when
the capitslist system still had some capacity for reform.

When the present crisis of U.S. capitelism which expresses
1tself in the need for massive subsidization of the economy --
primarily for militery objectives, in the hope of survival --
exhausts the present snd future resources of labor elther absol-
utely or relatively the class struggle will be sharpened on s
plane much higher than in the Thirties. Furthermore, considering
the international situstion its significence will be even greater.

Thus to postulate a whole epoch for social democracy is to
state that American capitalism can not only survive for an epoch
but e2lso that it can afford ths luxury of reformism. Such a
supoosition can only be substantiated by claiming, in chorus with
the liberals, that Americen capitslism has solved its contradie-
tions et least for the next epoch. If this is your view state so
honestly and present us with an slternative view of capitelist
development than that furnished by Marx and developed since his
time by the Marxist movement.

Also to postulate such an epoch, one must be blind to what
1s going on throughout the world. Trotsky and Lenin character-
ized our epoch as the epoch of "wars and revolution" -- the epoch
of imperislist decay. When we look at the world we see Trotsky's
and not Herris's view confirmed. We see the masses in motion --
in the colonlel aress agsinst imperislism and in the Stalinist
emplre 1tself. We do not see the socisl democracy holding out
anywhere except in Western Europe where it lives off Americen aid
and military support. The future of these social democrats is
likewise bound up in the stebility of American capitslism,

Thus we see that all evidence tends %o dlsprove Comrade
Harris's theory. However, I for one am not willing to exclude
any particulsr verient suggested as the possible course of the
American working cless. But I do reject out of hend Comrade
Harris's theory thet the working class must develop only in the
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I think the development will be more redicel and that cer-
tain of the stages (namely the SP-SDF) will be skipped over. I
am open to the suggestion that maybe the working class will go
first to the SP-SDF before 1t comes to revolutionaries. But
before I base a move such as the dissolution of our movement on
this gamble I insist upon evidence. Namely, I insist that the
right wing present evidence of such a movement on the part of the
working class, 8o far it hss not done so. And as I have stated,
all the evidence seems to point in the other direction,

In order to facilitate the discussion I hope the right-wing
comrades will state their feelings on this matter, Do they or
do they not agree with Harris's theory? If they do not, what
theory do they offer as 2 substitute?

Also, and this goes particularly for Harrington, I hopne they
will answer the srguments we raise and not distortions of these
arguments. Comrade Harrington plesse note: I do not exclude a
moderate evolutionery development. I Jjust have my doubtes about
it #nd demand evidence, Prurthermore I do not %g¥ that tada¥ is
the seme as 1917. In fact an importsnt part of the argumentation
Ts that 1T 18 not, and that 1s one reason why the rebirth of a
"Debsgian" movement 1s at least questionable.

However, no metter which way & labor party is formed
(Comrede Harrington, we sre FOR a lsbor party) I do reject out of
hand the notion that 1t will be the buresucrecy that forms 1t as
a force to the left of the working clesss. The buresucracy will
bresk from cepitelist politics only if forced to in the 1lnterests
of keeping its privileged position., As a Marxist, I feel that
such a basic change as the formation of 2 labor party csn only
grow out of the class struggle -- thet 1s, the struggle of the
working cless for its own interests -- interests which conflict
with the buresucrecy as well as the cepltslist class. Thus no
matter how the labor party is formed, those who are closest to
the working class and at the seme time furthest away from the
bureaucracy will nley the greatest role in its formation.

The SP-3DF represents in i1ts 1deology the labor buresucracy.
Today the labor buresucracy 1s not soclal-democratic. The day
it becomes social-democratic will be the dsy when 1t needs to do
so as @ protection ageinst the militant pressure of the working
class, to prevent it from taking power. To hold otherwise 1s to
deny the whole history of the development of the soclial democrats
as well as to deny Marxism which zees as the motige force in our
epoch the working class, not & privileged stratum which, while
part of the working class, uses its espparatus in order to protect
1ts separate interests from the workers and in order to defend
the bourgeols order to which 1t is inextricably tled.

Those who enter the SP-SDF are entering the camp of the la-
bor buresucrats snd will find their hands tied in the struggle
for a labor party which will be in part a struggle against this
very seame labor buresucracy. This 1s the proposition before us
and it is this that Comrade Harris is trying to find a theoret-
1cal Justification for in his Menshevik theory.
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THE SHAMAN AND THE SWAMP

By 8. Aesop

Once upon a daydream, not too long ago, in a mighty nation,
not too far away, there lived two groups of people, very far apart,

One was called the Redmen, no one quite knew why; the others
were called the Others, because they were, The Redmen were very
very few but there were lots and lots of Others.This was not al-
ways the case, 1t was sald, and the tribal tablets told of a time

when lots (but never lots and lots) of Others were Kedmen. This
was long ago.

The Redmen were a quarrelsome lot, few as they were, and did
not live together., They lived 1n separate tribes, each being the
True Redmen tribe, and when Hedmen from two tribes met they some-
times argued most noisily. They only agreed, all of them, that one
day the Great Power would fix 1t so everyone would be a Hedman.

And they, or most of them, tried to help the Great Power, from time
to time, but never did too well.

Nevertheless, in between quarreling, and changing tribes, the
Redmen thought hard about the Great Power and performed many rit-
uals and made strong Incantations to bring its day closer. Each
tribe had 1ts own ritual and sometimes several -- for though the
tribes were small there were many views and oftimes a tribe would
be dlvlded into clans each with its own ritual,

Now one day 1t came about that all the Redmen began to quarrel
about a new ldea. This idea was that all Redmen should join to-
gether and make one blgger small tribe instead of several smaller
small tribes.

It would seem that thls idea came to them because the biggest
tribe of Kedmen -- which was not really a Kedman tribe but only
Just saicd it was ~-- because this biggest tribe's Mighty Medicine
Man Lad died and the new Shaman could no longer hide the badness of
his ritual, It was a very very bad ritual indeed and real Redmen
began to leave this tribe.

Now 1t happened that each of the little tribes (except for one
that llved on a high plateau, and another that lived in a swamp)
wanted these Redmen to come live with them, or best yet, as was
stated, for all Redmen tc get together and form one bigger amall
tribe.

One of these little tribes was very excited. Its strongest
clan was run by a sort of Redman who was called Mighty Shaman. He
was headman because he had made his own ritual, could make awesome
incantations, and mainly because out of the many tribes he had
been in he had made this one,

Mighty Shaman's tribe was small and old but it lived right
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next to a younger and stronger tribe. This younger tribe bowed
down to Mighty Shaman and used his ritual and made his nephew,
plttle Shaman, headman because Little Shaman knew the ritual real
well and could make almost as much noilse as Mighty Shaman.

The Redmen in Llttle Shaman's tribe were even more excilted
about tribal unity and talked about it all the time,

But Mighty Shaman had a strange 1dea all his own. In his wan-
derings he had once lived with the tribe in the swamp and he always
regretted leaving. He had heard that another tribe (of very pale
Redmen to be sure) was coming back to live in the swamp and make it
even better for swamp dwellers.

Now 1t should not be thought that the swamp was not a nice safe
place for a Redman to live. It was. In the swamp a Redman could
ooze down Into the warm mire up to his neck and almost no one would
know he was a Redman 1f he did not tell them.

Besides, in the swamp a Redman was safe from the Others. The
Others (or some of them) were sometimes very mean to the Redmen and
would not let them hunt or fish in certain places and even worse.
But not 1n the swamp. In the swamp the Others did not do bad
things to Redmen and if the swamp tribe behaved well (which they
were very good at dolng) and kissed the feet of the Others and took
parts of the Religion of the Others into the tribal ritual (which
they did) why then they were allowed to hunt and fish all over.

Well, Mighty Shaman declded he was lonesome for the swamp and
called together his Pow-wow Council. Some of the witch-doctors on
the Pow-wow Jouncll thought the slime was too deep in the swamp but
they were hooted down by the elders who kept thinklng of how warm
and safe and comfortable it would be.

So 1t happened that Mighty Shaman called in Little Shaman and
told him to prepare the younger tribe to march into the swamp.
Little Shaman went back to his tribe and incanted long and loud.
The other leaders of his clan finally gave in because he allowed
them to think that the real reason for going into the swamp was to
pump out all of the mud and bulld a fine strong tribe which would
galn many Others.

Some of Little Shaman's tribal brothers rebelled, howewver, and
formed a new clan. Thev pointed into the swamp at the unhappy
younger swamp dwellers, and also thev sald that they did not want
to give up thelr ritual for that of the swamp. They called for a
new blgger tribe of all Redmen, including the unhappy swamp dwel-
lers, on firm dry land and with a good ritual.

Mighty Shaman and Little Shaman and theilr lesser headmen be-
came very unhappy because of this. They sent out the story that
the new young clan was not loyal to the ritual and was made up of
scouts and sples from an enemy tribe.
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Thls was a blg un-truth but it scared many of the undecided
members of Little Shaman's tribe and some of them stopped thinking
rebellious thoughts and came again to sit placidly at the feet of
Mighty Shaman.

They notlced, however, that Mighty Shaman's feet gave off a
strange odor and were covered with clay and slime, due to his ex-
plorations in the swamp.

Many of them just could not stand the odor and thev went to the
new clan and made 1t strong.

Finally the Shamanites could not stand dry land any longer and
they gathered up their followers and, after begging the permission

of the muddiest swamp dwellers, they snuck into the swamp to live.

They found 1t so pleasant that most of them slipped all the
way down in the muck and buried themselves so deeply that after a
very short while no one, Redman or Other, ever heard from them
again.

=-FINIS~

QUT OF THE PAST NUMBER TWO,

But if the Thomas-Tyler party 1s torn to shreds and has been left weak and
emasculated, the left wing is not., Robust and self-confident, the revolutionary
Marxists etand on the granite foundation of prineeple laid by the great masons
of the sclentific socialist movement. Even in the mements of the greatest diff-
icuity, of reaction, they remain inspired by their principles, and, unlike the
muddleheads and dilletgntes, do not ebandon them in the purduit of those will-
o'=phe~wisp "revelations" of "New Truths" which, upon examination, prove to be
warmed~over ashes from the cosy fireside of reformism, class—coliaboration, _nd
social~patriotism, The foundatione for the new party of the Fourth International
in this country, which is sure of its growth and its victory, cannot but be the
rock of Marxism, of Bolshevism, cleared of the rubbish left by Staliniem and socid

democracy.

= From the introduction to Stalinigm
And Bolghevism By Leon Trotsky written
by Max Shachtman
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LABOR ACTION AND THE RACKET PROBE
By Martha Wohlforth

The current Senate investigation of labor racketeering is
daily unearthing lurid details about the connection of certain
corrupt union officials with the underworld, vice, government, and
business., This committee, the Senate Select Committre on Labor and
Management Practices, will keep these unsavory details in the head-
lines, day after day, for months and even years., The effect of
such an atmosphere of hysteria on public opinion provides an un-
egualled opportunity for an attack on the entire labor movement
and for an intensive drive to put through anti-labor legislation
at every level of government, A "right-to-work" bill has recently
passed the state legislature in Indiana, a major industrial state
with 600,000 union members. A similar bill failed by only two
votes in the Idaho Senate. In Delaware, leaders of both parties
are making a strong effort to push a "right-to-work" bill. The
NAK has released a new batch of anti-labor propaganda. Labor lead-
ers have virtually given up all hope of repealing the anti-labor
legislation in the ei-hteen states where it now exists. They
frankly state that the "Congressional climate is not conducive to
any move for Fecderal action to shut the door to state rule over
union security (N.Y. Times, March 4, 1957).

In the midst of such an attack on the union movement, when the
very right to strike and organize are seriously threatened, it is
the clear duty of every militant socialist to come to the defense
of labor: to point out to the well-meanine but misguided liberal
public the dangers inherent in the situvation: to destroy the illu-
sion that the bourgeois government, the enemy of labor,y can solve
the workers' problems for them.

Labor Action has failed pitifully in this important task. Sev-
eral articles by Ben Hall and Jack Wilson have put forth an atti-
tude of virtually uncritical support to the labor bureaucracy (al-
beit the "progressive" section of that bureaucracy) and its policy
of cooperating with government investigations of unions and denying
to union officers the right to hold office if they invoke the Fifth
Amendment. Several union papers, amonz them Hotel and Ford Factsm,
== which fortunately, in this case, have a far larger circulation

among workers than does Labor Action =-- have taken a far more cor-
rect and more militant stand on the question than has Labor Action.

The official union policy, recently adopted by the AFL-CIO
Executive Council, is that union officizls have a responsibility te
cooperate with governmental investigations of labor organizations
and that those who invoke the Fifth Amendment have "no right to
hold office." 1In addition, the Reuther leacdership of the UAW
stated that it actually "welcomed" the government investigation.

The most basic flaw in Labor Action's approach is this: at th
outset it should have stated the obvious, namely that the problem
of racketeering can never be solved under capitalism. The most im-
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portant fact that the present investigation is clarifying is that
labor racketeering could not exist without the active participation
of a section of the ruling class. Illegal activities among the cor-
rupt elements in the unions are inextricably linked with business,
big and small, and with city, state, and even Federal government.
The Senate committee may be able to get a Hoffa or a Dio (though
even that is not too likely) but the big, well-known and highly re-
spectable men who are undoubtedly behind the Hoffas and the Dios ==
these the Committee would not want to get even if it were able.
Furthermore the personal motivations of the racketeers, consciously
expressed by many of them in the hearings on welfare funds last
year, reflect the pressures of this profit-oriented society: "The
guys on the other side of the bargaining table have Cadillacs and
diamond rings," they say, "why not us too?"

Secondly, Labor Action has failed to adequately point up the
dangers of entrusting to the enemies of labor a task that should be
done by labor itself. Ben Hall admits (LA March 11) that "some
commentators maintain that the unions should have voiced a strong
unanimous protest against any government investigation." But the
unions could not do this, claims Hall, because they failed to clean
their own house soon enough and now would be accused of "ecovering
up" for the corrupt elements. It is indeed unfortunate that this
government investigation had to occur, according to Hall. But it
was made necessary; it is the "evil consequence" of labor's having
permitted rackets to flourish for so long. And since it is neces-
sary, claims Hall, there are certain advantages to labor: it will
create a climate in which Carey, Reuther, etc., the "progressive"
labor bureaucrats, can speak out openly against Hoffa and Beck, and
it will speed up their own drive against the racketeers; and the
$350,000, appropriated to the committee, more than labor could ever
afford, will enable many facts to be uncovered which the unions can
use. So it is not such a bad thing, after all, even though of
course it is doing tremendous damage to the prestige of the labor
movement,

Of course we socizlists cannot excuse the casual and permissive
attitude toward corruption which has existed for so long in the la-
bor unions. This, however, is no reason why we have now to jump on
the bandwagon, give up all faith in the ability of the labor move-
ment to do its own job. It is not possible under capitalism to e-
liminate all corruption in the unions; but very significant prog-

ress 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 out-
spoken than Labor Action. In the Feb. 2 issue of Ford Facts, organ
of Local 600, the UAW's largest local, Carl Stellato came out with
an attack on the Senate Committee and on the AFL-CIO Council's sup-
port of it. He pointed out that labor is quite capable of cleaning
1ts own house, and that the job should not be entrusted to the very
people who are the most powerful and outspoken enemies of labor,
Had Labor: Action reported Stellato's attack, it would undoubtedly
have been quick to point out that Stellato is the most outspoken
opponent of Reuther in the UAW, and was seizing this opportunity to
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make a demagogic attack on Reuther, whom Labor Action has consis-
tently supported through the years. Demagogic or not, Stellato's
remarks are perfectly correct, and douvbtless reflect much dissatis-
faction and pressure from the ranks.

Hotel, organ of the New York Hotel Trades Council, AFL-CIO, has
devoted considerable spgce in its Feb. 25 and March 4 issues to an
attack on the official AFL-CIO policy. According to Jay Rubin,
Council President, even some of those who voted for the AFL-CIO
policy have expressed misgivings about the ultimate consequences,

He 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 committees are really concerned with el-
iminating racketeers or whether they are seizing upon wrong-doing
by a few individuals as a means of launching an attack on the labor
movement. ... Among those taking this position are some who are
most concerned with cleaning corrupt elements out of the labor move=
ment. But they are frankly doubtful that the job will or can be
done by Congressional 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 International also
must speak out against labor's enemies and their efforts to use the
sins of a few to smear anc¢ destroy the many. The open-shop elements
such as the National Association of Fanufacturers ... are eager to
see labor investigated not because they are concerned with the el-
imination of racketeering, but because tney want to discredit union
organization ... cleaning out the few corrupt elements 'is the job
of labor alone.'" Rubin also emphasized that the only way the job
could be done was to see that control of the uniens "is in the
hands of the members."

Wle see, then, that several progressive labor leaders are far
more aware of who their enemies are than Labor Action's writers
are. This important question is scarcely mentioned in r i
The reactionary composition of the committee is well known to soc-
ialists, but at least they should be reminded of it, which Labor

does not do. MecCarthy, Mundt, and McClellan are notorious.
Of McClellan the N.Y. Iimes says, "He fits without apology among
the Southern conservatives." The only so-called "friends of labor"
on the Committee are McNamara and Kennedy. The pervading tone of
both Hall's and Wilson's articles is one of pessimism and lack of
faith in the working class to solve its own problems independently
of the bourgeois government.

The " ncinle" the Fifth A d

A third weakness, and a very serious one, in Labor Action's
treatment is its discussion of the Fifth Amendment., Hall seems
overwhelmed by the vague promises in the moral codes of the AFL-CIO
Council to uphold the "principle" of the Fifth Amendment. The code
states: "We recognize that any person is entitled, in the interests
of his individual conscience, to the protection afforded by the
Fifth Amendment and reaffirm our conviction that this historical



-40-

right must not be abridged." It goes on to say, however, that if a
union officer invokes the Amendment "for his personal protection
and to avoid scrutiny by proper legislative committees, law enforce-
ment agencies 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 indi-
vidual does not have to testify against hirself, no matter what
Ieason. If exceptions are made in the case of racketeering,
who knows where the line will be drawn next? To prove a person
guilty of any crime requires (or should require) evidence other
than the accused@ person's own testimony. It is the elementary duty
of a socialist to defend the civil liberties of any person, no mat-
ter how despicable his personal actions or his political views may

Hall gives four rationalizations for the Council's position:
1) It defends the "principle" of the Fifth Amendment. As stated
above, defense of a "principle" means nothing unless one is willing
to defend it in all its aspects. 2) It does not direct its fire at
Communists. "By omission it makes a distinction between racketeers
and Communists," Wouldn't you agree, Ben, that it might have made
slightly better distinction than that? 3i The statement is "care-
fully worded so that it does not apply ... to any and every uvse of
the Fifth Amendment at Senate hearings." So the Fifth Amendment
can be used on gome occasions. If there are occasions where it
cannot be used, it might as well not exist. E%I"The Council does
not suvgest that such witnesses be penalized by the government for
refusing to answer questions," merely that they are not entitied to
hold office in a union. The only trouble with this code, Hall goes
on to say, is that enforcement of it is left up to each Internation-
al union, and in many cases they won't bother to enforce it!

Hotel is again, on this point, more aware of reality than is
Labor Action. Hotel states: "Some in labor also have expressed
concern at what they regard as a surrender of basiec constitutional
rights., They argue that the Fifth Arendment must be defended 1in

principle and that no right can be given up without imperiling all,
%nglgg;ng Hltiﬂiteli the right to strike and even to organize."
Emphasis added).

mmmu&mm&m

Labor Action has its ears so finely tuned to the labor bureau-
cracy that it fails to hear the grumblings of discontent in the
ranks. The statements of Rubin and Stellato provide ample evidence
that the policies of the AFL-CIO Council are not being swallowed
without protest. But no word of these or similar protests has
found its way into the pages of Labor Action. Who should Ben Hall
choose to mention as his Sole reference to the existence of opposi=-
tion in the unions to the policy of the Council? No other than
Dave Beck! Beck stated that he opposec¢ the policy of the Council
regarding the Fifth Amendment and that he wovld protect the right
of Teomster officials to invoke the Amendment. The fact that the
Teamsters Union is one of the most corrupt and undemocratic unions
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in existence does not mitigate in any way the correctness of Renk's
stand. It is significant, I think, that Hall did not, while justly
attacking Beck for his crimes against the working class, defend the
use of the Fifth Amendment in all cases.

The primary purpose of the Labor Action articles appears to be
the description of the various corrupt practices of some union of-
ficials. 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 bureaucracy and the government and
their relation to the class nature of our society does not seem to
be forthcoming.

This type of reaction is but the latest example of the orien-
tation of the ISL (and the ¥YSL's right wing) to the labor bureau-
cracy. It seems that in every case where the working class ought
to do something, these people find some reason why someone else
ought to do it for the workers -- either the trade union bureau-
cracy, the liberal movement, the social democracy, or the bourgeois
government itself.

This orientation is an integral part of the overvhelming drive
toward respectability which impels the ISL to regard entry into the
SP-SDF as the only solution to its problems. There are many mil-
itant comrades in both the ISL and the YSL who consider that the
most urgent task for revolutionary socialists is work in the union
movement. These comrades must be made to realize that this work
will be greatly hindered, if not made actually impossible, unless
this bureaucratic outlook is reversed.

e

AN, URGENT APPFAL ¥ROM THE EDITORS OF THE LEFT WING BULLETIN

We have recieved a large number of requests for the first issue of the
ILWB from all over the country. We are sorry to announce that the first issue is
completely out of stock and we have been forced to turn down a number of requests
We also have a dangerously low supply of the IWB for our files.

We urge anybody Wwho has an extra copy or cpoles of the first issue to please

send them directly to us. W will be gald to reemburse anyone for the postage
involved,

We wish to pubicly apoligize to 21l those whp have been inconvenianced by
this. We have increased the run of this new issue and should be able to handle
all requests without any difficultly.

~~=THE EDITORS
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LETTER TO A YSL COMRADE

By Shane MNage
Dear Comrade, Feb. 28, 1957

In this letter I would like to discuss some of the im-
portant points raised in this discussion of socialist unity
and socialist regroupment.

I think our starting point should be the fact that no
one in the YSL is opposed to socialist unification. This is
very encouraging to me,-- I think it is a sign of political
maturity that our organization is free from any hint of an
ultra-leftist sectarian insistence on complete theoretical
and political agreement. In facty, if any significant number
of members of the YSL held such a view, the very existence of
the YSL would become impossible, so important are the political
differences among leading members of the organization!

The political differences dividing the Left and Right
wings of the YSL are thus not at all based on a different
opinion as to the peed and importance of socialist regroup-
ment. The disagreement is over with whom we should try to
unitey and on what basis. Precisely because of this we
should try to keep firmly in mind the basic reason why we
want socialist regroupment in America today == otherwise we
run the risk of becoming so involved in organizational details
and unimportant considerations of all sorts that we forget what
it is that we want to achieve by socialist unity.

I think we all, no matter what tendency in the YSL we belong
to, can answer that basic question in essentlally this way:
we want socialist regroupment because we want to form an organ-
ization which will be more effective in promoting socialist
politics among American workers and American youth., We of
the Left Wing go further and define the "socialist politics"
we wish to promote explicitly as "independent political action
of the working class and the oppressed peoples here and every-
where throughout the world, against both capitalist and Stalin-
ist oppressors." I believe you also conceive this as your
political objective as a soclalist, and I also think that most
members of the YSL who are for unity with the SP-SDF would

%ggee, The cuestion is how can we best apply it in America
oday.

I answer that we have to start with the possibilities open
to us as socialists in America, with the famous "objective
situation." I am sure that you're well aware what this means
== that the various socialist groups in the U.S. are not
small propaganda groups ("sects") because they want to be,
but Lecause the general climate of cold-war prosperity and
witch~hunt repression make it dmpossible for us to form any
large scale movement among workers or students, It follows
from this that we will not be able to grow out of this prop-
aganda group existence and become a "significant" political
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movement as long as the same general economic conditions
continue to exist. Now I don't think anyone in the Y¥YSL will
say a radical economic change is around the corner =-- so we
are left with a basic perspective of a slow and gradual rad=-
icalization of the American working class,

Under these conditionsy what will be the organizational
form of the American socialist movement? I think we can
confidently predict that it will be similar to what it is
today -- a relatively small propaganda group (and, remember,
we can grow a hell of a lot without beginning to get out of
that category!) But this is no reason at all to get dis-
covraged ==- socialist politics and socialist ideas are rel=-
evant and significant precisely because they represent the
future, not the present, imperative necessities of the Amer-
ican Labor Movement. It is very possible for us to grow today,
because the war prosperity is wearing thin, the witch-hunt has
gotten tired for want of handy victims, the international
objective situation has, despite "Doctrines" of one or the
other sort, moved away from the immediate threagt of major
war, The first signs of radicajization are observable today
in the American working class, and in the more narrow circles
of the Left the emergence of the workers' revolution in E.
Eurcope and its effects on the Stalinists have given us major
opportunities for growth in that quarter. The stakes in this
discussion of socialist unity are essentially whether or not
the YSL will be able to intervene in a positive way to promote
the growth of a healthy socialist movement out of this present
period of regroupment.

On this basis we can examine more closely the proposals
offered by the two tendencies in the YSL. The Right Wing
proposes that the YSL (and ISL) dissolve itself as in indep-
endent tendency and enter the SP-SDF on the basis of the
present politics and leadership of that group. The Left Wing
counterposes to this the idea that the YSL should seek to
attract to itself all radicals who agree with the basic
definition of socialist politics I cited earlier, whatever
their differences on a host of other important political
and theoretical questions (such as Third Camp, nature of
Sta.inism, Colonial Revolution, Road to ineri. In this
respeet the YSL would pose itself, in the youth field, as
the center of regroupment for the left, hoping that a similar
regioupraut would take place speedily among "adult" socialist
organizafions, To an extent, the YSL Left 7ing caucus today
rep:=senls this sort of regroupment -- we seek to include, and
acwi: iiy do include on a basis of full equality, members who
aifZ-r on many questions but who agree on the need to maintain
the YSL as a revolutionary socialist organization,

n ¢iscussing these counterposed approachesy I think we
have several criteria in mind., If any socialist organization
ls ¢oing to be a propaganda group, shouldn't it be judged first
of 5il on the basic of the propaganda it puts out, ie., on the
basis of its political line? Secondly, because even the best
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soclalist propaganda is worthless if it only remains on

paper, what possibility does this organization have to
intervene in the actual process of growth of the radical
working class consciousness that is today coming into
existence? And thirdly, what possibility does it have of
today gathering around itself the best elements of the present
socialist groups?

Now as to the first point, what is the political line that
the SP-SDF is putting forward to the American workers, and will
continue to put forward if the ISL and YSL join it? We have
qualified their politics as pro-capitalist and pro-imperialist
-= and you know that this definition is regourously exact,

Do you think that propaganda for the sort of program contained

in the SP-SDF "Memorandum of Understanding" aids the cause

of socialism in America? If not, doesn't the presence of a
supposedly "revolutionary" group like the ISL in the SP-SDF
really serve to cover up for the politics of the SP-SDF leader=-
ship, to set the seal of genuine socialist upon them? Certainly,
in many instances it is important for socialists to join groups
with atrocious programs (like trade unions) in order to reach
important numbers of workers with their program, But who can
say that the SP-SDF has even as many workers in it as the ISL?

Some people have put forward the position that they are
for entering the SP-SDF, but only if it changes important
aspects of its political position first, Like most center
positions, this one 1s likely to be torn apart by the fire
from the two extremes. The Right Wing can say, with absolute
accuracy, that the only way to get into the SP=-SDF is to accept
their terms without reservation -- they would never take us on
any other basis. And we of the Left add to that that this is
a compelling reason why those who think socialist unity must take
place on a socialist (or at least not anti-socialist!) basis
cannot be for unity with the SP-SDF,

This seems to be the position of Bogdan in the YSL, of
Hal and Gordon in the ISL. But what is the actual political
effect of their stand? Don't they, by agreeing with Shachtman
and Martin that socialist unity means primarily unity with
the SP-SDF concede the main point? What they are doing now,
it seems to me, is to establish the basic principle of unity
with the SP-SDF, On the basis of this principle, the Right
Wing will be able to procede to negotiate unity on their
program of complete acceptance of the SP-SDF political line
and discipline as the basis for unity. Faced with this event-
vality, the center group must split -- some comrades who see
no alternative will go along with the majority (a majority only
thanks to them) and enter the SP. Others, who are intent on
participating only in real socialist regroupment, will refuse to
go along with a program which they reject, and will seek to
form an alternative center for regroupment together with us of
the Left Wing. We will welcome them, of course, but wouldn't
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the whole situation at that time be far healthier and better
for regroupment (for instance, insofar as the YSL would
continue to exist as a center for regroupment) if they had
earlier drawn the logical consequences from their political
position and joined with the Left to obtain a YSL majority
agalnst SP-SDF unity?

As I have stated, the socialist regroupment we of the left
advocate would be based squarely on the minimum socialist
polities that I outlined. Thus, despite the fact that it very
well might have a stand with which many of us disagree on various
theoretical questionsy it would be able to put forward a really
socialist political program to American workers and youth, and
we, as a revolutionary tendency, would be able to function
within it loyally and with complete freedom, From a 1it
point of view, isn't this infinitely preferable to the Right
Wing's proposal which would confine the YSL tendency to an
impotent minority in the SP-SDF, and unable to struggle for its
views internally, because it has pledged in advance not to
take over the SP-SDF (and because, if it did attempt to get
its basic political views adopted by the united organizations,
that would merely lead to a new split, reducing us to where we
are today!)

Now as to the second of these criteria, the possibilities
for intervention in the radicalization of the American working
class. We all conceive of this radicalization as leading
to and through the formation of a labor party. As I showed in
my report on the plenum in the first issue of our Bulletin,
the Right Wing conceives of this process as a mechanical
succession of stages, basing themselves on a formal and a=-
historical comparison with the experience, half a century ago,
of the British labor movement. I don't think I have to add
anything to that exposition here, but I think I can clarify
this point a little more by examining the actual processes
leading to the formation of a Labor Party, and the likely
relationship of socialists to them.

Let us look at two examples of the developing radicalization.
among the American workers: the recent call for a Labor Party
by the biggest local in the UAW, and the Dues Protest movement
in Steel. Both of these represent a single process =-- the
rebellion of the workers in America's basic industries zgainst
the domination and corruption of their unions by a solid, en-
trenched, privileged, conservative bureaucracy which serves as
a heavy restraint on their class struggle, both in the factory
and 1n politics., This is apparent in the Dues Protest movement,
desplite the excessively narrow and limited character of its
program, It is no less true for being somewhat more indirect
in the UAW. Ford Local 600, the UAW's biggest, has continually,
under the leadership of Stellato, been the center of rank and
file opposition to the Reuther bureaucracy. Its clear call for
a Labor Party represents an extension of its intra-union struggle
into a straightforward rejection of Reuther's entire political
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position of acceptance of an support to the Democratic Party.

Now, what can we say about the relationship of the SP-SDF to

this process, in reality and not in Nax lartin's visionary

schema? Our starting point, as Marxists aware of the history

and nature of international social-democracy in t»at the social-
democrats, from the viewpoint of class nature and social role,

are no different from the labor bureauverats -- that in fact,

in virtually all instances, the social-democratic leaders are
simply the political instruments and spokesmen of the labor
bureaucracy, and sometimes even more committed to the preserv-
ation of the capitalist system than the labor bureaucrats, Is

this general proposition untrue of the U.S.? Not historically

-- in Debs' time the actual leaders of the SP worked out the

theory that the political party and the trade unions were sep=
arate arms of the working class, therefore the SP should not
interfere in the affairs of the unions (I speak of the Hillquits
and Bergers as the actual leaders of the SP, the men who controlled
its machinery, above all its electoral and publicistic apparatus.
Debs was always the Qutﬁjdﬁ leader, who considered himself "above
factions" in the life of the partys. This meant that, in practise,
the SP sided with the Gompers bureaucrats against the revolutionary
SP left-wingers like Haywood, who was forced out of both the

AFL and the SP,

In the 1930's, when a new and radical generation entered
the SP, it seemed to be breaking with this persistent practice,
to attempt to organize the SP to pursue a class struggle policy
in the unions in a democratic and diseiplined fashion. This
led directly to the split with the SDF, right-wingers who refused
to separate themselves from labor bureaucrats like Dubinsky,
who had left the SP at the start of its leftward movement ,
because they were unwilling even to accept consultation with
rank and file SPers in their unions. The high point of this
development was reached when the SP split with the SDF and
accepted the Trotskyists as members =-- but the SP under the
pressure of "Popular Frontism" and the llew Deal retreated from
its left-wing peak, and rejoined the labor bureaucrats and the

SDF in supporting LaGuardia, though it had to expel its own
left wing to do this.

Today the radicalizing process is long since completely
undone, and the SP has returned well behind its starting point
by mergin with the (DF, which had steadily and consistently
moved right. The political basis of the SP-SDF fusion was complete
support to the politiecs of the labor bureaucracy -- pro-U.S.
imperialism in world affairs, pro-Democratic Party in the U.S.
Can we expect the SP-SDF to intervene in the labor movement in the
way that socialists must in order to speed the formation of a
Labor Party -- as open and declared opponents of the Reuther-
Meany bureaucracy? To ask that question is to answer it. Despite
the fact that the American labor bureaucrats today feel no need
for a "socialist" covering, and consequently the official soecial-
democracy is tiny and isolated from the labor movement, the

1dentity of social nature and class interest between the two is
what decides!
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The final one of the three criteria I set forth was: what
represents the best possibility for regrouping today the best
elements of the various left-wing groups?

Our starting point here again must be the objective
conditions behind the discussion of regroupment in America.
It is evident, I think, that the gnly change in those objective
conditions which can in any way promote the regroupment of
soclalists is the world-wide crisis of Stalinism. Those groups
which previously looked toward Russia as representing the
realization of Socialism are the ones which have been thrown into
confusion by the events of the last year, whose members are
questioning their whole previous outlook and seeking a way to
form a genuine united organization of American socialism. Doesn't
it follow from this that our primary concern should be to find
a way to unite with these socialists, to find a way to win them
to our political position?

Does unity with the SP-SDF help to achieve this regroupment?
On the contrary, I would expect it to preclude it. First of all,
the SP-SDF is not for this sort of regroupment -- it wants as
members only those who accept its basic politics, not those who
seek to maintain their own ideas (and that is why Shachtman is
having so much trouble getting the SP=SDF to want even him as
a member!) Secondly, the politics of the SP-SDF are positively
repulsive to these people, particularly to left-wing youth who
seek to act as genuine socialists, not to be forced into the role
of apologists for Stevenson and Dulles =- they could Just as
well stay with Kruschev! And third, the conditions which the
Right Wing itself sets for unity are completely undemocratic
and should be sufficient to repel anyone who continues to believe
that Russia represents a progressive forece -- for the actual
proposal says that this regroupment should be open to everyone
but that under no circumstances should its political program
accept the idea that Russia is any sort of socialist or even
workers state. This means that members of the organization will
be told that they have no right to get it to adopt their position,
even if a majority agrees with them (as it most certainly would
if even a large section of those who consider themselves socialists
Joined it). Can democratic socialists make such a proposal?
Can gerious political people accept it?

Compare the appeal which the Left Wing of the YSL could make
to these groups if it had the majority of the organization. They
would be asked to join on the basis of socialist politics, not
State Department politics. They would be welcomed as first-class
members with full democratic rights, including the right to have
their viewpoints adopted if they so desire and get a majority
for them, of course within the framework of the basic principles
that they would genuinely accept by joining. The largest single
organization of the non-Stalinist, non-sectarian left, the SWP,
would not be precluded from participating in this regroupment
(as it would be by the SP-SDF), but would, on the contrary,
place 1t under considerable pressure to do so.
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What I have tried to do by this comparison of the Right
and Left wing positions on these points is to show that, in
addition to being a principled socialist political stand,
the Left Wing proposal for regroupment is more practical,
less "sectarian", and of course far more in the interests of
the development of American socialism,

One final point. I have heard that the leaders of the
Right VWiing, particularly Comrade Schachtman, have been accusing
the YSL Left Wing of being "agents of the SWP," Now I don't
know what effect a formal denial of this by us can have, since we
will undoubtedly be accused of hiding our real views, but I can
categorically state that this is untrue., We are not out to take
as many people as possible into the SWP. We are out.to build
the YSL as an independent socialist youth organization, including
members of all socialist tendencies.

Vy own political sympathies for the SWP are, of course,
well known, I feel that it is the only socialist organization
in the U,S. that has maintained a congistently revolutionary
political outlook, that has been able to maintain 1ts soclalist
opposition to Stalinism while correctly gauging the importance
and progressive character of colonial revolutionary movements
even under the Stalinist mis-leadership, I have never concealed
my views on this point.

But the YSL Left Ving is not founded on this basis -- it
is founded on the basis of preserving and building the YSL! It
includes people who represent different political views on
the colonial revolution, people hostile to the SWP as well as
those friendly to it., We want you to join with us, We do not
make as a condition for that your changing, by so much as a
comma, your present views (whatever they are) on the Chinese
questiony, on the Russian question, on the S'P,

What we want to build is a strong and united socialist youth
movement in which proponents of all socialist views can discuss
thelr differences while acting for socialism. We feel that a
YSL genuinely committed to this proposition could have enormous
appeal to radical youth of all tendencles, and could grow very
rapidly in size and influence, Adoption of the Right Wing's
perspective, if it is carried out, would mean a split in the
YSL. We are completely against a split -- we will, if we win,
urge the Right Wing comrades to remain in the YSL, even if they
Join the SP. We want to make the YSL the center for socialist
youth regroupment. I certainly jope you will help us to do

this, and in any event I look forward to receiving your answer
to these thoughts,

== Shane Mage



By Tim Wohlforth

Comrades Arlon, Debbie, Bogdan, and a number of others
who are at peesent supporting Martin on the unity question,
resent very much our characteriaation of the present unity
move as "capitulation to social democracy." They attempt
to discuss the 1lssue as soley a tactical one and not one
involving political capitulation.

In the last issue of the LVB I gave one example of
gurrent YSL and ISL politics which can only be described as
capitulation. I cited the refusal of the YSL-NEC majority
and the ISL to recruit from the SP=SDF or to urge the left=-

wing comrades there to carry out a thorough fight against the
SP=SDF merger,

In this issue I will give another example, I will do
this in the form of a challenge; I challenge all these
comrades who support the right-wing unity proposal, but who
insist that this support in no way limits their political
functioning, to write an article for Labor Action criticis-

ing (in a friendly way, to be sure) the politics of the
SP=SDF,

I warn you in advance that there is an excellent chance
that such an article 7ill not be printed. In fact LA's ed-
itor, Comrade Draper, has made quite clear his resentment on
this faet. GChould your aricle not be printed I for one will
protest to the best of my ability the refusal of L/A to print
such an article. What Martin and Harrington will do is an=
other matter.

I will gladly sugegest a list of subjects for such an
article, subjects, such as the SP=:DF's support of
American imperialism in the Suez crisis.

This is no small issue, for in this country the spokes=-
man of the social democracy 1is the SP=SDF, It doesn't suf=-
fice simply to attack the French SFI, It is the respons-
ibility of any real socialist to express his criticisms of
the treacherous politics of the SP-SDF in this country---
the country in which we live and function politically.

All the comrades should think for a minute on what 1is
involved here. DBefore we even enter the SP=-SDF the com=
rades are Pefusing to criticise the social democracy pub-
licly in our own country. What can we expect from such
comrades once they get into the SP=SDF and once they will
be exposed to the threat of expulsion? (The SP=-SDF has had
plenty of experience in expelling radicald!) Once in they
will undoubtedly play the role of "policeman of the left=-
wing" as Comrade Haskell so accurately has put it,
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Thus we have before us another example of the aapitu-
latory nature of the present unity move. To those com-
rades who feel that this is simply a mistuaken tactic and
not integrally related with the whole politics of the
right wing I repeat my challenge: write an article criti-
cal of the SP for Labor Action and see what happens. I
would only be too happy to be proven wrong on this point,

Baitorial Note—

In order to be in keeping with the general spirit of things we would
like to suggest a few slogans to the "majority" as a basis for further activity on
the part of the YSL. We hope these will come in hany to somebody.

JOIN THE YSIL t'a § L

AND BUILD THE SOCIAL DEMOCRACY §} ! 1

AGAINST THE ALLIED BLoC! 1 |
AND THE MURDEROUS STALINIST IMERIALIST DoGSt 1 | &
FOR THE SOCIAL DEMOCRAC¥L 1 L |

JOINTHEYPSL 1 1 1 1
AND WE'LL JOIN YOU' .t |

CLASP HOOPES TO YOUR BosuMt 1§ 1| %
UNITY TO THE RIGHTY 1 1§ 1



A SHORT REPLY TU Cu RADE MEIER'S TRIVIaL CU.ILUTS

By Scott Axden Muzch 6, 1967

Tae publicétion of Cumrade Meier's article "Sume Trivial Cum-
ments on the mea&ning of the voting process, and in particulser of an
"wbetention' iu ¢y eiizationsl and democrétic functioning" in the
lest issue of the Young Swcialist neview (Vel, 3, Hu, 4, Mar, 4th,
1967*) swteblishes oncs more, for the benefit of any doubting Thom-
&s, Norman or otherwise, that the YSh is truly & democratic orgén,

We sh&ll not dwell on her &rticle's title, which is enough to
bug the eye and fruy the typswriter ribbon of an ordinuary mortal,
except to concede its essentiul honesty -- seldom has the promise of
trivial comment been so thoroughly cerried out,

Mure impar tant is what she says, which if one is anualyticel
(and she does provoke this epproich) emounts to:

1) Certain members of the Yol nave been acting up réther badly.

2) Tnis takes the form of their not voting for the positions put
forth by the Martin group, Tue "people™ in question have dured to
abstain iuutead, :

3) We all know that you do not héve to agree with & position, ox
understand it, to vote for it, Uuderstanding is & bourgeois anti.
socialist prejudics,

4) If you happen to walk into &« room when & vote is taking place,
don't hesitate, F.sten jour e;e8 on the neerest supporter of Cun-
rade )M .rtin 8nd imitate the movements he makes, Discuscion, ex-
change of idedag, presentationse of pointe of view, &re 8ll very nice
but insignifiecant. Go to the john if you must when this kind of
thing starts, but get back in time to vote,

5) 1f you don't do so you 8re guilty of COUNTLReRLVOLUTION, w&
well a8 other stuff,

6) Pellow li.rtinites, if you have 'wbetainers' i. your Uuit,
force them to juati? uwot voting with you, Tnis &pproach works
particularly we when applied to newer members who becsuse of
their insecurs background in the ¥YSL tend to be susceptible to pres-
sure from "the estublished leusdsrship," Bwburréss the hell out of
them and in the future they'il not dare to do other than vots with
you on every question.they 4o not understénd,

7) Caeez, Mux, did you really loge the membership refercndum?

Ccmrade Meier makes these seven points in & manner we wa ld

* I cite the source in thic cersful fashion only beceuse uninformed
" " comrades might think me ouilty of inventing this title,
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not dream of imitgtfng. The illogic of what she says seems to
men little to her and we must therefore extend to her our deepest
sympathy, since b@slc”lly she is = very nice 2nd well-me=ning com-
rdade .

- -

If we are, however, allowed the right of ex“mining her logic,
we must raise cert2in questions.

liost obviously, Debbi®, you s=y: "A% one time, in the Chicago
oYL, there existed = geners]l practice of asking the ~bstainérs to
state their motivotions. In genersl this is = 'good policy and, if
prectised by other ¥YSL units, might help to clarify some of the
questions raised here.,"

dow "other YSL units" ~pply to "At one time, in thHe Chic~pgo
SYL" (my emph=sis) 1s not of perticuler interest., I w"s 2 member
of the CHicPgo Unit of the SYL 2 yeer or so before you were re-
crulted #2nd do not remember such ° proctice but this too is not
lmportant. o . A

What 1s important, °nd if you h%ve any typewriter ribbon Teft
I hope to héar an answer, is why, pray tell, 1s 1t more necessAary
to explein °n =bstention than 2 vote pro _or con? i

I, person~lly, usu?lly explein °ny "“bstention" vote I moke
(just »s I do °ny "prp or con" vote) So s to elimin®te any doubt
in the minds of others As to my motiv~tions. This iIs, however, a
privilege (not »n obligrtion) °nd I do so only to meke my position
cle=r.

But logic2lly, =Side from your bi~s toword the "offici=l
leadership" (demonstreobly unrepresentotive), what's the différence
between Pro, Con, or Abstention? Why, °pplying your criteris,
shouldn't the member just back from the john, who Voted for Mar-
tin's positIon only bec~use he s°w cert®in h°nds r~ised, be °s
subject to = demnd th"t he justify openly his vote?

The "precious ripght to Voteé" 1s irrelevont, especi~lly since
you yourself polnt out that 2n 2bstention 1s = positive vote,

. Is it not, Debbie, contrfry to your specific~%ions, oblipga-
tory for every soci~list to cast his vote in the most intellipent
and informed m°nner possible?

Wle do represent, however distorted, = venpu~rd element soc-
ia1ly specking, 2nd the only responsible courseé for eny member who
reclly is undecided on the issues involved in 2ny porticul®r bel-
lot 1s abstention. s i

You cennot deny, in °ny cfse, thot the "viewpoint"™ you pre-
sént on this question Is one geared to =21id the present artificial
m? jority in the ¥YSL le~dership.
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LETTER TO THE EDITOR

To the Editor:

I have Just read the first issue of the LEFT WING BULLETIN,
and on the whole I find 1t quite interesting and worthwhile. On
page 20, however, I note the following remarks about ¥YSL.Chairman
Mike Herrington: he ",., 18 a pacifist, believes in God, and
holds a menshevik position on the Russisn revolution ..." I gath-
er gggm the context that the writer deems these to be undesirsble
dquea les.

It would appear from the above that the Left-Wing Caucus has
established restrictive membership clauses, based on matters of
little or no relevance to the issues at hand, which would place
many socilslists permenently beyond the Pale, I for one would be
among their number, since I firmly believe in the existence of =@
Supreme Belng, and I make no apologies for this belief.

It seems ironic that with its first bresth of fresh sir, the
Left-Wing Caucus should already be encumbered with the ugly car-
buncles of reactionary prejudice. And while it is not my place to
tell the Caucus how to conduct its affairs, it would appear that
now, at the outset, is the best possible time to rid itself of
such disfiguring intellectual bolls. It is my understending thet
98% of Americens believe in immortelity; 1t would therefore ap-
pear that the LWC must eventually lower its barriers 1f it ever
hopes to bulld & mass movement.

I trust the members of the L"C will give these remarks their
esrnest consideration,

Bincerely,
California, March 13, 1957 George R, MacKenzie

Dear Comrade MacKenzie:

Let me first make 1t clear thet our Caucus does not exclude
those who happen to believe in God. Anyone who agrees with the
"Left-Wing Declaration" is welcome, and agreement with the Declar-
ation is the sole criterion for membership in the Caucus, BState-
ments made in the BULLETIN by individual contributors like myself
do not nedessarlly represent the views of the Caucus.

However, as far as my own views are concerned, you are quite
correct in assuming that I consider bellef in God, pacifism and
menshevism to be undeslirable qualities in a revolutionist, These
positions I do not consider to be "the ugly carbuncles of resc-
tionary prejudice" but simply a defense of Marxist methods and
polities.

I myself snesk as a conscious Marxist. By relsing in this
way the question of Comrade Harrington's views I was simply quest-
loning whether the leading spokesman of the right wing also was a
Marxist. Of course I feel the right wing has a perfect right to
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plck 1ts own spokesmen but at the same time their choice is a ref-
lection of the nature of their politics.

As Marxism is based on a materialist conception of nature it
is obvious that any religion is in conflict with basic Marxist
methodology. If one chooses to believe in God and be a Marxist one
must at lesst attempt to reconcile these mutually conflicting
approaches,

Marxists have always opposed pacifism, feeling that any attempt
to disarm the werking class in the face of the destructive power
concentrated in the hands of the ruling class has in reality a
counter-revolutionary effect.

Menshevism as 2 methodology and as politics also plays, as it
did in 1917, a counter-revolutionary role. Martov, for all his
good intentions, placed himself on the wrong side of the berricades
in the most important historical event in the history of the work-
ing class,

Now any comrade cen hold any and all of these views and remain
& member cf the YSL. I for one will defend his right to do so and
have even recruited such people myself. But such a comrade has no
right to consider himself a Marxist, for at least in these fields
he is not. Whether he can still apply the Marxist method in other
areas is doubtful, to say the least.

In the case of Ccmrede Harrington, who holds all of these pos-
itions and who also hes informed me that he opposes the dialectic,
we are presented with whet our euphemisticelly inclined soclologists
call "a syndrome of characteristics." When we add to this his lack
of serilousness about his ideas and politics, evinced by his refusal
to present these views openly to the movement, I feel we can be
Justified in calling into question the serlousness of the right
wing's politics, for which he speaks. If the right wing wishes to
openly repudiste Marxism, this 1g its privilege: then we can con-
duct a dirferent type of discussion., So far every person in the
ﬁight wing I have spoken to has the impression that he or she is a

arxist.

Fraternally,
Tim Wohlforth



March 6, 1957
To All Units of the ¥YSL:

At the Narch 5 meeting of the NAC a motion unanimously
pissed by the Berkeley Unit of the YSL calling for immediately o=~
pening the pages of Challenge to anti-unity articles was discussed.

After a short discussion, all the NAC members favoring unity
voted against the Berkeley recuvest and the one member who opposed
unity votec for it. The majority argued that the minority was
being denied access to Challenge largely because of space consid-
erations.

The minority member informed the committee that on several oc-
casions in the past Chall nge was opened to discussion of questions
raised in the ranks. Th=se includeda discussion on civil liberties
of fascists, on the Chinese Revolution, and on liberalism. He
pointed out that the present controversy in the YSL is far more sig-
nificant than any of these as it involves whether or not to dissotve
the organization.

He also referred the comrades to the following motion passed
at the September plenum and still in force: "The minority to be
allowed access to Challenge in the form of a discussion articley at
least." He then remind=c¢ the comrades that less than a week ago
Comrade Shachtman had putlicly called for an open and public dis-

cussion of the unity question in the ISL and wished that the ¥YSL
would do likewise.

I vrge all units of the YSL to discuss this matter at the ear-
liest possible date and to inform the NO as to their feelings on
the mattecr. I am sure that you will all arree that the richt of a
minority 1o exXpress itself publicly has been an important part of
our tradition and our conception of democracy in a youth movement.

So that this discussion can proceed in an open, public and dem=
ocratic fachion I urge all units and members of the ¥SL individually
and collectively == whether or not they agree with the minority --
to protest this move on the part of the majority of the NAC. I

also urge all of you to write for further information on the matter
from the NO,.

I am confident that everyone in the ¥YSL wishes to proceed in
the most democratic fashion in discussing this basic question of
unity. It is in this spirit that I address this appeal to you.

Submitted by

Tim Wohlforth
Member NEC, NAC

Copy to NO and all units



DF R IRS
Editorial Notet |
The following document is now in the public domaln as it
has been reprinted in the Lab dv e, we have

been informed by Comrade Harrington.

It is important that every comrade in the YSL thoroughly
acquaint himself with it as this is the political basis upon
which you are being asked to "unite" with the SP-SDF. The
document itself is so rotten that the SP-SDF did not make it
publie until considerably after the unity had been consummated.

We of the Left-Wing Caucus have defined the SP-SDF's brand
of "socialism" as "State Department Socialism"™ while the left
wingers in the SP have questioned whether the politics expressed
in this memorandum are "“socialist"™ in any sense of the word.

The comrades supporting Martin et al seem to have the
greatest difficulty describing the SP-SDF's politics. Debbie
finds it "hard to find out what its program is" and Jim B.
together with Arlon defines it as "politically amorphous™
and question whether it has "real politics and positions in
the usual sense of the words."

e urge these comrades to read this document. You will
find the basic politiecs of the SP-SDF clearly expressed here
so that Debbie will have no trouble finding them out and Jim
B. will discover that its politics are just about as real as
you can get. So real in fact that it hurts.

S0 lets quit kidding ourselves. One may be for unity
with the SP=SDF or against it. But let all at least understand
what the SP-SDF is and on what basis it just united.

(All emphases in original Ynjgsg otherwise specified.)

Forei atemen

As believers in democratic socialism, we feel that sure
and abiding peace requires the progressive achievement of a
"universal fellowship of free men and free nations. The
political expression of this fellowship will be the conscious
management of the world's resources and technology for the good
of all the people, for the universal abolition of slavery and
for the cnd of exploitation and war,

To this end democratic Socialism == or Social Democracy
== with its historiec pvorlamation of the unity of the workers
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of the world has always been devoted, and our united Socialist
movement in America will take its rightful place in the ranks
of Socialists everywhere who believe in, and struggle for, this
Aim.

We Socialists believe that the struggle against the factors
that lead to war -- the battle against exploitation, against
imperialism, and against that newer and more terrible form of
imperialism, totalitarianism -- must be continued and intensified.
Today man lives under the shadow of three enormous fesrs. The
first apd most immediste is that we may use the marvel of growing
mastery over atomic energy for an act of collective suicide,

The second and more remote in time is that uncontrolled increase
in population, exhaustion of resources and the barriers to coop=-
eration set up by national, class, and ideological divisions

may drive mankind, despite its collective achievements in science,
down to a level a little above subsistence. The third is that
the growing power and influence of totalitarianism, operating
under false but appealing slogans that enlist the sympathy of the
have-nots and that warp the judgment of those not in the orbit

of our civilization may either win out in the struggle for men's
minds or force us into ever=-increasing armament, saddling
democracy with too great a burden or foreing upon us a state of
tension and fearful apprehension that may result in the war we
all abhor and would do all we can to prevent.

In this crusade to prevent war at the same time that we

ward off hunger and the spread of appeasement of totalitarian-
ism, we must work out a cooperative war on the world's poverty,
in which the more industrially advanced nations would give
economic aid in the task of helping industrially backward nations
to raise their living standards and to line up with us in the
battle against a totalitarianism that fattens on men's hunger
and discontent. Toward this end we must erase the last vestiges
of colonialism and despotic control of others. lie are aware

that misery, disease, poverty, and oppression are the poison
weeds that breed communism, and that colonial peoples have

an inalienable right to fulfill their aspirations for freedom
and home rule. We extend the hand of friendship to all colonial

eoples engaged in genuine democratic liberation movements not
initiated, engineered, or directed by Communist plotters.* Ve
call on our government to expand and democratize the Point Four
program launched by the preceding administration and to aid in
the achievement by colonial peoples and by all nations of genuine=-
ly democratic governmental and economic systems. We know that
such economic help to backward and undeveloped areas -- aid given
to the peoples and not to the military or economic masters of a
land -- is one of the most practical methods of establishing
and strengthening democratic institutions and of repelling and
defeating the machinations of Communist propagandists.

Strengthening the United Nations

In pursuit of our aim to make maximum war upon hunger and

* Emphasis added -- Ed.
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exploitation American Socialists find their allies around the
world in the Socialist International and the Asian Sccialist
Conference and they look for the strengthening of the United
Nations as a step in the development toward federal world
government. We believe that at the heart of a practical program
for the achievement of peace ultimately must be our insistence
upon world-wide acceptance of universal, enforceable, not uni=-
lateral and not illusory -- disarmament urder a strengthened
United Nations. This drive must go hand in hand with the
cooperative war on the world's poverty outlined above.

Such a crusade must not be based on any illusion that peace
can be achieved by appeasement of the Communist imperialism
that threatens the world's peace and freedom by its persistent
drive for universal control over men and nations, over the bodies
and minds and souls of men., We realigze that until universal,
enforceable disarmament can be achieved, the free world and its
democraticéal established military agencies must be consten
on guard against the military drive of Communist dictators, *
lest the gains made by the socialist movement in the last half=-
century -- as indeed its hope for the future -- be lost in an
enslaved world. This position is an acceptance of a world frame
of reference in which the united Socialist Party can continue to
fight against the social evils of our times, includirg militarism,
and for a socialist world.

We still believe that there is a Socialist alternative to
both a hot war against Communism and appeasement -- at least
an alternative that must be tried before we throw up our hanés
in the kind of despair that may be the forerunner of the total
war we fear. We believe that a democratic and Socialist offens-
ive against totalitarian aggression must be advanced =- an
offensive that calls for unceasing attack on poverty, racial
and social injustice and colonial exploitation, which are not
only intolerable in themselves but are the best breeding grounds
for new totalitarian conquest, Socialists do not seek to
compromnise the struggle against dictatorship and injustice but
to divart it into channels and forms where it can more be easily
be won. Their hope lies in the transfer of the conflict between
democracy and totalitarianism out of the realm of atomic war,
and worse, at a time when the weapons that we have fashioned
and that both sides possess threaten universal extinction, mass
suicice in which both totalitarianism and democratic countries
may be engulfed.

Helping the Have-Not Peoples

We believe that it is possible by cheerfully working to-
gether to raise the standard of living in economically under-
developed regions, and by intelligent and understanding and
sympathetic cooperation to win the people of these regions to
enlistment in the struggle against totalitarianism., 'Ye maintain
that through the United Nations rather than individual governments
a program should be carried on involving billions of dollars of
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assistance to those pooples. This progrem wo uld first help the people to

holp themselves to industrialize and to utilize scientifie knowledge for
construotive purposes. It would, second, enable them to resist the bland-
ishments of Communist propaganda end third, it would do much to line them

up with democraoy rather than with totalitarianism in the continuing battle
for a demooratio peace.

Wo Sooialists urge that there be a more intelligent and fare-seoing
Amorican leadership in this cooperative struggle against poverty and exe-
ploitation. Tho Marshall Plan and tho Point Four proposal under President
Truman's adninistration, the proposal of a pool of atomiC enersy for peacew
ful purposes under tho present administration, are expressions of the
American spirit at its best (Emphasis added = Ed.};_—ﬁ% must do all we oan
%o infuse that spirit into more of our feblow Americans, to implement it and
to give it a more socialist underpinning and direction.

In edopting this general statement of Soocialist aims in foreign pol-
ioy, we realize that there is room for some disagrecment on implementation,
though none in regard to our belioef that totalitariaimism must be resisted
vith all our power and thet we must build up the world economy, raise the
standard of living, defeid demoecratic rights and humen values all over the
world and provide the eoconomic basis for world-viide democracy.

Deotailed application of the general principles herein set forth to
gurrent issues of foreizn policy is not a matter of easy and automatio de-
ductions Sooialists the world over are united in opposition to preventive
war but they have not achieved unity of method in dealing with suoh probleoms
as Geman and Japaneso rearmamecit and the recogrition of the communist
govermment on the Chinese mainland. Disagreements on these questions do not
follow the lines which have divided the Scocialist Party and the Socoial Dem-
ocratio Federation, and eventual azreement can be wiorked out better in the
united party faoing reeslistically as they arise than in a party where cone
sideration of honest differences arising out of issues with whioh time has
alroady dealt. In any oase w2z call upon all Social ists everywhere, and
upon all men of good w:ll, to join together in the strugsle for peace,
cocperation, brotherhood, and Social ism in America and throughout the world.

REPORT ON POLITICAL PSRoPECTIVES

lo The United Party recognizes that its first duty in present day Amerioca
is to increase the awarenecss of its fellow citizens in the values of deme
oorxFio soolalisme IGs second duty is to work with all its power of per-
sunsicn for the esteblishment of a labor party, which would tend to beoome
democratle socialist in principle.

20 - Until such an orgenization is formed, United Party groups shall be en=-
ocuraged o take such action eas will best advance socialist education. Reoc-
ogrizirz the contribution Lhat a politically crganized labor movement oan
mace toward such a parity, Socialists will take steps such as to enhance the
value of trade urnion political action.

3. The United Party at this time also reiterates its belief that the Dem-
onratio and Republicwun Paciies as presently constituted, cannot, end will
nol, properly represent the best interests of the vast mass of working
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people and farmers of America, in spite of the presence of some liberals in
the Republican Party, and a greater number in the Democratic Party.

li. Because of the obstaoles and difficulties encountered in oarrying on
indopendent sooialist eleotoral eotion in the coming period, tho United
Party will put its primary organizational emphasis on oarryong on non=
eleotoral campaigns and commurity activity for the meintenance of oivil
liberty, against seprezatory policies, for the extonsion of sooial welfare
measures, for a foreign polioy whéoh would reduce the threat of war, and

general educational eotivity for a Soclialist reorganization of our economy.

5. In localities where the sooialist program can Lbe enharced by such
action, or where, traditionally, socialidt ocampaigns have received support,
cortinued socialist politienl mction should be enocouraged.

6. In various parts of the country some of our members have been involved
in labor-liberal orgenizations (such as the ADA, the Liberal Farty of llew
York State, CIO=PAC, LLPB, eto.)s lMembers of the United Party in these org-
anizations are urged to stress the importance of independent political
aotion.

Ts EE_thﬂ absence EE_indeEpndant Socialist elootoral acktion and.iE_tha
Egyanuahﬁf_iggiggﬂgﬁnt liberal-labor Eﬁpﬂﬁﬂhfas, {E shall be the privilegg
cf Individual stete and losal oipanizations Go elicw thoir ipdividual mem-
Bars So suppers candisates for EESTIE office who have been erdorsed by
1"1':'- -'l- 3 o 2 Y E a:-ﬂd = ry-*-']'
Jiberal and lebor groups. (Zmphasis ad Bde
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