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EDITORIALS

I. AN APPEAL FOR UNITY IN QUR RANKS

The last issue of the Young Socialist Review (Vol. 4, Lio. 1) contained,
as could be expected, a number of attacks on the left wing of the YSL. What was
frightening about the issue was not that the left wing was being attacked but the
way in which it was being attacked and the attitude towards the left wing ex-
pressed implicitly or explicitly in most of the articles. '

Most of the articles were designed to prove that the Left-Wing Caucus was
disloyal, not a part of the “legitimate™ stream of the YSL, a "cannonite caucus",
etc. More important than the fact that these charges happen to be false and are
slanderous is the motivation behind them. This motivation was expressed by
Bogdan Denitch who explici’ly asks us to leave the YSL because he is "for people
joining whatever organization they are closest to' (YSR, Vol. 4, Ho. 1, page

57) and we, according to Denitch, are closest to the SWP.

There are other ominous signs of a certain mood -~ if not z conscious
tactic —— that is developing in the ranks of the right wing. On the HAC
Comrade Herrington spoke of the necessity of really "enforcing the constitution'
following the convention. IExactly what he means by this is unclear. But if his
past actions are anything to judge by, he may be intending to straitjacket the
left wing with a "super—leninist® approach to the question of intermal democracy
in the YSL,

We of the Left Wing all sincerely hope that these above signs do not mezn
shat the right wing is preparing to split the organization, We stahd unalterably
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opposed o eny split ih our ranks. We have been and remain dedicated to building
the YSL even with its present leadership and politics as long as a YSL remains to
build.

This is because our conception of socialist youth unity includes the
right wing. We wish to have a broad independent YSL including in its membership
along with others those who may wish to join the SP-SDF or work toward eventual
affiliation of the YSL to the SP-SDF. While we of course will politically
oppose such a tendency in our ranks we certainly will defend its right to exist.
We will abide by the decisions of this tendency when it is in the majority as
long as we have the right to carry on the struggle for our program and as long
gs the YSL is open to those who disagree with the right wing.

This meens concretely that even if the YSL should choose to affiliate with
the SP-SDF we would go along with this move as long as we could continue loyally
to fight against it and to work for disaffiliation of the two bodies. Of course
we would also insist thet the YSL admit into membership those who also mey wish
to see an independent YSL at some future date.

To ask any more of us would be in effect to demand that we give up the
atruggle for our political program, which is opposition to unity with the
SP-SDF.

The question that comes to our minds on reading over the YSR is: Does the
right wing's conception of unity include the left wingt? Concretely, will the
righ% wing pledge itself to fight, wherever it goes, for the inclusion of the
left wing and oppose any attempts to expell it? Will the right wing state that
it will affiliate the YSL with the SP~SDF only if the SP~SDF accepts the left
wing also as a loyal section of the YSL which wishes to disaffiliate the YSL
from the SP-SDE? If not, then it becomes clear that the right wing has chosen
%o sscrifice its own comrades in the left wing of the YSL as the price of ad~
mission into the SP-SDF.

If this be so, we call on the right wing to frankly admit it instead of
working behind the scenes for our expulsion.

Purthermore we appeal to every member of the YSL to do 21l in their power
to prevent & split in our renks. The YSL must remain united. We must not allow
the right wing in its mad rush for Munity" with the SP-SDF to split its own
ranks and to expell in one way or another a section ol its own comrades which
heppens to be larger than the entire YPSL. Is this any way to approach Munity"?
To split one's own movement? '

We on our part will do our utmost to prevent a split in our ranks. We have
faith in our ideas. We know that ~- unless we are expelled ~- we will win the
majority of the members of the YSL to the concept of the viability of a militant

indepcndent youth movement.

II. ¥HO IS FOR UMITY}

Due to the particular wey in which the unity or regroupment question has
been posed in the ¥SL, many probably think that the differences in the movement
are between the right wing who are "for unity" and the left wing who are Monti-
unity™. While this happens to be correct as far as the question of Tunity" with
the SP-SDF is concerned, it is far from the truth if we take a broader look at




the regroupment gquestion.

Three recent actions on the part of the ¥SL right wing help to clarify this
question. At a recent lew York membership meeting the right-wing majority in the
unit voted to designate the American Youth for Socialism, the SWP-oriented youth
group in New York, as "hostile." (See article on page 10).

Secondly, the HAC clarified its position on the Muste Farum setup. Follow-
ing the lead of the ISL, the right wing has decided that the YSL shall mnot par-—
ticipate in the forum. This forum, which simply organizes the discussion that
has been going on nationally, is condemned by the right wing as having a
stalinoid coloration" and therefore the YSL must not conteminate itself by
participating in it.

As everybody knows the Muste forum setup has no position on anything and
is simply a means of regularizing the regroupment discussion. Its "coloration'
is thet of the radical movement in general which it represents. It includes
gevery radical group except for the right wing of the SP and the YSL-ISL.

Following up this line in a third area, the YSL NAC voted against partic-
ipating in a Jjoint May Day celebration in Hew York that would also include gll
radical tendencies. The YSL would have been given time to spesk and it could
have sald anything it wished. However its "purity" ceme first and it refused to
participate jointly with the rest of the radical movement.

These three actions all have similar characteristics: a retreat from the
entire regroupment discussion; a fear of "contamination" by working together
with the rest of the radical world; and a hysterical condemning of anything
outside the right wing of the YSL, the ISL, and the SP~SDF as "hostile" or
"stalinoid" and the like.

Thus we are beginning to see the real meaning of the right-wing Munity"
proposal. It is based on a sectarian retreat from the entire arena where re-
groupment is essential ~- those in and around the Communist Party. The present
tactics of the right wing are aimed at isolating the YSL from the only fruitful
regroupment arena. Thus while the rest of the radical movement meets and dis—
cusses, the YSL places itself off to the side with only the right wing of the
SP~SDF for company.

Even in this narrow area the right wing is not really for any form of
real Munity". This Comrade Drgper points out in his recent article in Forum
(reprinted on page 27). He states: "The discussion in the League will not even
start getting anywhere until it is realized that Shachtmen's proposition is for
a very distinctive and particular form of 'socialist unity'! -— namely, it orients
toward dissolution-and-~entry into the SP." This, Comrade Drgper points out, has
no similarity to any previous "entry" move in the history of the revolutionary
movemeni. He states that Shachtman is not proposing "that revolutionists join
the party (SP-SDF) in order to ‘revolutionize' it or change its political char-
acter. Ihab is exciuded today, under these circumstances. 1t is excluded for
Shachtman. 1% is not his perspective and not his proposal." (Bmphasis in orig.)
This is because "fvom the point of view which Shachtman holds, it would be a

great error to change the rightwing politics of the SP." Shachtman wanbs a
movement "that appeals to the right," Draper says. This is the resson why'the
ISLers must guard againsh changing the right-wing political character of the
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SP" according to Shachtman's approach. Comrade Haskell put it more frankly abt
an ISL meeting: the ISL would act as the "policemen of- the left wing.™
Shachtmen has never denied this allegation, to our knowledge. He cannot do so
for the simple reason that this is the logical conclusion of the political move
he is advocating. For if the ISL were to enter the SP-SDF and really push their
politics and let the other left-wingers push theirs, this would lead almost im-
mediately to a split which would be disastrous for all parties. Thus the only
solution for Shachtman is to subordinate the ISL's politics to the right-wing
pro-imperialist politics of the SP-SDF for a period of time.

Shachtman bases this move on the following proposition, according to Com-
rade Draper: "That a Third-Camp Marxist propaganda group is not viable today
any longer as an independent organization." This explains the fever of Shachiman
on the entry move. Everything is subordinated to entry into the SP-SDF. The
ISL and YSL must retreat from the resl regroupment discussion; must refuse to
discuss a political basis for unity; and must resort to the cheapest kind of
stalinophobism to win the graces of the SP~SDF leadership. They find themselves
even today —- before the entry —— in the camp of the SP-SDF right wing with the
left wing of the SP-SDF participating in the Muste forum.

Thus we see that the right wing, instead of proposing a real "unity" and
participating with the rest of the radical world in serious discussion, is
attempting to unceremoniously dump the whole movement into the nearest ash can,
which happens to be the SP-SDF. There may be some people in the YSL who say
that the above description is correct for the ISL but it does not hold for the
ISL. We urge these comrades to beware. The warning of Comrade Draper to his
fellow ISLers might well be heeded by YSLers: "What I would like to see even
less, however, is a process whereby the League members back themselves into a
position that turns gut to mean dissolution-and-entry, without a majority
having ever envisaged it." (Emphasis in orig.)

The present NAC draft resolution on "Perspectives for American Socialism"
is specifically designed to achieve the above end. 1t states that the ¥YSL "is
ready to unite with the Socialist Party (SP-SDF) as it stands today." It asks
for no changes in its program and leadership. ZFurther, when discussing the role
of the YSL it states: "By calling upon the merger of the YSL, ISL and SP-SDF,
the YSL states that it favors unity between the ISL and the SP-SDF, and that it
desires to constitute or participate in constituting the youth affiliate of the
united socialist organization." It goes on to state that it does not "know
exactly how this will come about." This leaves the door wide open to a simple
dissolution-and~entry move. It in no way insists that & negotiated affiliation
that would preserve the political independence of the YSL be the only acceptable
one.

The Denitch-Harris~iieier motion of implementation (¥SR, Vol. 3, lo. 4,
page 10) also zllows for a simple dissolution move, for while it states what the
YSL shall "seek! sgreement on a number of vital points, it does hot set up the
minimum the YSL would accept.

At present, we repeat, the YSL right wing is involved not in a move that
will unify the radical youth movemeat but rather in an attempt to dump our
organization into the SP-SIF.

We of the left wing, however, stand for a program of real unity of all
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Americals radical youth on the basis of a militant socialist program. We
propose that, because of its broad nature, the YSL be the center of such a re-
groupment. Instead of calling the AYS a "hostile" organization, we publicly
invite them and 2ll other radical youth to Jjoin the ISL. Instead of attempting
to dissolve the YSL we wish to build and expand it.

Instead of attempting to precipitate a split in the ranks of the ISL we
urge the right wing to remain in the YSL; we include them in our concept of

unity.

We wish to put no straitjackets on the ¥SL that will in fadt impede the
possibility of real socialist youth unity. We therefore oppose entry into or
affiliation with the SP~SDF which would put the YSL, regardless of the form in
which the Munity" took place, under the direct control of the SP-SD¥ NAC and
would therefore exclude a large section of the radical youth in this country who
do not wish to be under the domination of the pro-imperialist SP-SDF.

We urge that the ¥YSL participate fully in the regroupment process and Jjoin
and support the dMuste forum. We urge it to participate in all joint meetings of
the entire radical public as well as to participate in united action with all
radicals including the CP, SWP and SP-SDF as a first step in the general re-
groupment process.

We urge all YSL members to consider carefully the choice before you: Do
you wish to be roped into a dissolution of our movement under the guise of a
"anity" proposal, or do you wish to really build the YSL and join with other
radical youths to build a sound, revitalized youth movement on the basis of
militant socialist politics -~— on the basis of opposition to both capitalism
and stalinism?
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STATEMENT COHGEBNIHG OUR PERSPECTIVES WITH REGARD

TO BEMAINING IN THE YSL AWD LOYALTY THERETO

Because of the repeated accusations of the right-wing leadership of the
YSL and some of its more hysterical sympathizers, we of the Left-Wing Caucus
feel it unfortunately to be necessary to publicly clarify agein our position
on our continued functioning in the YISL. We wish to state once and, we hope,
for all that we are loyal and will remain loyal to the ¥SL as an independent
organization for young socialists.

The Left-Wing Oaucus rejects out of hand as based on nothing other than
hysteria the accusations of "Cannonite agent" that have been hurled at the
caucus in general and some of its individual members in particular. The caucus
deeply regrets that the right wing has undertaken this type of tactic to cloud
and submerge the politicel issues involved in this dispute, and that they have
reduced the discussion to the level of the question of our loyalty. . Furthermore
we strenuously object to the right wing's equating loyalty to their policies
with loyalty to the YSL, and to their manifest desire to have us leave (viz.
Comrades Bogdan's and Shachtman's remarks on various occasions).

The Left-Wing Caucus pledges itself not only to remain in the ¥SL regard-
less of the outcome of the coming convention, but also to continue to remain in
the League in the event of a genuine and democratically agreed upon affiliation
with the SP-SDF, providing (a) that the YSL preserves its independence of pol-
icy, and policy-making authority, particularly with regard to its third camp
position, and (v) that it retains the right to disaffiliate and that it will
regard as loyal any member or faction which advocates such disaffiliation, and
(¢) that it continues its tradition of allowing into its ranks members of the
various adult political organizations. The caucus considers the question of
loyalty to the YSL in the event of dissolution of the League by the right-wing
leadership for the sake of entry into the SP-SDF and its youth affiliate, the
YPSL, as fraudulent and meaningless. Ieither we, nor anyone else, can guaran-
tee continued loyalty to a non-~existent organization.

We of the Left-Wing Caucus, in the light of our position that the present
YSL forms the natural and only possible center for youth regroupment at this

time, reaffirm our intention of continuing to build the YSL and feel that we
have demonstrated our ability to do so.

e The Steering Committee of the

Left-Wing Caucus
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REPORT ON THE NATIONAL CONFERENCE

OF THE LEFT WING CAUCUS

On March 23 and 24 thirteen members of the Left-Wing Caucus, from the
Berkeleys Chicago, Dayton Area, and New York Units, gathered in Ohio to discuss the
situation in the I5L in the context of the perspectives for socialist regroupments

Margaret O. chgired the meeting and Judy M. took the minutes. First on the
agenda was unit and national reports. These gave the caucus members a picture
of how the YSL functions nationally, and of the role of the left wing in each
aXlcac

The second and third items on the agenda, " On Building the YSL" and "The
Struggle in the YSLY , were the major topics for discussions The comrades_ dis-
cussed in detail the various ways in which the YSL could be expanded, and formue
lated their policies for socialist regroupment in the youth fielde They then
discussed the strugele in the ISL, evaluating the struggle as it had developed
and relating it to the general regroupment situatione

On the basis of this discussion, the participating caucus members unan=-
imously adopted two resolutions, one on regroupment and one on the unity of the
75L. The resolution on regraupment is an endorsement of the Simms—Thorn-Rubin
resolutione (The Simms—-Thorn-Rubin resolution, together with the Left Wing
Caucus resolution are reprinted in full in the current ISR.) The resolution
gstates that the Left-Wing Camocus wishes to facilitate the general regroupment of
soclalist forces in theyouth field on a militant classsstruggle basiso? It en-
dorses the general line of the Simmge-ThorneRubin resolution, which urges that the
YSL offer itself as a center for regroupment of socialist youth and urges all
sociglisr youth,whether affiliated with any socialist organization or not, to
join its rankse. "

The Left-Wine resolution further states, in partd "We counterpose this ap~’
proach ~— based as it is on the continuation of the strugszle against both cap-
italism and stalinism ~ to the proposal of the NAC majority to liguidate our
movement under the guise of 'merging! with the YPSL and becoming the youth af-
filiate of the SP~SDF. .

Mje believe that the only kind of movement that can be attractive to the
radical youth of America is a regrouped socialist youth movement based solidly
on the principles upon which our organization was built. "

The resolution on the unity of the YSL was also carried unanimously. 1%
stated:

IThe Left-Wing Caucus of the YSL stands opposed to any move %o split the
¥SL. .

"We dedicate ourselves to building the YISL as it was formed -~ as a demo-
cratic, independent, socialist youth organization.

e request that the Right Wing join with us in a joint declaration stating
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that all elements of the YSL stand dedicated to the continuation of the YSL and
opposed to any split in our ranks. "

Following the adoption of these motions the caucus members proceeded %o
discuss the organization of the caucus. A Steering Committee of five, represen~
ting each area, was elected, consisting of Tim, Shane, Scott, John W., and Jim
R, 1t was decided that Steering Committee members would be responsible for org-
anizing caucus activities in their units and for coordinating the Left Wing
nationally. Sherry was chosen as treasurer of the caucus and Marthe as editor
of the Bulletin.

Assignments for the writing of convention documents were mace, ana finances
were discussed, as well as other organizational details.

Finally there was a discussion on the Gates-Foster struggle in the cP.
Originally the comrades had planned to discuss also the labor probe, the Gaza
question, and Eastern Europe. However, since they decided that the caucus
should not teke positlons on these questions, and since the passage of time had
mede it necessary for several comrades to depart shortly, it was decided that
the struggle in the CP should be the only topic for discussion, since it was
integrally related to the regroupment question.

A year ago, or even a few months ago, a national meeting of an organized
left wing in the YSL could not have been conceived of. The fact that this
meeting took place is a sign, not only of the strength of the left wing, but also
of the rapid pace at which the right wing of the YSL has moved to the right.

The serious, ¢alm, and cooperative manner in vhich the comrades approached
the discussion was heartening to all. The meeting had two important results:
a solid basis of agreement among the caucus members present on the vital prob-
lems confronting it; and a heightening of the confidence, optimism and morale

of the caucus.
' ~ submitted by ow

CORRECTION OF THE BZDITORLAL Qi IHu CHALLmIGE MATTER

I wish first to epologize for the statement published in the LWB (4pril)
which is in fact an exaggeration and factually incorrect. The HAC did not re~
ceive any protests from units when it acted. I based my statement on three facts.
In the first place 1 received from Gerry MicDermott a letter stating that the
Pitt. comrades supported me on the Challenge issue and were so writing the JaC.
Secondly a letter read to the NO from Charles reaffirming his support of opening
the Challenge ta the minority and stating that in his opinion Jim B, and Arlon
sgreed on this. Thirdly, Bogdan stated that he was also now supporting the min-
ority on this.

"Phus I noticed that the LAC had received these protests (which were not
from units) and changed its position since the Tues. HAC and Fricday N.Y. Unit
membership meeting. Therefore I assumea that these protests had something to do
with the change of line.

I however repeat my retraction of the statement that units had protested
as of that date and will publish a retraction in the next IWB and apologize for
a1y misconceptions this may have engendered." ~~ Statement of TW in NAC mimutes

of March 19.
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ON HQSTILITY AMD UNITYwwd LOOK AT DHE AYS AND YSL

By Tim Wohlforth

The New York YSL membership meeting on April 12 declared the AmericanYouth
For Socialism(AYS), the SWP oriented youth group in Hew York, to be hostile¥.
After questioning from the floor Comrazde Denitch, who introduced the motion for
the executive committee, explained thst this did not mean that YSLers culd not
attend AY¥S functions. However, all "political® relations with the AYS were to be
handled through the liew York YSL Executive Committee. XFurthermore Yslers were
not to take their friends or friends of the Y¥SL to meetings o partiesof the AYS
end vhen attending meetings YSLers were to raise " hostile® questions which
would point @p the differences between the two groupse

As far as I know this is the first time in the history of the ¥SL ¢ at any
section of the YSL has passed a motion labeling another political group as 'hos-
tile." The timing of this pontifical declaration is most interesting. For the
first time in quite a few years it is possible for different radical groups to
iiscuss with each other in a friendly manner and lay the basis for united activ-
ity and possibly unity. Virtually every radical group has decided to let receed
into the background much of the sectarian wrangling of the past and to discuss
in an intelligent fashion the differences that separate us as well as the many
things we hold in common.

At such a time, for the New York Unit of the YSL to come out and declare
another socialist group to be Mhostile" is pure sectarianism. It does not even
follow a thorough discussion of the differences between the two groups, for the
first debate between the AYS and ¥SL is being held a week after this declaration
It certainly does not further the fraternal and friendly relations all semsible
socialists are trying to establish among themselves today.

Another significant aspect of this move is the singling out of the AYS.
There are other youth groups around. There is SLID which attempted to sabotage
a meeting of the Debs Club at Columbia because it charged that the YSL was
controlling the club and as everybody knows the YSL is "totalitarian, Trotsky-
ite Communists." This does not seem to me to be a particularly "fraternal’ act
on the part of SLID. Why not designate them as Mhostile" while we are at it?
What gbceut SDA, which recently expelled all SDAers who were also members of the
¥SL? Why not designate SDA as hostile? And then there is the YPSL. Certainly
if one is going to label groups "hostile" on the basis of programmatic differen~
ces the YPSL should qualify. I refer interested parties to the YPSL recruit-
ing pamphlet which quotes at length from the SP~-SDF unity statement.

But instead of singling out any of these the motion mentions only the AYS.
Is there a poditical basis for this cheice? Does the AYS have politics bhat
are in greater divergence from the ISL politics than the SILD, 5Da, YPSL, etc?
The fundemental basis of all YSL pclitics has slways been militant opposition.
to both cegpltalism and staiinism. We in the YSL have formulated this in the
form of the slogan "Against Both War Camps ... For z Third Camp." The AYS is
not a third camp group and Yo the exbtent that its sywpathies and politics lie
with the 5WP, to that extent it holds a defensist position on the Soviet Union.




However on all concrete issues facing us today the AYS is in solid agree.
ment with us. 1t unqualifiedly supports the Hungarian revolution snd calls for
its extension throughout the Soviet orbit. It stands unqualifiedly. for the
revolutionary overthrow of the bureaucracy and the destruction of evexry last
vestige of its power. Of course there can be no doubt where it stands on the
question of American imperialism. In the struggle agsinst our own ruling class,
our immediate eénemy, we find ourselves in solid agreement with the AYS.

Therefore while important dissgreements exist between the AYS and the YSL
on such questions as the defense of the Soviet Union, there does not seem %o
be a basis for singling out the AYS for special labeling as Yhostile.!

The real motivation of the motion flows in my opinion not from the con-
crete differences between the two groups on the Russian question but rather
from the direction in which the right wing in the YSL is going. The YSL right
wing is looking in only one direction ~- t0 the right, and is interested in
only one thing - entrance into the SP-SDF. This means it cuts itself off from
the rest of the radical public, from the whole regroupment process (see edit-
orial on page 3 ), and develops a hostile attitude towards those closest to it
on the left.

These are all characteristic of a basically rightward move in the real
politics of the ISL. This we of the left pointed out during the discussion of
the electoral question when the right wing forced the Y¥SL to endorse the SP
unceritically and refused to consider any sort of endorsement of the SWP. Thus
we have the basic ingredients of a real rightwardé move —— extreme hostility
towards those on your left even fhough the political differences between you
and them are not very great and extreme "accommodation" to those far to your
right whom you now make apodogies for.

The real meaning of the Executive Committee motion was an attempt to
scare the membership of the YSL away from Yfraternizing" with members of the
AYS. While the motion does not go so far as to prevent such "fraternizing! it
is obviously meant to create an atmosphere where attendance at AYS functions by
anyone except those specifically chosen to go down and give them hell is con-
sidered a "traitorous" act. This fear of "fraternization" and using organiza-
tional measures to attempt to "solve" a political problem is strikingly sim~
ilar to the actions of the SWP during the Goldman unity move. Here a section
of the SWP wished to bring about unity with the Workers Party and the SWP tried
to treat this political question in part by putting a "ban" on fraternization
between members of the two parties.

This is exactly what the right wing is attempting to do today and it re-
mains just as ineffectual, mistaken, and buresucratic as when the SWP did it
in 1946. Let us hope that the membership of the YSL in New York and elsewhere
will not let themselves be whipped into a sectarian hysterical spproach towards
the A¥S. I hope they will attend AYS functions and talk over the many differp
ences between the YSL and the AYS on a friendly basis. To be afraid to do so
means, as it meant with the SWP in 1946, that one does not think one's politics
are strong enough to stand up under the impact of serious discussion. I for
one do not wish to see the YSL make such an admission. :

Furthermore I feel an exploration of the differences between the AYS and
YSL will show wes except to the sectarian -~ that there is not enough separating
us to prevent the effective co-existence of the different tendencies within the
Same youth group. The best way to solve the problem of the AYS as a competing
youth group is to ask them to join the ¥SL. I hope members of both groups wil.
consider this very carefully.
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STATEMENT "OT RESIGNA’ TION FROM THE INDHPENDENT
~ SOCIALIST LEAGUE

By James Robertson
San Francisco Bay Area Branch, ISL, April™l2, 1957

To break finally and irrevocably with an organization
which has been one's principal concern for eight years is a
serious matter. This is not, however, a resignation from
the polltical group Joined, for today the ISL is merely o
woefully disintegrated remnant of the Party in which mem-
bership was originally taken.

The viclous circle of political retreat, orgenizational
decay, and personal demoralization which has trapped the
Shachtman group for some years has had remarkable consequences,
At one time, the Workers Party was an avowed asnd vigorous
revolutionary Marxist body, which sought to give meaning and
direction to its work from the standpoint of the revolutionary
doctrine associated with the names Lenin and Trotsky, The
past half dozen years, particularly, have witnessed a persistent,
though gradual, wavering, snd beclouded transition to the aims
of reformist socialism,

THEORETICAL RETREAT

War and Stalinism
This transiftion has taken place under the influence of

a desperate Stel inophobic reaction to the expansion of Russian
power at the end of the Second World War into East and Central
Europe and to the establishment of bureaucratic collectivist
regimes in Asia, through Stalinist domination of anti-colanial
movements, The revisionism in the ISL, therefore, first
showed itself with complete clarity in taking a position toward
the threatened Third World War, o '

In 1951 fhachtman wrotes:

"Without hesitation or ambiguity, we can say that the only
greater disaster that humanity could suffer than the wap itself,
which would De disaster enough if 1t brcke out, would be the
victo§y of Stalinism as the outcome of the war," (emphasis
added

With this perspective, the ISL was fcrred to seek a basis
for its anti-war policy in the forces existing within the frame-
work of cepltalist imperialism, Twist and turn as it would, it
was, if tenmuously, tied within that framework.

The first anti-war recipe elaborated that same year (1951)
with this one-sided perspec*ive reads as adopted by the ISL
Conventiong

"Faced by the coming war crisis, the socialist movement will
more urgently than ever call upon the working~class movement to
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to teke command of the nestion ond, should it prove nece-
ssery as a result of the resctionsry ond imperislist drive
of Stelinism, to teke commend also of the defence of the nat
ion., Bven if, at the outset, a labor government which tsakes
over the nation end defendg the interest of the working peo
ple on the besis of a genuinly democratic course in foreign
and domestic policy which is not in fect subordin-ted to the
interests of cepitalism and imperialism should not yet be &
socialist labor government,the socialist movement stands
pledged to supnort ~nd defend it in word end in deed in any
war in which it is threatened by a rzsctionary enemy, Stali-
nist Russia included.!" (emnhasis added)

This lsbor government 1s a streange snimel indesd: Nev
er before seen in life (or in Marxist theory)e It is either
a lie or o delusion of its suthors., Tota Lenninist, for a
working cless to smesh cepitalist imperialism and take com-
mend of the netion in war or pesce necessarily reauires the
socialist revolution, i.e., the estesblishment of proleter-
ian state power o8 the outcome of & nrocesss of struggle cul-
mineting in the victory of 2 socislist werking cless with a
revolutionsry party at its head. "But", might have replied
the authors of this anti-cepitalist, psrhaps not yet social-
ist government, " the ne=d to replsce cepitslism 1s urcent,
and where 1s a socialist-minded working class, not to mention = -
a revolutionary party?" To which one must reply: in America
some way off, no doubt; buat, this unfortunate fact does not
deny the necessity for these prerequisites, merely their
immediacy. For Marzxists to engage in such day dreams linstead
of working for the reai possibility of emancipation 1s in
effect to deter the avowsd goala

In movre recent yoars the conclusion of the Korean war,
the limited relaxation generally in the cold war, and above
all the more clearly seen horror sssoclated with nuclear war-
fare, have forced into the background the Shachitmanite toying
with "a democratic war against Stalinism." In the meantime, -
the "lessons'" derived from the new line have sunk deeply into
the minds and conduct of the bulk of the ISL, wmembers and
leaders, and corrupted thelr revolutionary congcicusness,

Reform or Revgliution .
But s not the ISL yet a revolutionary orgsnization? It

certainly asserts that it is, "What, however, is meant by the

declaration? Max Shachtman stated 1t exactly iast summer in

a government hearing on the listing as “subvercive' of the ISL,

formerly the Workers Party, and the former youth section, the

Socialist Youth League.

To the question: "When the organizztions (ISL, Wp, SYL)
ugse the word 'revorution'! what do they mean by that?!
Shachtman replied: "The reorganization of society on
fundamentally different economic foundationsees!

loreover to the question: "Do you use the word 'revolution"
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to indicate the means whereby this change will be brought

aboute" _
Shachtman answered: "No. That 1s not involved in the term

'revolution! as we employ it."

Further on a contrasting was made with the meaning of reform-
ism as follows:

Q uestion to Shachtmant fMthen you use the term reformist
you mean a socialist organizetion which intends to
achieve its ends by reformist methods., Can you be more
explicit®"

Reply: "Reformiste seek to make cspltslism work in a
way in which we think only socialism can work——-they
want to reform it here and there...we are for a more
radical change of the basis of society."

Thus by an attempt at terminological sonfusion the ISL
would have 1t both ways: accommodate itself to the enormous
pressures and hostilities which are operative against rev-
olutionary socialists, yet be "revolutionary" to silence left-
wing critics and keep supporters with uneasy memories in line,

Conslder, however,'the more honest answer which an avowed
reformist socialist gives to the same question.

He asks: M"Is democratic Socialism revolutionary?" And
goes on: W"If to be a revolutionary merely means to be
opposed to the present unjust conditions and to strive
for a society in which the exlisting evils are removed
and the basic human needs satisfied, who would not be

8 revolutionary? But it is obviously not enough to
reject the present bourgeois order and advocate the class-
less soclety to deserve the title of a revolutionary,.

One must also want 'the revolution,! which includes
wanting the techniques necessary to carry through a
revolution and the conseduences which flow from that,

If we mean by revolution such an historically conditioned
sequence of concrete actions, can democratic Soclalism
support 1t%% ‘

To which the author answers himself:  "Socialism is not
and cannot be revolutionary in the Marxist, which 1s the
precise historical sense of the term." And: ."To accept
this conclusion implies by no means the endorsement of

a shallow reformism., Democratic Soclalism does not aim
at reforming bourgeois soclety, thereby risking to
consolidate i1t; 1t aims at changing it from within."

~ from "The Meaning of Democratic Sccialism" by Pierre
?onnel,,published by the Young FPeople'fs Bocialist League,
15564 ’

In passing, it should be noted that the "democratic!
"Soclalist" author 1s a member of the French Soclalist Party,
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currently leading the French government in conducting the
bloody colonlial war in Algeria,

What a2ll this meang 1s that the ISL has conducted a verbal
sleight of hand so that reformist socialists are to be seen as
revolutionary sociallists and reformers are taken %o be reformist
socialists (though the confusion between the latter two is
partly inherent since despite different professed alms, the
means proposed are similar or overlapping: thus some liberals
want a labor party and some reformist socialists want to work
for a "“class-less" Democratic Party, )

The Nature of the State

Theoretically central to the sbove discussions of war
position and terminological designation is the question of the
class character of any given state., If the class character
of a state apparatus is not irremedial then perhaps the state
can be won (electorally) for the workers and by a non~revolution-
ary, perhaps not yet socialist, labor party., If on the contrary
and in accord with Leninist thought, a state has an inherent,
l.es bullt-in, class commitment, then to effect fundamental
change, recourse must be had to the creation of another and
different kind of state by the revolutionary people.

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

ORGANIZATIONAL DISINTEGRATION

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

Some Symptoms

(1) The ISL has a discussion bulletin, The last issue to
come out before the present crisis was in 1954 - over two years
ago., Before that there had been only a couple of bulletinsg a
year for four years. In the last months while the fate and
future of the ISL have been in the balance, one slim bulletin
has appeared, Some years back the membership participated in
the 1ife of the party to such an extent that one or more thick
bulletins a month came out,

(2) The past couple of conventions, constitutionally to
be held every two years, have been held perhaps three years apart
and in a perfunctory manner by any previous standards,

(3) The national committee of the ISL has been a paper
committee for years. There are no plenary meetings apart from
convention times; 1t does not even receive minutes of the delib-

erationsg of 1tg sub~-body, the Political Committee. Thus the
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ieadership of the organization has rested exclusively in the
hands of a largely uncontrolled little group of half dozen
leaders in one locale.

These and similsr considerations clearly reveal that the
organization lacks internal 1life, possesses a mos?t apathetic
membership and is characterized by an sbsence of democracy,
Not that it is bureaucratic; there is simply an internal
vacuum == nothing,

The Crisis in Leadership .
“While successive sets of national leadérs inherited from

pre-war days have defected or decamped, thelr replacements
coming up from the ranks of the League have been meager indeed,
Two whole political generations are simply not willing To assume
_the responsibilities and sacrifices of party work, Those who

in the war years came %to political maturityand then considered
themselves professional revolutionists, are today mainly dis-
pirited: family men first, socialists second., Those recruited
into the youth leagues off the campus in the post-war perilod
are, to the extent they are still around, busy furthering them-
selves in their academic and professional careers and part-timing
their socialism. Hence the apparatus and na tional office of
the League are being strangled for lack of personnel and have
1ittle hope for the future, '

POLITICS AND LEAGUE LIFE

The decline of the ISL has proceeded by interactlon and
mutual exacerbation at both levels ~- the changing role conceives
for itself as a socilalist movement and its ability to build and
hold a devoted cadre. For what real point is there to self-
sacrifice by the membership, if the results of such work are
increasingly seen as essentially irrelévant to social progress,
which is supposedly to come without a necessary participation
and eventual leadership of a revolutionary vanguard 1in the
working class, Thus the demoralizing tendencles mutually
reinforcing and accelerating, have resulted in Shachtman's
current proposition to liquidate what is left of the ISL and
enter the Socialist Party-Social Democrstic Federation, itself
the recent product of a similar surrender on the part of the

Socialist Partya.
DISSOLUTION INTO THE SP~SDF

With the foregoing remarks on the ISL in mind not too
much need be said about the Shachtman "unity" proposal. The
following should be noted:

(1) It is no unity proposal as hitherto known by that
name. There is no political basis projected for unity, merely
that the SP-SDF will accept the ex~ISL people into their ranks,

(2) It involves a politiecal capitulation to the pro~cap~
italist and imperialist policies of the SP-SDF as Shachtman
makes clear by the insistence that the ex-ISL members in the
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SP-SDF will keep their particular ideas in thelr pockets for a long
time and not oppose the leadership of Norman Thomas & Coe

(3) .It is a liquidatlonilst proposal which virtually guarane=
tees the disappearance of the Shachtman tendency in short order,
If entrance into the SP=SDF 1s obtained, the bulk of the ISL mem=
bers will have found simply a rest home; those who may have gone
along with the illuslions that their leadership was executing some
kind of "Leninlst" tactic will drop out or go over onsciously to
reformism. Should entry not be made in a fairly near future, the
situation will be even more disastrous, Already the ISL member=
ship is 1living with "bags pcked". The entry i1dea has unleashed .
011l the centrifugal forces ln the ISL and at a point when the Lea=-
gue is on the border line of collapse anyhowe

(4) It is a move essentlaljy independent of the regroupment
taking place among the former supporters and members of the shate
tered Communist Party. This is & own by the testimony of PC member
Hal Draper that the netry que stion was first raised in the Political
Commlittee over a year aga, before the Krushchev revelations; and %t
was made public before the Eastern European revolutlons wreaked
their toll on the American CP.

(5) It is being argued 1ln terms and leads to activity by the
18T, which does real disservice generally to the cause of a mi;itant
class~struggle soclallst reunification, The SP- SDF i3 a bitterly
sectarian grouping which co nceives of 1ts "deomeratic" soclallsm
as violently hostile to all var® tles o Leninism, its heirs and
assigns, all varients and devhtions from same, real and alleged,
But the prep onderence of radicals in America come under one or the
other of the SP-SDF!s proscribed listings. Few will follow the
lead of the ISL in forsaking the advocacy of their beliefs 1in order
to coexist in a little sect under the leadership & gsocial=democrats
crusted with age.

Moreower the ISL must exiilblt a fundamental héstility to every
regroupment enterp rise and proposal not seemingly leading to mem-
bership in the Soclallst Party=Soc ial Democratic Federation,

THMMEDIATE REASON FOR LEAVING THE ISL

The precipitating reason Hr this resigndtion 1ls that the ISL
is proposing not only to 1iquidate 1tself, but to destroy as well
the ma e viable, militant Young Soclalist League.

The ISL exerts a great influence in the vYSL. To o unteract
thls demoralizing control it lsnecessary to attack the ISL. Thils,
however, is incomp atible with continued membership, These Obllie
gations have led to0 a miting of criticism of the ISL., To ®ntinue
fhis situation would be an abdication of regponsibility 1in the
voung Soclallst League.




Some of the ISL's supporters recently leveled an untruthfil
and personal attack In the pages of the Young Soclalist Review

against the present writerm so as to discredit his views and the
achelvements  the present Bay Area Young Soclalist Clubs, YSL

with which he 1s asscciated, In order to mae a satisfactory reply iw
1t was impossible not to take up the question of the role and chara.i
of the ISL., Such action necessarily brings to an end the writers's ¢
membership in the Independent Sod alist League, ‘

James Robertson

San Franclsco Bay Area Branch, ISL
April 12, 1957

Stanley Larseen and Davld Carleton, being in substantial agreement
with the above statement, also tender their resignations from the
ISL at this time,

Recelved From Berkeley on April 17
1957
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IHREE PROPOSEL DRAFT E&SOLUTIONS

(Editorial Hote: At the national meeting of the Left-Wing Caucus the following
documents were assigned to be written and then submitted to the caucus for
possible amendment or endorsement. We print these below unemedded in their
entirety except for Comrade Shane's document. Due to the length of the document
and the fact that Shane suggests that the Caucus officlally endorse only part
III of it, the first two parts have been submitted to YSR for publication.

The Left-Wing Caucus has as yet taken no position on any of the following
documents. It intends to discuss and amend these documents openly along with
the rest of the ¥YSL membership. Publication in the LWB does not in any way
signify endorsement of the documents by the Caucus.)

TASKS AND PERSPECTIVES FOR THE YSL

1. The Young Socialist League was formed three years ago in February,
1954, by the merger of the Young People's Socialist League, the Socialist Party
youth group, and the Socialist Youth League, the youth affiliate of the Indepen-
dent Socialist League. 1t has based itself since its foundation on a program
of militent opposition to capitalism and stelinism. However, as the only nation-
wide socialist youth organization, the YSL has always conceived of itself as a
broad organization permitting the coexistence of different tendencies and trad-
itions within the general framework of the struggle against capitalism and
stalinism. ‘

2. Over the past three years the YSL has been able to accomplish within
the context of a reactionary and unfavorable climate a considerable amount of
which it can be proud. Through the merging of the forces of the YPSL and SYL
it has been able to build a viable national youth organization which showed its
vitality by its ability to attract many new wlements. Thus in a period when the
general radical movement was in a state of decline the ISL has actually been
able to expand, modestly but significantly.

3. Today the YSL stands before the radical youth as the only national
radical youth organization. The LYL has dissolved; the IPSL exists in only
two localities; and the SWP youth have no national organization. Thus the YSL
is in a relatively strong position as compared with other sections of the rad-
ical youth. It now confronts a situation with a number of highly significant
opportunities for it. XFor the first time since its foundation the possibility cf
a real, significant expansion -- not of twos or threes, but of whole new units
and tens of new members to the existing units —— lies before it if it can itself
rise to the occasion.

4, The stalinist movement is in a state of crisis. This has caused the
Labor Youtk League to dissolve and has left stranded literally hundreds of for-
mer members and sympathizers of the stalinist youth. These youth are in a state
of shock produced by the Khrushchev revelations and heightened by the Hungarian
events. It is the duty of tne YSL to offer to those who still wish to struggle
for socialism an organizational and political road out: to offer to them an
organization dedicated to the struggle against both capitalism and stalinism.
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5. While the crisis in the stalinist youth movement is the most important
opportunity opening up to the YSL, there are others also. Flowing from the up-~
heavals in the stalinist movement there has been a general shakeup of the entire
radical movement producing the current rash of regroupment discussions. The
climate has been created in which a real and meaningful exchenge of ideas among
51l radicals is possible. The YSL can play an important role in this broader
development.

6. There is also a noticeably better atmosphere on the campus. Students
are becoming more receptive to radical ideas and the hysteria of the witchhunt
is somewhat lessened. The current struggle among the Hegroes for freedom in the
South has stirred a broad section of American youth, both white and egro. 4
more militant defence of civil liberties and academic freedom can also be ob-
served on campus. ‘

7. The task confrontingthe ¥SL is two-fold: (1) it must conduct a con-
certed drive to bring about a regroupment of radical youth forces on a sound
political basis and (2) it must participate at every stage in the struggle of the
American youth for civil rights, for civil liberties, against the threat of war,
and for freedom and democracy everywhere. These two tasks are intertwined, for
in order to facilitate the regroupment of radical youth it is necessary to
struggzle jointly with other youth on a whole series of important immediate ob-
jectives; also in order to struggle effectively for such demands, a regrouped
and revitalized radical youth movement is necessary.

8. The YSL, as the only national radical youth organization, offers itself
as a possible center for regroupment of radicel youth forces. It is uniquely
qualified to o so, being itself the result of a modest regroupment. Its char-
acter &s a broad organization, which contains within it diverse elements and
which openly invites members of the various adult radical tendencies to Jjoin it,
should facilitate such a regroupment. Also, the YSL's politics of opposition
to capitalism and stalinism provide a basis of united, militant and cohesive
activity by the organization. This is beceuse it bases itself on a fundemen-
tally socialist approach to politics and on a working-class foundation. The
YSL also dedicates itself to participating in whatever way it can in every
struggle of the American youth for a better life for all.

9. As the first step toward a regroupment of radical youth the ISL urges
the launching of serious and comradely discussions of all important political
questions among all sections of radical youth including the social~democratic
youth centering around the YPSL and SILLD, the youth of the SWP, former members
and supporters of the LYL some of whom are now organized in Marxist discussion
groups, the youth of the Libertarian lLeague, as well as individuals or groups of
youth around the magazines Dissent, American Socialist, and Monthly Review. We

urge immediate and close cooperation among all these youth in order to begin
organizing thg discussion.

10. At the same time as the discussion is being carried on, we urge the
most extended united front activity among all radical youth (including all
those mentioned in paragraph 9) around such issues as civil rights, eivil 1lib-
erties, and other current campus and youth questions. Such united front activ-
ity will serve to strengthen youth forces around these issues and thus help to
advance them. 1t will also provide a basis whereby cach section of the radical




youth can test the other in action and thus provide a sound basis for a fruitful
and comradely discussion of the many issues that still divide us.

11. As pursuant to the constitution of the YSL and based on the traditions
of our organization as a broad organization of American socialist youth we urge
all radical youth to join with us in building the YSL on the basis of militant
class~struggle politics, that is, on the basis of opposition to capitalism and
stalinism. We urge all radical youth to do this regardless of their present
affiliation to radical adult groups or parties and regardless of the many theor-
etical and historical issues which may divide us. We feel as long as there is
agreement on the conception of a militant youth movement the many other gquestions
Can best be settled within the YSL and while jointly building the YSL.

12. We specifically invite the members of the Young People's Socialist
League who can no longer stomach the anti—socialist‘policies of the SP-SDF as
embodied in the recent "Memorandum of Understanding” to join with us. We also
ask the younger members and sympathizers of the Socialist Workers' Party, the
Livertarian League, the members and sympathizers of the former LYL, the sympa~
thizers of the magazines American Sociaglist, Monthly Review, and Dissent, and all
young socialists who are organized into independent discussion clubs or are un-
organized, %o join with us in building a broad, militant youth movement dedicated
to the struggle against cgpitalism and stalinism.

13. Such a program as outlined in this document can, we feel, do much to
reinvigorate the radical youth movement, as well as strengthen and advance the
progressive forces among the American youth. We feel we can contribute to the
rebuilding of a radical youth movement in this country as well as contribute in
the struggle for eivil rights, civil liberties, and freedom and democracy for all.
Such a struggle can help to advance the general struggle for socialism in this
country and throughout the world. We urge all other radical youth to join with
us to carry out this task. .

-~ submitted by Iim Wohlforth

PERSPECTIVES FOR AMERICAN SOCIALISH
Part II1. The Socialist Movement in the U.S.

I. For the first time in decades the regroupment and unification of the
dispersed groups of the American left has become the subject of serious discus-
sion among socialists. This corresponds to a pressing need of the HAmerican soc~
ialist movement and to a radical change in the objective situation confronting
socialists on a world scale,

2. The American socialist movement today is composed of small propaganda
groups, isolated from the main stream of the labor movement. This propaganda
group existence, this isolation, flow from the general objective conditions of
american society in the present period. The working class passivity produced by
the permanent war economy combined with the boom phase of the normal prosperity-
depression cycle has dried up the natural arena for socialist political activity.

3« A Significant revival of the socialist movement in America can come




about only as a result of a fundamental change in this objective situation.
Until economic and social changes sufficient to bring about the general radical~
jzation of the American working class have occurred, no organizational move can
lead to the establishment of a mass party of socialism in the U.S., nor will
American socialists be able to break out of their present isolated propaganda
group existence.

4, DNevertheless, within the limits of the present social and economic
conditions of the U.S., the perennial disunity and fragmentation of the left
exerts a very harmful influence. This disunity seriously hampers socialist
propaganGa and agitation. It restricts to a minimpm the possibilities for growth
open to American socielism at the present time. It is also an obstacle Vo a
future break-through of American socialism from its present isolation.

5. Unfortunate as the consequences of socialist disunity have been, fthe
fragmentation of the past period has been absolutely necessary. At the time of
the first imperialist world war the world working class movement was torn asun-
der by the split between reformism, opportunism, centrism, social-patriotism and
all varieties of class—colilaborationism on the one hand, and revolutionary
Marxism on the other. Since that time this split has only deepened, despite
(or rather, because of) the epochal defeats suffered. by the international
working class, and therefore by revolutionary socialism. The political victory
of revolutionary socialism over social-democracy remains today the necessary
precondition for successful proletarian revolution.

6. Superimposed upon this fundamental division has been the influence of
Stalinism, the counter~rewclutisnary product of the degeneration of the Russian
revolution. The influence of Stalinism and Stalinist ideology has-crippled and
paralyzed the best, most revolutionary sections of the working class in every
country, and has contributed in no small measure to the success of social-democ-
racy in its role as the chief prop of the decaying capitalist order.

7. The great, fundamental change in the world objective conditions of
today is the disintegration of Stalinism. The international working class is
now well advanced toward throwing offthe Stalinist incubus; through the over-
throw of the Stalinist bureaucracy in Bastern Burope and the collapse of its
political instruments, the CPs of the Mestern WorldM.

8. Stalinist ideology has, in the course of the last year, been reduced
to & shambles and is rapidly losing its grip over elements, both intellectual
and proletarian, hitherto held firmly in line. In America it is the crisis of
Stalinism; the disorientation of the socialist groups formerly sympathetic to
the Stalinist bureavcracy and tae emergence within the Communist Party itself of
tendencies in the direction of authentic socialism; that provides the context
for socialist regroupment at the present time.

9. The principal task of a regrouped socialist movement in the present
period would be to carry on socialist propaganda and agitation inside the work-
ing class and among other potentially radical groups o the population. Another
necessary function of a nuited Amerisan soccialist movement would be o facilitate
a free, opeun, and democratic dissussion of all the jesues before the American
and international socislist movement. in which all the different tendencles

within the socislist movement would participate.
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10. The necessary precondition for the creation of such a movement is the
agreement of all the socialist tendencies that would compose it on the basic
political program of the movement, This is especially obligatory in view of the
fact that the American socialist movement cannot be expected to be anything other
than a propaganda group in the immediate future. Any movement in these condit-
jons will be defined politically by the type of propaganda it carries on, by its
political program. Regroupment cannot result in a durable unity of socialist
groups unless it is based on a common and agreed on set of political principles.

11. American socialists can reach this sort of principled agreement only
through a process of free discussion, of open confrontation of views. ZFor this
reason the YSL seeks to engage in discussions with all socialist tendencies on
all the political issues of our times. We encourage the holding of as many
forum~type discussions as possible, including as many divergent views as possible.
Specifically, we welcome the formation of the American Socialist Forum, inspired
by 4. J. Muste. We feel that the ASF can help to provide a setup through which
all the important discussion now being conducted within the radical movement
can continue and be furthered.

12. We believe that the political program of a united socialist movemen?i
should make a basic and incisive criticism of the most importent aspects of the
present social order in America. It should offer an attractive socialist alter-
native to American capitalism as well as to Russian Stalinism. The type of pol-
itical program we advocate for a united socislist movement is illustrated by the
following points:

a.) A united socialist movement must defend the civil liberties of all
victims of the witch-hunt, and it should emphasize the democratic nature of the
socizlism it advocates.

b.) This movement should be for a Labor Party as the necessary next step
for the American labor movement, and it should oppose the two cepitalist parties.

c.) I4 should oppose the foreign policy of U.S. imperialism, and support
the national liberation movements in colonial countries.

d.) tt shoula oppose the Stalinist bureaucracy in the name of socialism,
and shoudd support the Hungarian and Polish revolutions.

e.) It should, of course, be the firmest ally of the Negro people in
their struggle for full equality.

13. A program of this sort is a necessity. These are the most impor tant
political questions in the world. The basic purpose of socialist organization
is to advocate socialist politics, and it is impossible to do this without
taking a socialist political position on the decisive questions of current pol-
stics. At the same time, this socialist political position should be spelled
out in terms general enough to allow tendencies with important disagreements on
other issues to unite behind it.

14. As a socialist youth organization, the ¥SL is primarily concerned
with the regroupment of socialist youth., We believe that the regroupment of
socialist youth must follow the same general political and organizational lines
as the general socialist regroupment in the "adult? field envisaged above.
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However, we recognize that the tempo of youth regroupment need not be the same
as regroupment of the existing "adult" socialist organizations. A more or less
prolonged period of discussion may well be required before the existing social-
ist orgenizations are sble to unite. In the socialist youth field, on the other
hand, there exists a unique factor which makes it possible to initiate, if not
consummate, the process of regroupment before the "adult" organizations are able
to unite. This unique factor is the existence of the ISL itself as the only
nationwide socialist youth orgenization in existence in America today.

15. In addition to its status as the only nationwide socialist youth or-
gannization the YSL has eertain unigue advantages which give it a chance to play
a leading role in uniting American radical youthe It is an independent youth
group, unaffiliated to any "adult" socialist organizations. It concelves of
itself as a Moroad" group, and can include as members socialists holding many
and varied views and can also include members of different "adult" socialist
groupse Lts program is quite consistent with the suggested five pobnt program
state above.

16. These characgeristics; broadness, independence, socialist politics; are
those that & united socialist youth organization should have. We do not consider
independence from any organie ties to an Madult” organization to be a desirable
characteristic for a socialist youth organization under all circumstancess and
we believe that & united socialist youth organization should be affiliated to a
similarly united fadult" group, under conditions of the widest autonomys Howe
ever under current conditions, when unification of socialist youth is pssible »
before a similar process can teke place in the " adult™ field, the independence
of & united youth movement is a necessary precondition for including within it
members of different socialist tendenciess

17. 'The YSL possesses the necessary characteristics to serve as a center
for the unification of radiczsl youth in the U.S. The YSL therefore rejects all
sugcestions that it dissolve itself and that its members join some other org-
anization which does not have these characteristics.

18. Instead, the YSL offers iuself as a center for socialist youth re-
groupment. We desire to unite with all existing radical youth groups who would
be willing to discuss unity on the basis of the program stated above. The YSL
also invites young members and sympathizers of all "adult" socialist groups
to join it. This invitation specifically includes, but is not limited to, the
SP_SDF, SWP, Libertarian League, members and sympathizers of the former  LYL,
and sympathizers of the magazines American Socialisgt, Monthly Review, and
Digsent. ' ‘ ' ‘

19. In all cases where regroupment is not immediately possible, the YSL
nevertheless attempts to carry on the widest possible program of discussions and
united actions with radical youth of all tendencies. &Even if our aifferences -
with some group are too great to permit immediate unity, we still seek out all
opportunities for common action on those issues which unite us with other rad--
jcal youth: defense of civil liberties, support to the struggle of the Negro
people, etc. Open political discussion and joint activity can lay a sound basis
for a future unity.

20. In suﬁmary: the unification of Americen socialists into a single
political organization would mark an enormous advance for the soclalist movement
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if this unification can be carried out on socialist political basis. We have

suggested the main points of a political program which is broad enough to unite

differing socialist tendencies, and at the same time implies a militant social-

ist position on the main issues of American and world politics. Ve call on all

socialist groups to discuss the political basis of regroupment as widely as pos-
sible, and hope to see a united, broad, democratic, militant socialist organiza-
tion emerge from this process of discussion.

2l. As our immediate perspective as a youth organization we hope to unite
with all socialist youth on a basis of socialist politics, and guaranteeing mem-
bers of all "adult" groups full equality and full freedom of intermal and extern—
al political expression. We hope to make the unification of all socialist youth
our contribution to the process of unification of all American socialists.

~~ submitted by Shane Mage

THE CRISIS IN THi AMERICAN COMMUNIST PARTY

1. The 20th Party Congress, the Khrushchev revelations, the added revelg-
tions gbout anti-Semitism within Russia, and the events in Poland and Hungary
have had a profound effect on the American Communist Party. Members have been
leaving the party in droves. It finds itself unable to recruit new forces and
incapable of playing any real role in any of the current struggles in this
country. Those members who have stayed are thoroughly bewildered and disoriented.
Their wide periphery is also in a state of shock and confusion.

2. This situation of ferment in its ranks has also had an effect on the
leadership of the CP. Among the top layers of the party buresucracy a split has
occurred between John Gates and his followers and Willism %. Foster and his sup-
porters. A third group, centering around Bugene Dennis, plays a moderating and
vascillating role between the two major factions. It is essential that revolu-~
tionary socialists understand the nature of this factional struggle and define
their attitude toward it as well as toward the entire crisis in the CP,

3. F¥irst we must understend exactly the nature of the differences between
Gates and Foster. In order to do this we must know what is not at issue between
these two tendencies of the bureaucracy. Both Foster and Gates are united in
their general support to the line of the Kremlin. Both hold Russia to be a
socialist and progressive society and both orient in one fashion or another to
the bureaucracies of Russia and the satellites. This means that both support the
"peaceful co-existence" line of the Soviet Union with its generzl antipathy to
the revolutionary activity of the international working class. Both also support
a class—collaborationist line in America vogether with a general reformist out-
look on the American scene. This is summed up in their united support to the
peoples! anti-monopoly coalition" slogan under which the CP has been suppor ting
the Democratic Party. Both represent the interests of the CP bureaucracy with
its general aloofness toward rank and file members and working class elements in
the party.

4. However, important differences do exist which must be recognized. Fun-
damentally Fostexr represents the interests of the Russian bureaucracy without




question and thus has been supported by the Soviet Union in the recent struggle.
Gates, however, has moved somewhat away from the direct control of the Russian
bureaucracy and took for a while a position more closely aligned with the native
bureaucracies of Hungary and Poland. However following the recent visit of
Chou En-lai to Podand and elsewhere he has been going along with the new Kremlin
line and refused in fact to fight for his position on Hungary at the recent CP
convention. Furthermore he has been moving even further into the morass of ref-
ormism by accentuating these aspects of the stalinist program. Foster, on the
other hand, has been demagogically putting on a "left stance" even though he
remains in fundamental agreement with Gates on reformism.

5. Thus neither section of the party bureaucracy has been able to break in
any significent way from stalinism and provide a vehicle for moving the party or
a section of it toward class struggle politics in this country and in Eastern
Europe. It is important that we understand this and not let wishful thinking
triumph over political reslity.

6. It is the task of revolutionary socialists to do their utmost to further
the development of a rank and file caucus within the CP dedicated to class struggle
politics. Such a caucus must be ihdependent of either faction in the leadership
and criticel of both. It will in all probability find itself in a struggle
against the "peoples! anti~monopoly coalition" slogan and all that it entails in
this country. It will also find itself struggling for a clear—cut position in
defense of the Humgarian workers in their struggle against the oppressive stali-
nist bureaucracy. We urge all present members of the CP, instead of flying from
politics, or supporting the dead end offered by Foster's stalinism or Gates'
reformism, to continue membership in the CP and struggle within it for a militant
class struggle program fa this country and for the rest of the world, including
the so-called "socialist" countries. This is no easy road, but it is the only
road out of the twin evils of reformism and stalinism that confront the CP today.

7« Such a rank and file caucus should consider as one of its primary tasks
the continuation of the discussion within the CP. In order to facilitate this
it would of course wield its influence so that neither of the contending factions
in the leadership got a real majority. 1t would realize, however, that the
greatest danger to the continuation of the discussion and to any possible progres-
sive development within the CP lies in the Foster tendency which represents the
Russian stalinist buresucracy and the old-line unthinking repreasion by the
leadership. It must at all costs therefore work to prevent Foster from gaining
unbridled power in the party. Gates remains more firmly committed than Foster to
a continuation of the discussion and it is therefore permissible to block with
Gates over Foster for the preservation of internal dewmocracy.

8. It must be made clear at all times that such tactical moves do not con-
stitute political support for the Gates section of the CP bureaucracy. However it
is impermissable to block with Foster who represents orthodox stalinism. We rec-
ognize that some misguided elements in the party have supported Foster feeling
that he was to the "left" of Gates. We appeal to them as well as those who sup-
port Gates because of his better position on Hungary tc join with the bulk of the
party members who are not aligned with either faction to join tOgether in the
struggle for a militant CP with a class struggle program.

- gubmitted by Tim Wohlforth




THE MEANING OF SHACHTMAN'S "SQCIALIST UNITY"

By Hal Draper

(Editorial Note: The following article is reprinted from the March,
1957 issue of Forum, the discussion bulletin of the ILndependent Socialist
Leagu?. 1t is being published here in keeping with our general policy of
printing articles and documents pertinent to the unity discussion which have
not received broad enough circulation. We have rsceived a number of inquiries
about this article and have been unable to obtain additional copies of the
?orum. This article is not reprinted with the prior consent of Hal Draper and
it in no way indicates any support by Comrade Draper of the Left~Wing Caucus.
The Left-Wing Caucus does not necessarily endorse the views of Comrade Draper
as expressed in this article,)

First of all, we should get clear what is in dispute wnd
what isn't. The PC has published three resolutions, or state-
ments of rolicy, around the question of unity and regroupment.
The first two were adopted ununimously. The third and latest
concretized the dispute which was latent behind the other two.

These differences of opinion in the PC were discudsed in
the committee from the very beginning--- namely, early a yeur
ago., There vere obviously two ( at least two) different con-
ceptions of what it meant to favor unity with the &P, or what
unity. For months it was hoped--- or at any rate, to ‘speak for
myself, I hoped-- that the difference could be legitimately re-
solved in the committee without breaking out into a racking dis-
rute in the League over the fate of the organization. I expect-
ed, and expect, no good from such a dispute,

Thus, then it turn=d out that the first resolution on
Unity with the SP ( published in LA Nov. 5) was voted unani-
mously, it was communicated to the League with the note thut
there were differances of opinion on related matters that
would come up later.

Resolution #2 (Proposed Statement of Policy on Socialist
Rezroupment ) dealt #ith an entirely differant side of the
general guestion, namely, with the queation of an all-in
Sociulist regroupment which sp=cifically concerned itself with
the problem of how to bring together both “pro- Soviet" Stali-
noids and democratic socizlists. This statement was not only
adopted unanimously by the PC  but was, if I am not ristaken,
unanimously greeted with enthusiasm by the membhership every-
where or virtually everyvhere. It is this line not the line
on entry into the SP, which hus also aroused deserved interest
outside the ISL.

In the adoption of this statoment, too, the differences
showed them selves. The point involved was the relationship
between Resolution # 1 and Resolution # 2.

Lhachtrnan nroposed the formulation that unity with the SP
be regarded as the " main orient.tion". I opposed this. Shacht-
man then rroposed the vording which appeurs in the Statement about
not doins wuvihing that “would impede" the unity envisaged in
- . * - - L : L. P . '

o -
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Resoliution # 1. 1 accepted this pPOimtimg et 4hot 4
séttle any questions that vould naturallg arise a§ %g %Sif“'t
%nd @hat doesn't impede the kind of unity envisaged in Res&i%gs
ion # 1. But at any rate, this made it nossible to get the
Statement out to the League, after too long deluy.

) _Another passage in this statement did not come up for gues-
tioning at the time of adoption. This was the paragraph which
actually did establish the relationship between the SP side of
the regroupment and the"all-in" side. It was fromulated in
terms of urging the "inclusion" of the P in a Socialist regroup-
ment, Urging its "participation". The idea vas vrry clear
that we thought that the ¢ P should be one among the socialist
tendencies regrouped in th.e manner rroposed.

In his Jan. 18 speech aththe public symposium " Can the
Left Unite?" ot the Great liorthern liotel in New York City,
Shachtman first laqunched the line that the "all- in" socialist
regroupment should take place within the framework of the SP;
that is, the organizationgl roud to this regrompment was pre-
sented as joining the SP,

Taken up ex post facto by the PC, this was embodied (some=-
waht fuzzed up) in the Resolution #3 of the PC amjority, along
with some other articulations of some of Shachtman's conception
of unity, Then the present Minority Resolution was written too.

Thus the differences proved irrepressible, and the dispute
emerged from the PC. The differences, however, are not simply
on this or that phrase or formulation but on the vhole conception
of what "unity with the SP" means and on the viagbility of the
ISL. This has been perfectly cle«r in the PC for months, The
League members cannot adequately decide on the ,uestion till they
understgnd it just as cleurly.

TO CALL A ©¢»aD.

The rresent dilspute is tagged '"soclalist unity". It start-
ed out on that subject. However, the discussion in the League
%111 not even start g-tting anywhere until it is realized thut
Shachtman's nroposition is for a very distinctive and partic~-
ular form of "socialist unity"-- namely, it orients toward
dissolution=-znd-entry into the <P.

I have no objection to calling by the name of "socialist
unity" a program which emans dissolution-cnd-entry. Nor am T
concerned, in this connection with shether or not it is possible
to convince the OP leadership to be so broadminded .s to let
I5Lers join, after dissolution, if only through the backdoor;
that is Ochachtman's central concern rizht nowj he may be suc-
cessful. e have a different concept of socialist unity, that is
of the socialist unity which we favor.

i program aiming at dissolution-und-entry, like Shachtman's
may be considered good or bad--= masterstroke of strategy, or
the manifestations of a pitiful collapse--or whab-have-you;
but at any rate comrades ought to look open-eyed at the




different course nroposed, and understand vhat is at stake.

If a majority of the League, on reflection, wants to uet
a course toJard didsolving the ISL into the $P, then so be it.
That I would like to see evenless, however, is rrocess whereby the
League members back thomselves into a position that_turns oub
to mean dissolution-and-entry, without a majority huaving ever
roally_envisaged it. This is 'not:- a good way of adorting
a postion, in spite of its extensive history. Unfortunatly, it
is also an —asy thing to let happen .

FOR A HUALTHY UNITY

There is nothing wrong in itself with any¥ proposal to
dissove the ISL, for some other form of organlzation., 3ut
certainly it not one to be entertained or entered so lightly.
Those comrades to whom this is addressed will not need any
tub-thumping claims about the role which the ISL paadys, modest
though it be: namely as an ideological center of the Third
Camp politics and ilarxist socialism, with its sreclal apreal
to those who do not wish to support either capitalism of
Stalinism. All we need say right here is that this role is
still needed. Before we are moved to abanion it, we need to
have very frimly in mind---- for what.

One can mvoe to .bandon any independent organization, or
this organiza tion, or any other form of organization--- that
is not the central issue as long as the essential political
role of the Third Camp socialist cadres can ne maintained ( or
Naturally , extended) vherever they may be.

The tinority Resolution proposed a unity with the SP
which preserves that role. It spells out this proposal. It
says that a healthy unity can e achieved only if there is
prrior agreement, openly arrived at, on an overall party platform
so general that it can be loyally suprorted by, on the one hand,
Third Camp revolutionary socialists and, on the other hand (say)
right wing social-democrats ho «re pro- american. Under such
conditions, in such a party, the former could play their dis-
tinctive nolitical role not only loyally but in such a way as
to build the united movement,

If such a unity cannot be achieved, it will be because
the SP turns it down; and that would be a pity. If such a
unity can be ahcieved, then a real step of nrogress for the soc-
{glist movement will have been realized. '

So we are for a unity with the SP which permits that |
political role, wherever we are; or at any rate if it 1s |
rroposed that it be abandéned, we want to know: for what. f

THIS IS NOT 1937

Can a program of dissolution-and-entry fulfill that poli- 5
tical role or anything adequately like it ? ;
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On this, one thing has to be firmly understocod by every-
vody: Shachtman's perspective is not for an entry like that
of the Trotskyites in 1936.

The Trotskyist entry in 1936 was made with a divided soul
on the part of the then-Trotskyist leadership; but I emphasize
that Bhachtman's present perspective is different from either
division of that soul., To be specific: ' -

(1) One strain of thinking in the then-Trntskyist group,
at any rate never clearly rejected in advance, was the per-
spective that the entry would only serve to clean out all good
left-wing elements in the SP, amalgamate them with the Trotsky-
ist cadres &nd thus eventually permit the re-formation of an
enlarged Trotskyist party. If this strain was at first sub-
merged after the entry, it was virulently re-activated by
Trotsky in 1937, and in fact set #*ha pattern which was actually
followed in the exit from the SP, with the help of the right
wing SPers who were anxious to expel them anyway.

In effect this was the perspective of a "cowmmando raid",
though it does not seem to have been clearly formulated in
advance by the Trotskyist leadership or all of them.

It goes without saying that a repitition of this disastrous
course would be an unmitigated crime. Since-this would be the
strceng opinion, I am surs, of every ISL member without exception.
(as distinct from the 8WP), I mention this only to eliminate
it from the picture.

(2) But leaving aside the "commando raid" strain in the
Trotskyist entry, the "good" current in the Trotskyist pers-
pective was that which envisiocned them as a loyal left wing
seeking to transfcrm the SP by a norma., majority vote into
a revolutionary party. This was, of course, the open atid
aveved aim of the Trotskyist-led faction, the Appeal Group,
accepted by all sidss as legitimate, as indeed it was. Indeed,
the then-leadership of the SP around the "Militants' had itself
been just recently a left wing faction which had wrested the
program and leadership of the party away from the ®0ld Guard".
Open political debate in the party, open controversy, comradely
conflict to see who cowld get a majority, may the best side win
and take control of the National Committee or write the program
of the party -- all this was accepted as normal, legitimate and
responsive behavior for e&ll concerned. And under the circum- :
stances it wgs, or would have been. For the SP was-& ive, growing
stirring, a healthy political organism, a real arena in which
?his sort of political struggle had a meaning., That was the

30s. :

Anyone who thinks that this is or can be the perspective
of Shachtman's dissolutionmand-entry line today simply does not
understand what is going or. Two moments thought, well applied,
ought to show that such a perspective 1s out of the question for
anybody., And in fact, Shachtman does not hold it.




THE NATURE OF THE PROBLEM

It is precisely SP people who have expressed the fear
that this is what an ISL entry today would mean. For as
Norman Thomas guite frankly and vigorously expalined at the
SP convention last July, given what the SP is now adays the
ISLerg would be able to take over the party without any trouble,
and rightaway or just about. Other SPers at that time explained
to me why they believed it: their reasons had to do with an esti-
mation of the ISL's forces and quality that was flattering, at
least in comparison with thier estimation of the SP's. At the
same convention, too, when the SP left~sing's motion for a unity
conference was defeated, A.J., Muste was likewise quoted as taking
a dubious view of LP-ISL unity on this ground,

"Thatever one may want to say about objections to Socialist
unity on such grounds, this much is clear: that if an entry were
made on this basis, it would and could only lead to a split or the
equivalent of a split., 4nd any "unity" which leads to such an out-
come would be a catastrophe -- not just for the SP but for our-
selves. It 1s bad enough that the Trotskyist movememt has one
such on its conscience.

But this 1s exactly the poser for anyone in the League who
thinks that Shachtman's "unity" can be or should be made with the
normal perpective that was in order in the '30's: namely, that
revolutionists join the party in order to "revolutionize" it or
change its political charucter. That is excluded today, under
these circumstances, It is excluded for Shachtman. It is not his
perspective and not his proposal.

. For it might be only too easy for an influx of I8Lers to
"take over" the SP-~ if not organizationally, then politically--
that 1s, at any rate change its political character in the direc-
tion of the ISL's. That's not because of our great strength but
because of the SP's extreme weakness, and because of certain well-
known inadequacies of the SP's general membership and functioning.
And that goes even though by "tgkeover" here, we mean take over
entirely democratically and fairly both in letter and spirit.

THE DANGER OF SUCCESS

The problem is not merely that of eschewing the disastrous
split perspective ( or whatever it was) of 1937; that's no prob-
lem for anybddy in the ISL. The problem isn't that of 1237 in any
respect. For the "danger'" is that no matter how we might '"take -
over" the SP, such "success" would be meaningless at best, but
in fact worse than meaningless. We would " take over" only our-
selves and bring about only a new division. This would be senses -
less. '

But more than that: from the point of view which shachtman
holds, it would be a great error to change the right wing poli-
tics of the SP.
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For Shachtman thinks of his "unity" perspective : :
movement, or a simulacrum of a movemgnt,‘which aﬁieiiftéggtﬁg a
right. Part of the value of the SP, for Shachtman, is pPrecicelv
its right wing appeal. Insofar as the 3P becomes Iul-ish, it
loses part of the very reason why SHachtman is so enthusiastic
about disso¥ving into it now. This is another and even more
basic reasan why (per Shachtman) the ISLers must guard against
changing the right-wving political character of the SP.

It is conslstent with this that Shachtman fervently stresses
that as far as he is concerned, the SP-SDF Terms of Unity, the
political basis there laid down , are entirely acceptable to him
also as the platform for a united SP.

So this present proposal of thachtman's for dissolution-and-
entry is like no other entry proposal you have heard od before: nor
like any other "unity" proposal you are likely to think of under
that lgbel. This isn'%t to condemn it for that reason. It 1s to
emphasize that you have to understand what it is that 1s being
put before the League.

THE INORITY RESOLUTION'S SOLUTION

~ This same problem is, of course, also the reason for the form
which the Minority Resolution takes: that is, the inority Resolu-
tion proposes a different solution 6f the same probelm.

If unity is to be possible, it says--and that is‘by no means
sure--it can be a healthy organizational merger, one that can en-
dure, only on the basis of a definite proor agreement.

In essence, the nature of the agreement suggested in the
Minority Resolution is the acceptance by the united organization
of something like the broad character that we have sketched out
for an all-in socialist eegroupment (in the PC Statement on Pol=-
icy or Resolution #2)., In that coneeption, different socialist
tendencies could co-extdst in the same broad loose movement omly
on the basis of a very broad and general platform on certain
crucial devisive issues: a pdatform general enough to avoid a
clash between tncompatible programmatic conceptions: a plat-
form general enough to be a '"neutral" umbrella over points of
view equally legitimate in the united organization.

Of course, in that Statement of Policy, the problem that
was met was that of the spread between the "Stalinoid" tendencies
«nd the democratic socialist, particularly on the queation of
Russia.

In the case of unity (or entry) of the ISL and SP, the
spread is that between Third Camp revolutionary soclalism on the
one hand, and pro-American camp soclal-democracy.on the other.
How shall these two tendencies be able to coexist in the same
party -- not as warring Kilkenny cats, but in healthy and dur-
able cooperation?
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The Minority Resolution proposes the same tvpe of solution.
Ehat is the meaning of the agreement which it proposes., If
unity is possible, it 1is possible only in this basis. And on
such a basis, unity would be a healthy und progressive step for-
ward for the socialist mowement.

What this means is that we propose to come to an agreement
with the SP people not on common program(that is hardly possible)
but on the type of organization in which we can live together.
We do not propose to convince the SPers of our Third Camp pol-
itics: we do not propose that we concede to theirs. We propose
that unity establish a_kind of socialist organization in which
these two politically disparate tendencies can coexist durably.

This in essence is precisely the proposal we make for "all-
in" socialist regroupment. The Minoritv applies it also to the
problem of the SP-ISL unity. This is the approach to be borne
in mind in reading the Minority approach as it is detailed and
elaborated in the resolution and in Comrade Haske&l's article
in this bulletin. ' :

AN IMPGRT4NT CONFESSION

But, argues Shachtman, very vehemently as if making a decisive
point, it is ridiculous to think that the SP will even be will-
ing to talk about such an agreement for unity; he scouts the
very idea as absurd; the 8P won't listen,.... Therefore, contin-
ues Shachtman, you of the Minofity ark "really against unity..."

What 1s important here is what Shachtman is confessing by
making this argument, which is a very prominent part of his case.

He 1s saying, in next to so many words, that if you are
"readly" for unity, you must be for some proposal that the SP
is willing to accept now or soon,

But Why?

Shachtman's argument makes senge only for one who is con-
vinced that "unity" must be consummated at any cost. And this
does make sense in terms of Shachtman's perspective. But what
if the only "unity" that the SP is willing to give ear to, es-
pecially to eloquent pleaders like Comrade Shachtman, is the
kind of "unity" which is to bé consummated by the ISL dissolving
and applying for membership in the SP -~ that is, not by any
organizational merger such as the original PC resolution spoke
of, but dissolution-and-entry, with the political prospect des=-
cribed?

So when Shachtman denounced the Minority Resolution be-
cause (as he claims) the SP wouldn't deign even to discuss its

proposal for unlty, he 1s tekling us a great deal about his
views,

Is he indeed for dissolution at agny cost? Well, no,
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naturally; we can all be sure that he would draw the line at a
couple of things == like the "anti-Leninist loyalty oath"

which some SP humorists have talked about, or any requirement
that he repudiate his political views. These scruples of Shacht-
man are a great comfort, but in mentioning them by way of
example, we also illustrate the scope of his dissolution-and-
entry proposal,

THE BURY-THE-ISL

This heart of the question was posed bery well by a comrade
at the New York discussion meeting of Feb. 20 who rose %o support
Shachtman's views. He gave a thoughtful and sober contribution
to the discussion_that notably helped it. "The position of
Comrade Haskell /who had reported for the minority/ is really
against unity,! he argued, echoing Shachtman here, for the
question is / _he went on to say/ "Do you want unity enough to
take it on Max's terms?"

This was, and is, a faithful reflection of the thinking
embodied in Shachtman'!s proposal. This same comrade went on to
make other remarks, in the same spirit of thinking-aloud, which
likewise cast light on the issues. "The question," he argued,
"isn't propagating the Third Camp point of view, but how to get
a movement that can propagate the Third Camp point of view..."
And he ended with a bon mot from Dr. Johnson: '"Marriage has a
great many problems but celibacy has no pleasures." 1In fact,
his contribution was not only wittier than Comrade Shachtman's
report, but also a good deal more enlightening in essential
respects.

«hat this points one's atiention to is an issue on the fate
of the ISL which lies just benesth the surface of the formal
counterposition of resolution. This is an opinion which deserves

.Serious confrontation, no matter how deplorable we think it is.
The opinicn is: that a Third Camp Varxist propaganda group is
not viable tocGay any longer as an independent organization.

"An end has to be put to our ssctarian existence" (meaning our
existence as an independent group), say voices, "The day of
sects if over,” they say, "we ought to make clear that we're
Just looking for someplace to dissolve into," it goes.

We need not pause over the meaning of this as it might apply
to entry into the mass social-democracies in cther countries,
for this is not involved here; our views on that point, unanimous
Or near-unanimous, have been establishedfor yfars. These increas-
ing murmurs are referring to the need of giving up the ISL as oute
lived in this country now; of dissolving not into a mass social-
democratic movement of labor, but into a right-wing social-
democratic sect which, it is claimed, is not "a sect like us"
because it has, or can have, an attractive appeal to the right,
thus allowing "an opening to the right," etc.,

Now anyone who has come or will come to the conclusiom in
his own mind that the ISL must go, will hardly care to worry about
the kind of conception that is embodied in the Minority Resolution;
now would I expect him to introduce a resolution stating “Resolved,



that we should look for someplace to dissolve the ISL into,m
especlally if he thinks that the SP is as good a receptacle

as any and doesn't have to be looked for; and so this discussion
may take place on more than one level of argumentation. All

the more reason for bringing out this issue into the open, so
that the comrades can look at it, Lvery comrade will have to
decide it in his own mind,

THE ISL'S ROLE

Now the ISL form of organization =-- that is, to put it
briefly, a Third Camp Marxist group as an indevendent group
today -- 1s no sacred principled deduction from the precepts
of Marxism. As Marx wrote: "If sects exist with a measure of
historical justification for their existence, it but indicates
that the working class has not yet ripened for an independent
historic movement. But when the working class reaches maturity,
alllsects become a reactionary phenomenon". That is a basic
thought for socialists. If the ISL exists with a "measure of
historical justification", it is precisely because the American
working class has not yet produced its independent political
movement, because it is still a distance from this maturity.

By the same token, as long as this unfortunate situation
is true, Warxists can not jump over their own hezds. By the
same token, the ISL has its "historical justification® ~- namely,
in the political role which it plays, as mentioned above. ,

It would be very easy, alas, to poke fun at this political
role , for are we not tiny and uninfluential? Yes, we have often
"admitted" that. But there is no proposal for us which, by
some brilliant road hitherto unthought of, will make us big
and influential. There is only a proposal before us to dissolve
into another tiny and uninfluential sect; sweetened with the
argument that this other sect, because it is right-wing, has
prospects denied to us.

For myself, I will only remark on this that it is just as
dubious as would be the proposition that the ISL had prospects
of growing from a sect into a mass party on its present basis.
Neither the ISL nor the SP nor a combination of the two has any
prospect under today's circumstances of making the qualitative
leap from sect to socialist movement; that will become possible
only when the American labor movement takes the field as an
independent political force; and the prospect may well be that
only in the womb of a labor party movement will a substantial
socialist regroupment take place that can wed together disparate
and antagonistic tendencies. (The proposal in the Minority )
Resolution could do it, I believe, but whether it will is quite
another matter.) For it is the ma ss labor movement that, then, !
will act as the cement to hold together ideologically disparate i
currents and, indeed, subordinate ideological differences to the
general class struggle. That, after a1, is the "secyet“ of t@e
heterogensity of the British Labour Party as an "all-in’socialist

regroupment.®
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As we decided to view ourselves in 1949 when we abandoned
the %“party" designation and recogniz-J ourselves as a propaganda
group, it is in anticipation of this "regroupment" that we wish
to play a political role now, We look forward to being a Third
Camp Marxist tendency within a broad labor party; in this sense,
tri:.ly we look forward eagerly to giving up our independent
status, if (or in so far as) that will further the political
rolé which is distinctively ours,

_ But this line of thought, well established among us, ob-
viously cannot be c arried over to a proposal to dissolve-ard-
entry into . . . the SP.

It is precisely the fact that we look forward to being a
Third Camp Marxist tendency in a class-wide political movement,
which we would seek to push to the left in an open, democratic
struggle of cpinion, that confers that "historical justifir- “ion"
on our political role today as an independent center of the cadres
of this Third Camp tendency of tomorrow.

WwHAT YOU GET FOR VHAT YOU GIVE

When therefore it is proposed that this independent Third
Camp center be abandoned as untenable, and dissolved into the
SP, what is decisive is a simple and old questiong what you get
for what you give . . . pdlitically.

As for any comrade who thinks that a Third Camp Marxist
center is not viable anymore as an independent group anyway,
why, obviously them he won't feel that he's giving up much in
getting behind Shachtman's idea of dissolve-and~enter. He will
be understandably impatient with anything that stands in the way
of early realization of the dissolution; for obviously an or-
ganization cannot long stand thus poised. He will ask, like
fhe comrade at the New York meeting: "Do you want unity enough
to take it on Max's terms?" But this question, by its own
momentum, leads to another: '" Do you want unity enough to take
it on...... whose terms?"

I am ready any day in the week to give up the independence
of the ISL, but only for something that will better permit us
to play our political role as a Third Camp Marxist tendency on
the American political scene, however modestly, and wherever
we may be. Shachtman's aim to dissolve-and-enter the SP will
do the reverse.

Indeed, it is already showing that it will do the reverse.
True, Comrade Shachtman becomes understandably vehement in
arguing that his proposal does not mean“capitulation " to
social- democracy. He becomes highly scientific and precise
in his definition of "capitulation", laying it down that 1t
means cnly repudiation of ones views, which of course is out of
the guestion., Well, one could get up ashort but amusing dossier
on how Shachtman has used that hapless term "egpitulation" in
the course of his diffrences with opponents inside the socialist
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movement; but what would that prove? Certainly nothing to
Comrade Shach?man. S0 we must nct and will not say that his
proposal entails "capitul~tion" of any kind whatsoever,

Let us insteaq use a very precise term. Vhat the consequences
of the Shachtman line entail is a systematic political adaptation
to social-democracy.

This is what is foreshadowed by the Majority's reluctance,
or refusal, to include any criticism of the SP-SDF terms of unity.
in the report which was written for Labor Action (Jan. 28).
This is what 1s foreshadowed when Shachtman actually praises
the SP-SDF terms of unity as a platform basis for his Yunity".
This is what is foresha’owed when Majority supporters are stirred
- to ﬁi% what's wrong witl putting our ideas "on the shelf'' for
a w e.

No, Shachtman has not the slightest intention of repudiating
his views. But who will be so "sectarian" as to object if they
are bent, fitted, filed, rubbed down, carved, trimmed or cold-
storaged so as to ingratiate us as good-dogs with the SP right
wing?

‘The Majority thinks of this perspective as a means of "“lying
low" until the hoped for radicaligzation or politicalizatidn of
the mass labor movement -- that is, lying on the shelf, or in
semi-hibernation -- after which (they maintain) the SP will
blossom and flower since it has that indispensable right-wing
appeal . . . This is what accounts, let us say in passing, for the
peculiar combination in their argumentation of seemingly very
optimistic predictions about comine radicaligzation and their
immediate . goal of dissolving the ISL, which would be an other-
wise incomprehensible conclusion from expectations of an upturn.

This is the heart of the issue about the fate of the ISL
which is presented to the League under the label of "socialist

unity."

#HF
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