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EDITORIAL NOTES

Although the convention call has not yet been yissued, this
issue of Forum begins the .'p,r'e'-‘convention discussion. As 1ndle
cated to you in ai'eoriﬁriunlihe"atvien sefrt joia.t to the branchee, the
material 1s sued on the qua stion of soc ialist regroupment and
unity with the SP-SDF, partivularly the fflemorandum, which is
to be | developed as part of the doeument on the American res-
olution, 1s to serve as part of the pre-conventlon discus sion
without awaiting the formal date for opening di scussiont.f

This 1ssue, thex.'e,'f‘ore', ’ééntainé the" first r-‘esolution‘ on SP
unlty adopted unanimousIv by the Pv . and the communie ation
which accompanied that resolution- the statement on "regroup-»
the nMotions of ﬂaskell and Draper and two arti eles by the
aforementioned, | - | |

‘l‘he reasom for reprinting all of the documents is so that
the recar-d of our actions will be ® mplete within a single
cover ard to enable every “membe r to have a ‘© py of the docu=
mmts in 'conneetier:i wlththe ;dzse}iES_ion. 4‘ ‘ |

We shall try to get Forum out as freqp ently as eossible.4
That will depend in part on the mater'ial that 1s sent in to
1t from various areas in the _couptry. The only necessary

caution to be;érnin niiﬁ"d’ ts ‘the size of contribution,

The editors

March 8, 1957 7.&;(97—-



(The letter below was sent” out wiith the resolutlion "Socirlist
Unity and the SP" printed in Labor Action far November 5, 1956.)

To all Branches:
To all Comrades:
. . Qctober 25, 1986

The report in Labor Action on the status of our case should
bring you up to date with this added information. The reply

to theé Government's Proposed Findings and our own recommendations
must -be in by December 2, The WDL commit tee will be 1ssuing
material shortly on other aspects of our campaign,

Attached you will find copies of a resolution of the PC on our
attitude toward unity with the Socialist Party. .This resolu-
tion, adopted unanimously, is the result of many dl scussions
which the PJ has held. in the last several months and which
began vhen the SP left wing proposed such unlty at the-' last’
SP convention. o e ‘ e _
The PC agreed that in general such unity would be desirable
but dif fereing estimntes became evident on such qaestions as
whether it 1s possible to achleve unity on an acceptable basis
with the SP today, on what basis, etc,

It should be added, that no negotiations have taken place, nor
are there any concrete proposals on the agenda, We did agree
to proceed where possible with conversations with leading
SPers to find out what the ir opinions are and to indicate our
own .

In our discussions in the PC, various opinions on the broad
questions relating to perspectives of socialism in the U.S,
were touched upon., These views have elther not yet been fully
clarified, nor have they been presented in documentary form.
Such gestions will be properly discussed in connection with
the coming national convention on the baslis of resolutions
that are to be prepared for 1t by the PC. '

However, between now and ﬁheh,'any ﬁraétical step s taken by
us will be governed by the resolution unanimously adopted at
a recent meeting of the PJ, ' ’

I must add again to what I have written to several comrades:
no negotiations have taken place; no "deals" are being made,
let alone contemplated, The resolution is the outcome of a
discussion made -obvious by the event of the 2P convention to
which we have tried, quite properly, to provide an answer not
for any specif ic moment, but for the question in general as
we face it today. Obviously, the matter is presented to you
so that you may yourself consider the aiestion, discu ss it,
and advise us.of your views.

Fraternally yours,

Albert Gat
e ates 2663
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év Soclalist Unity Resolution #1

BOCIALIST UNITY. AWD-THE SOCTALIST PARTY

(Resolut16n adopted unanimously by the
Political Committee of the Independent
Soclalist League on Octoper 22, 1956).

(1) We welcome the initiative taken by left-wing comrades
in the Sociallst Party in proposing to explore the pcssibility
of unity between the Socialist Party and the ISL and other
socclalist groups,

(2) wWe are for such unity, as a step toward revitalizing
a militant soclallst movement in this country against both
capitalism and Stalinism, :

(3) We are ready at any time to enter fnto discussion with
representatives of the Socialist Party to ezxplore the possibili-
ties of such unity, without laying dcwn any conditions in advance
of such discussion, programmatlc or organizational. We think
that every opportunity should be taken, both by the conmrades
of the Scciallst Party and our own, to explore such possibilie-
ties, and to mitually clarify our respective points of view with
eacih cther. Ouw attitude in favor of unity 1s not conditioned
on any cnange 1n the pragram cr leadership in the SP; what we
have in view 1s not uniiication exclusiveiy with the lef+ wing
cr any other single section of the SP, Ws are in favor of
uniting with the SP as a whole as 1t is now.

(4) The socialist unity we stand for 1s intended to further
a lesting regroupment of socislist forces, and must be the anti-
thesis of any kind of "raid"™ by one socialist group or another,
We are for such an organizational merger as promises to lead to -
8 stable and lasting coexistence of the merged forces on a
healthy and mutually agreed basis: 1t 1s this whose possibilli-
tles we want to explcre., Vhile we would want the most favorasble
possible unity from our point of view, we do not condition our
attitude on securing 1it. 2664
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(5) This statement 1s, therefore, not put forward as a
temporary or conjunctural expedient, but as a statement of cone
tinuing policy for the Independent Socialilst movement, to make
clear that among the tenets of Independent Socialism.is also this
one: that we stand for socialist unity. Short of unity, or
untll 1t may become possible, we stand by the same token, for a
maximum in amicable and cooperative relations with the SP, in
spite of or above and beyond our. legltimate political differences
and argumentation, .and we favor measures vhich will contribute
to such amicable and cooperative relations for the future.

FeHedededt

U T S R _ 2665



Socialist Unity kesolution #e

]
.

" PROPOSED STATEMENT ON POLISY

; (01 Socialist. Regrqupmenf)

t P

(Statement adopted unanimously

. by the Political Committee of
- .the Independent Social ist
. League, December 24, 1956)

The question of soclalist regroupment has been under discwsion

" by virtually every socilalist tendency In the United States and

has been ralsed inside the Jemmunist Party by men .1ike John

Gates and Steve Nelson., ‘We are eager to joln in the discussion,
of course, In order to indicate the attitude of the P2 as

quickly as possible we are sending ‘out ‘this very sketchy summary P
of the results of our discussions without walting to formulate

& lengthy document of analysis, "We will go further into the
~gquestion in our pre-convention material,

“In the current dlscussions by all degrees and varieties of social-.
..ists, liberals, Stalinoids and Stalinists on the need for soclale-
1st pegroupment, the PC recommends that our comrades of the ISL
-takc proughly the following position: '

We a 5 far the constitution of a new democratic socialist move=
ment In America.,. We do not rejudge the question of just how
8091 such a movement will:come into being, or exactly what ele~
‘mehts will go Into its make-up. We are for the widest dicussion,
public and private, among all who consider themselves socialists
in any sense of the word, for the ywurpose of exploring and fur-
thering the possibility of ‘the creation of such a new movement,

We do not consider that such discussions should be directed to=-
ward arriving at a common’ theoretical agreement among all social=-
~1st tendencies. Although theoretical di scussions are by no means
to be excluded, discussions should be ‘directed toward finding

out whe ther there exists, and toward bringing into existence,
sufficlent political grounds for a united movement,

For insta'r'x.ce, 1t 1s our view that theoretical differences oveziaeco
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the nature of the Russian state, or of Russian society should not
be a bar to unity. The same applies with regard to views as ‘to
whe ther what 1s needed in Russia 1s a political revolution a
social revolution, thorourh-going reform, or what not, What 1s
essent 1al 1s that all who would participate in a united movement
be for a complete democratization of Russia, be willing to support
struggles for such a democratization, and oppose the suppression
of such struggles, No socialist,movementiwhich is in any way
tied to the Russian government or its rul“PSarty, of which sup-
ports the totalltarian regime in Kussia, can gain the support
of or significant influence in the American working class., In
any event, we are not for such a movement,

We are for barring no group in advance from o nsideration as
part of a unl ed soclalist movement in this country because of
its past political positions or affiliations. The attitude we
take teward Indlividuals and grouplngs depends on the positions
they take on this central question of democracy in both the
communlist and capitalist camps concretely today, not on what
they stood for in the past., »

It is our view that although, on the basis of the ebove approad ;
groups would obviously be eligible for partic ipation in such a
moyement who believe that Russia, China or the satellites have
"socialist" regimes or societies, in some sense of the word,

such a movement could not refer officially to these countries

as "socialist" without compromising its own democratic concep-
tion of soclalism in the public mind, o '

Wilthout at the present time going into any pre- judgement of the
vitimate form of the sociallist movement in America, it’ 1s’ clear
from the above that we have in mind a broad type of socialist
movement, not a strictly disciplired, ideologically homogene=-
ous one, While adherence to the democratic principles outlined
above would be expected of all, we are for such a movement as
would maintaln the best socialist traditions of internsl democ-
racy, including all rights of minority expression of opinion,

We wish to emphasize that what we are proposing to our comrades
is a 1line to follow In discussions with all interested parties.
We want to become. known among the radical public as the organi=-
zatlon which advocates this kind of socialist regroupment at

thls tlme.  Vhen and if the time should ever come when concrete’

~negotiations. for unity between us and ohe or. more organizations

becmes practicable, 1t will be time enough to discuss among
ourselves themexact“germs,and conditions,

The policy toward groups such as are dealt with above must not be
regarded as being in contradiction to the resolution adopted by
the P on the gqestlon of unlty between the ISL.and the SP, nor
can.any of our activity or relations with regard to such groups
be of such a nature as would impede the achievement of unity
with the SP on the basis indicated by the PJ resolution,

In all discussions we urge the inc lusion of the SP and.we'urge
. , 2667
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the SP to participate., 1In contrast to the SWP, for example,
which mokes the "defense of the SU" a line of demarcation in
who joins with whom, we call for the inclusion of all demo-
cratlc tendencies, including the SP, The participation of
the SP would be exceptionally important in avolling a Stalin=-
oidal tinge to any regroupment. We call your attention to
the Fall 1956 1issue of the Int'l Social Review (SWP) 1lst
col., p. 114, which presents a line which would exclude the
SP and ISL, ‘

This statement 1s being is sued for the purpose of obtaining
the reactlon of the NC and the membership to the line we pro-
pose to advance on. immediately re socialist regroupment in

our press and In discussions with socialists, For a more
fully developed official resolution we will have to wailt til
the convention. But we wounld like your reactions to this
immedlately, as articles on the question in our press are long
overdue, ' L '

Ve must hear from you on this matter in two weeks, as we
propose to write on thils question at that time,

. PC-ISL
12/28/56

2668
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MEMORANDUM ON OUR PERSPECTIV® -
END_ORIENTATION IN THE MATTER
OF BOCTALIST UNITY

{Memorandum adopted by a majority
‘of the politizal commitee of the
Indepsudent3ocialist League, Feb.
. 2,.1957. A majority of the PC
voted that this memorandum su; are
- ¢cndeg all previous statements ' on =~ '
~80c 1alist unity adopted by the '
Ccommittee.) ‘

Our orientation in the problem of socialist unity must be rooted
in our relationship to the development of the working classes.
The unification of the AFL and CIO has brought the American
working class to its highest point in strength and made 1t the
most numerous and powerful social movement in the country. The

" unification has been achieved without the surrend~r of any

of the basic principles that distinguished the progressive
section from the conservative section, but indeed with the for -
mal accepteénce.of these principlas by the B tter and in the
increasing real acceptance of them by the labor movement as

a whole. ‘The uni’fication of the labor movement in this way 1s
an historic turning-point is being recorded by another sectlon
of the working people, the Negroes in the South, in the ir-
reversible movement for equality that embraces virtually all
of them. Not on2y are the two movements histar tcally linked
but, despite the insignificant organizational tles between them
at present. they are flready linked politically and socially

in the significance and consequence of their development.

Both cevelopments are of decisive importance for the future of

a genuine, affective socialist movement in this country. For

a wide variety of reasons, both of them have unfolded without
the soclalist mo ement being strengthened thereby and without
the socialist movement or any section of i1t having any influence
upon them. Yet, socialism cannot become & serious movement

in this country until its main foundations rest securely in

the organized labor and Negro movements and struggles. 1In 1ts
present fragmented and disoriented form, socialism is in no
position to lay these foundations, It 1s importent to add: re-
gardless of its form and orilentation, socialism will not be in

a position - ' e

2669
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to lay these foundations until the objective conditions engender
a new wave of massive class struggles and radicalization among
the wor kers,

Objectively, all the discussions, ferment and reconsiderations n
now manifest in all the sections of the socinlist, Stalinist

and intermediate groups, even though precipitated apprently by
the outbreak of the crisis in the Stalinist world aborad, boil
down to resolving the problem of how to schieve or restore the
union of socialist (or pseudo socialist) ideas and the labor
movement from the standpoint of each of the pgroups and tenden-
cles involved. So it 1s the case, as 1t necessarily must be, .
with the ISL, . Our decisions must facilitate, not in some un=_.___.
realizably ideal or ebstract sense but In the sense of the maxe-
Imum possible umiler the concrete clrcumstances, the advancement
of our ideas of democratic socialism in the ranks of labor and
Negro mowvements, and the corresponding growth of a socialilst
movement based upon these btroad mass movements and’exercising
an increasing influence among them. Any decision tsken in the - -
matter of socialist unity, or in relations with other groups,
must serve this objective, Any decision, no matter what suce-
cess 1t seems to yileld of a temporary or isoleted nature, but

is not concelved and carried on in a way which is consciously
subordinated to the attainment of the objective, 1is wrong.

hady -

We recognlze that the bulk .of the radical movement, including
the socialist radical movement, in the past twenty years has
been under the ideologlcal, political and most often the organ=-
1zational leadership of the Stalinist Party. Thils movement,
which helped identify soclalism with the theories and practices
of Stalinism, and of the Stalinist regimes, in ths minds of

the public, and above all in the minds of the working class,
ended by groducing an immense sntdgonism to Stalinism and,
correspondlngly, to socialism, in the working class. The

‘. Stalinist leadership of this movement 1s now practically dead,
The ldeology of Stalinism among the residue of this movement
has been severely shaken by the Stalinist crisis. It 1s not,
however, as deas as 1s the. leadership of the Stalinist party,
but remains to one degree or another. Indeed, the extent to
which this ideology dominates the political thinking of various
Intermediate groups (ex-:;talinist, ex-Progressive Party, exe -——--
Trotskyist) and thelr suppae ters, or the extent to which they
have freed themselves, formally or actually, from this ideol=-
ogy, determines in large measure the contribution they are
able to make . to effective soclalist regroupment. In turn, the
extent to which it is possible to create or build an effective
soclalist regrouping as an alternative pole of attraction to
that constituted by “talinism, will determine in large measure
the degree to-which these groups shake off the remmnants of

the ldeology of Stalinism, From the foregoing follow the se
conclusions, : , .

R AR L
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l. If a regroupment took place essentially through the uni-
fication of all the above-indicated groups into a new, united
movement, excluding only the Stalinist leadership, 1t would
result certalnly in excluding all or the great bulk of those
who, without accepting all the policies that distinguilsh the

ISL, are committed to democratic socimlism .and are hostile 2670
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to supporters, including critical supporters, of Stalinism in
the name of socialism, Such a new coalesced movement would
carry the stamp, not so much by formal decision as by its pre-
dominant composition, of a re-formed and modified pro-Stalinist
morement. We do not see how such a coalition could play a gen=-
uinely positive role in the growth of a sod alist movement as
we concelve of 'it, - Neither is it in the interest of the further
progress in the right direction of those who are to one degree
or another moving away from Stalinism, It would tend to halt
such 1deological and political progress and thereby contribute
to tullifying the effectiveness- of those who have a contribu-
tion to make to the growth of the socialist moveément. Our .
contact, discussion or collasboration with these groups and
individuals must therefore aim at persuading them not to .yield
to any tendency toward such a'coalition, at persuading them

of tne negative character of such a-direction of their efforts,
and at turning thelr attention and efforts in the direction

of concrete alternatives. While we seek friendly ‘contact and
discussion, free from vliolent polemics, with such groups and
individuals, we must decline sporigorship and responsibility

for any erganizatlon or "semi-organization" which associates

us with any groups that has not declared, plainly, whatever

its estimate of the social nature or course of development

of the Stalinlst countries, that it is hostile to end independ-
ent of the totalitarian regimes that rule them, and supports
all genuinely democratic movement s and struggles against these
regimes. Inasmuch as all the groups involved in any possible
unification, have’ to one degree or other dondemned the attack
of Stalinism upon the Hungarian people, and expressed support
for the democratic and socilalist struggles of the se peoples
against the Hungarian and Russian Stalinist regimes, our pro-
posal for such a: general declaration on their part cannot
resonably be objected to as an attempt by us to impose an
ultimatum® upon them, o :

2, For us to'declare that collaboration with other groups
requires their'acceptance of all our theoretical position,
including our position on the nature of Stalinism and of
Stalinist soclety, or that such acceitance 1s required for
coexlstencé In one = cialist organization, would be wrong and
ultimatistlic and contrary to our econception of the socialist
unification that 1s now required, We make no such delcaration
and we r e ject it when made: by anyone else. We regard the
theoretical 'differences on the Russian que stion, on Stalinism,
which were the maln cause of the splits in the past, as
"frozen" for the present as regard the groups now discussing
unity., We do not refrain from advancing our own theoretical
position, but we do not make it, or the position of any other
tendency, the pre-condition for unity. The pre-condition

for unity 1s acceptance of the general principles of demo-
cratic socialism, agreement upon a democratic life for the
united organization.and support of the democratic struggle
agalnst the totalitarian regime. 'This.does not encompass

the full pesition of the ISL, to whose tendency we reserve
the democratic right of advocacy in a. responsible and not
disruptive way in a united socialist organization, which i1s ,

the right of any other tendency as well., This yie‘wpointzg_,"‘.
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indicates that we do not regard to put forward the ISL as the
basis of the reunification of the socialilst movement, but do

consider it as an indispensable element of the unity and as a
tendency in 1t enjoying full equality with all others,

3. The ISK is in favor of unity with the Socialls t Party because
1t can become the framework for such a unification and make a
tremendous contribution towards its advancement., If the <P
neglects the opportunlty at hand it will drastically reduce the
prospects for its growth in the immedate period ashead and 1n
the future as well. The orientation of the ISL is based upon
foing 1ts best to help realize the former posaihility. The
I1¢L decldes firmmly in favor of unity with the Sociallst Party
as 1t is at present constituted and without pos.ig any condi-
tions of an organizational or political kind save those that
are incontestable for all members enjoying equsllty of rights
and dutles, The ISL has neither the intenticn nor the desire
to un:iz with the Soelallst Party in order to "capture" 1it,
for oven if this were possible such a "victory" would not
only be meaningless but, what 1s worse, 1t would defeat the :
" yery objective of converting the &P from its present pogition . ____ .
of isolation and weakness to an effective, influence, broad,
democratic socialist movement in the best traditions of the
Debs period, Without for a moment abandoning our right to pre-
sent our own views on the policies and tactics of the soclalis®
movemsnt, we favor the exercise of this glementary right in suck -
a way a3 to serve the alm of bullding the Soclalist Party, of
bringing into 1t new and numerous elements from the labor move=-
ment, the Negro movement, the student youth, the intellectuals
and professionsl pedple, and not 'iIn such a way as to sterilize
the part.by making. it a vanilshing battleground for hard-and-
, fast factions or sects. Without for a moment abandoning our
l support of .the principles and practices of democratic social=-
jsm as the basis for a reunitied and healthy soclalist move=.
ment tmt rather by insisting upon these principles, we aim
to build a Socialist Party which successfully takes up the
challenge o fered by the existence of grea* numbers of radl=
cals wno have already broken with Stalinlem or are in the
course of doing so, and seek a vigorous spcoa; ost grgani-
zaticn which rejects sectarianism and alms at becoming a
living movement, It is precilsely in this sznse that the
Qocislist Party has the possibllity of displacing the Stallnist
Party os the leader and spokesman for the radical and progres-
sive movements, not only and not even so mush those of the
past period but the new ones that are surely to develop.

Indi vidual radicals formerly under the influence of Stalinism
may be recrulted to a revolutionary sect, But the bulk of
these ‘wio sie still ready to work for socinlism can be at-
sracted oniy to an organization which is a serious political
moverient or wnhich has the possibllity of being developed into
guch o movement. From thils point of view, too, the ISL
favors uaity with the SP as the organizatlon which it is
possibe to build up as a serious pcl2 of attraction to all
radlcals of yesterday, tcday and tomerrcw, which offers a
sirnificant a2lternative o Stalinism 1in itre struggle agalnst

capitalisin and 1mper ialism. e SP take dvantage of
apita m an P ism If th va sav g 2672
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of the real possibilities that are arlsi ng before our eyes 1t
will he eble to become just such a poke of attraction., Mean~
while, “n dlscussions with the various so-called "pro-Soviet"
elemant s in and outdde the CP we emphasl ze above all our mini-
mxn potitical platform for democratic soc ialist regroupment
and present and defend the ISL's proposal that it unite with
the SP. We strongly urge that the SP enter into all the cur-
rent debates and discussions on regroupment.

4. Our aim wilth regard to the Socialist Party must serve in
turn our wider long range aim with regard to the labor movee
ment, as the most important of the mass movements in the
country. The present period is a long interlude between the
last radicalization wave and the one to ® me. In such a

period it 1s not possible to think in terms of a genuinely
powerful soc ia list movement numbering many tens of thousands
and .influencing many hundreds of thousands and more. But it

1s possible and necessary to utilize to the maximum all the
posslbilities now at hand to consoldiate during this interlude
the kind of socilalist.movement that will be best able to assist
the working class In 1ts further economic and political progress
and be assisted in turn by the most conscious elements from

1ts ranks who -join and build the socialist wing of the labor
movement, - o ' -

The ISL has no grandiloquent illusions about the immediate
possibilities for a powerful socialist movement., It is howe
ever anxlous to do all in its power to utilize present o ncrete
possibilities, no matter how modest, fin conscious preparation
for the much greater possibilities of the future. It 1s also
‘In this sense that the IAL 1is p epared to unite with the
Soclalist Party and to pursue a course of building it up that
- wlll best advance the cause and influence of socialism in the
[ - labor movement, now and later. Is 1s in the same sense that
| we refuse to support any movement which equivocates on the
' key question of the Stalinist regimes, for, among other
reasons, it is precisely the identification of Stalinism with
socialism in the minds.of the American working class that had
militated so strongly against the progress of socialism in
L this country, - S B
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P,C, MINORITY RESOLUTION

ON SOJIALIST UNITY

The following motion 1s presented as a substitute for the sections
of the PC majority's "#emorandum on Our Perapectives..." dealing
with the ISL=SP unity (point 3 and follaving).

ek IIe

with regard to the £P-SDF, our views are as followszt

The SP-SDF 1s a right-wing soolal democratic sect, not signifi-
cantly larger than the ISL. It 1is just as isolated as we are
from all influence in any section of the labor and Negro move=
ments, and hardly less isoloted from the general "socialist"
public in America, Its pollitical and organizational 1life 1is

at such & low ebb that for some time its only public volce has
been the Call, a bl-monthly magazine, Since even this publica=-
tion.appears to lead a seml-autonomous existence, the views

of the SP national canmlttee and other authoritative bodles on
vital current issues tend to remaln the private property of
these bodles and the membership of the party with little effort
made to spread them to a roader public. Even the historic
events which have produced the present ferment and re-ecvaluatlon
in a1l sections of the radical movement appear to have left 1t
unmoved and unruffled,

Nevertheless, it 1s clear that the SP's tradition and historic
reputation in America confer on it the possibility of beaming -
the framework for the soclalist regroupment and revival which

we all ardently desire.. It is not the only possibillity, however,
If the membership and leadership. of the SP-SDF cannot be shaken
out of their sectarian lethargy by argument and by events, elther
now or in the future, another one will have to be found.

As far as we.are concerned, the big contribution the ISL has
made t0 the regroupment discussion now golng on has been to put
i forward the concept of an all-inclusive soclallst party as the
form of the soc ialist movement in asmerica for the coming period.
In the P motion "FProposed Statement on Policy," which we hereby
reaffirm, we have delineated the programmatic limits for thils
"g11 inclusiveness" as far as we are concerned viv a vis the
Stalinists and Stalinism. :

In countries where the scc 1al democracy 1s a mass movement, we
have been for the participation of our co-thinkers in such move=
ments for'a long time, despite the right-wing political program
or character of such mass social democratic movements. But a
proposal for unity between the ISL and the SP-“DF presents revo-
4 lutionary democratic soc ialists with an entirely different poli-

. ticel problem. Vhat is proposed is not the dissolution of a reve~
olutionary sect for the purpose of jolnlng a mass, all-incl usive
soc ial democretic party, but the uniting of two sects to fam the
basis for the regrouprment and revitalization of a broad social-
ist movement in this country.

Political Basis for Unlty

In this connection, we want to draw speclal attention to Point 4
in the resolution on "Snchalist Unity and the SP" printed in the

Nov. 5, 1956 issue of Labor actlon., Among other things, this
274
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point states: "we are for such an orgsnizational merger as premisos
to lead to a stable and:lasting coexistence of the merged forces on a
healthy and mutually agreed basis,"
bt S _

The "Memorandum of Understanding" which formed the political
basis of the:recent merger of the SP and SDF, and the political dis=~
cussions and negotiations which pre.eded its acceptance by both organi-
zetions 1s an example of the kind of process we have in mind in the
passage quoted above, In the concrete case of an organizational merger
involving the ISL and the SP-SDF, we would propose the following con-
cepts as a political basis for unity: ‘

1l). Both parties to such a merger would recognizesthe purpose
of the unity 1s to. lay the foundations for the regroupment and revita-
llzation of a broad socialist movement, This does not mean that either
need accept the theoretical concepts or even the political program of
the other, It does not even mean that the SP-SDF has to accept in
advance our regroupment perspective exactly as we have put it ferward
up to the present moment.: This, as well d4s other questions, remains
an area for the most extensive and friehdly discussion between us, and
we .desire to set no a-priori conditions to the SP-SDF, programmatic or
tactical, as a.condition for such discussions and negotiations.

. It does mean, however, that at this time we consider as an
indispensable prergqrisite for a'healthy unification of the two organi-
zations that each must-accept the other as a legitimate partner in this
- political enterprise on whose broad objectives they are in agreement,

2.) The unity of the ISL with the .SP-SDF would have 1 tle to
recommend 1t were it not for the hope and expectation that a unity
consummated on the.basis of a perspective of re-building the American
socialist movement on new and broader foundations would attract a econ~
slderable number of people to the united organization who would not
Joiln either separately. ‘These people will participate, along with
the original members, in forming the program of the new movement. All
the ISL needs, and-all the SP-SDF needs, in the way of assurance that
the future program of the movement will form an acceptable basis for
the progress of American soclalism is confidence in their own views
and in the new generation:': - of socialists who will Join the movement

in due courae. .
At -the start, however, since two forces of roughly equal size
would be -joining together in “such ‘a unity, and since some time may
elapse before the new wave of radicalization sweeps thousands into the
party, and even before appreciable new tens and hundreds joln 1it, the
problem must be faced of the co-existence of tendencies with programs
which diverge considerably at this time, in the same organization.
This problem is not solved by ‘a vague reference to the democratic rights
which all individuals and groups would enjoy in such a movement,

Because we advance the concept of an all-inclusive soclalist
party, combining left and: right wing democratic socialist tendencies,
We recognize that the maintenance and growth of such a movement would

be imperiled at this stage if either side sought to impose its whole v

program, however democratically, on the other., This means that the
program of the movement would have te be a minimum program, stated in
such broad terms that it could be supporteéd and propagated loyally

by all members, while any groupings in the party would naturally
Preserve the right to advocate their special points of view in a qizg?;
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consistent with their loyalty to and support of the party organization.,
' .

Perspectives

We cannot say:in advance whether the SP-SDF can be convinced
to accept unity with. the ISL on the basis of the conception set forth
heére (or on the basis of any other, for that matter), However, every
effort should be made to convince them of the prospects for themselves
and for pmerican socialism which .such a unity would advance,

The members and friends of the ISL should recognize that how=
ever desirable such a unity might be, there is ho guarancee that the
present wave of regoupment sentiment in the radical movement will ...
actually result in a. significant socialist regroupment at this time,
The mood 1s new, . The suspicions and sectarian habits in "the whole
movement are old and deeply rooted. It would be only something
slightly short of a political miracle if the very first shake-up of
2talinlem on a world scale should lead to a reconstituted broad soci-
nlist movement in America 1in the admitted ‘absence of a significant
surge 1In the mass movement, - ‘

If we could achieve a healthy unity with the SP-SDF on the
basis described here within. a short time, that would open excellent proe-
spects for us and for the whole soclalist movement, But if it should
prove that the obstacles to such unity cannot be overcome now, we can
make a very healthy advance if our unity line has been corréctly
concelved and executed,

The first gain we are making already: a clarification of our
Own concepts of our character as an-idological‘tendency and the role
we have to play in the socialist movement of the future. The second
comes from the recognition we are bound to get in all sections of the
radical movement for the conception of socialist rEEFoupment which we
are advancing., The third is the personal and a ganizational sontact
and exchange of ideas which, even 1f it should fail to achkve a united
movement now, has already gone a long way to replace pre judice against
us, or just plain ignorance of what we stand for, with Intelligent
disagreement based on understanding of our tendency.

of soclalist movement this country needs and the way to build it. They
can be helped'or,hindered, depending on the way in which we advocate
and argue for our “Independent focialist" views on all political
questions in the new circumstances in which we find ourselves. They,
and our very existence as a tendency can be gravely endangered should
the evident desirability of a healthy unity with the SP-SDF as a first
step toward bullding the kind of socialist mor ement in America we are
for give rise in our ranks to a feeling or program for "inity"--
meaning in effect dissolution-and-entry--"at any cost." Such a mood
and program could lesd to the disorientation and eventual demorali-
zation of the ISL, S ' o
A healthy unity with the ‘SP-SDF 1is a desirable goal, and we

should do all we can to pPersuade the SP-SDF of 1its desirability. No
other kind of unity could actually serve the purpose of -laying the bae .
sls for the great socialist movement .of the future, and we should arouse
1llusions neither_among ourselves nor in’ the SP=SDF about 1its prospects,
And 1f the time should prove not to have ripened yet for the regroupment
of the soclalist movement, we have everything to gain and nothing
to lose for the present or the future by the kind of unity line set
forth here, -6nd= 26676
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YOR A HEALTHY SOCIALIST UNITY
by Gordon Haskell

Yor the past ton yoars all sections of the American socialist movement have
been in declins, The reasons for this are s0 well known in our organisation,
. that they nnd not bs gone into here.

A docade 1. a long time. Only the firmest conviction in their principles and
the utmost tenacity of purpose have kept socialist groups in existence, All
of them—all of us—have been ardently looking for the day when we could emerge
from our terridble isolation and begin the construction of that broad, vital,
offective socialist movement, firmly based on the mass organizations of the
working class and the Hegro people, which we are convinced will one day arige
in America. 8ince world Stalinism has been one of the main obstacles to the
reconstruction and revitelisation of the socialist movement, it 1s quite
understandable and quite right that the first major srisis of Stalinigm ghould
produce in the whols socialist movement a gtate of expoetﬂuy. forment and reo-
evaluation of its status and prospocts.

The 1ndependent Socialist League hap once again &omonstrated its political
vitality by its response to the crisis in the Communigt Party and in the so-
called ®"pro-Soviet® circles. Not only hag it sought to intervene directly in
their discussions, but it has sought to present them with a concept of the
form of a new socialist movement in America which can attract and aid in the
re-orientation of those among them who are geeking a may out of the blind
alley of Stalinism.

Ever .ince we diuolvod the Workers Party, we have been movingz in a direction
which makes our coming out now for an all-inclusive socialist party for the
next stage of the American socialist movement a natural, spontansous poli~
tical act. When we formed the ISL, we announced in word and in action that
we do not consider our tendency as the basis for the broad socialist movement
of the futurs, but rather as one element among others. Our gpecific weight,
our gpecific role in such a movement ig not conferred on us by history, but
depends on the validity of the views we have developed over the years, and
~on our intelligence 1n applying them,

The crisis of Stalihism, the recession of the wave of reaction in America,
the unity of the labor movement, the struggle of ths Negroes for equality—
all these bring closer on the horizon the possibility of the regroupment and
revitalization of the Amsrican socialist movement. They create the conditiong
for a new radicalization wave in America. But that wave hag not yet started
to build up. And no one can tell how many months or years it will be bafore
it does. .

These are the conditions. this i1s the background for our proposal for unity
with the Socialist Party-Social Democratic Fedaration,

WHAT THE SOCIALIST PARTY IS AND WEAT IT CAN BR

The SP-SDF 1s & right-wing social democratic sect which combines a gemsral
adherence to socialist ideals with critical support to the capitaligt camp

in the struggle against Stalinigm. Its views on the nature and tactics in
the struggle against Stalinism are closely related to, if not identical with
those of the more progressive wing of the labor movemsnt. But aside from
this closeness of views, the SP-SDF is as isolated from influance in the labdor
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. and Neero movements“as we are. In addition, they suffer. foom a special kind
of right-wing snctal démocratic sectarianism which has laft them all but un~
ruffled and unstirred by the crisis of ths Stalinist movemant, Having
Joinad the SP:and the SDF togethsr, with nsglizible political or organiza-
tional results, the bulk of their 1ls sadership 1¢ far more intsrasted in
some form of "fusion" (which politically msans dissolution) with or into
liberal movements to their right than they are with re-zrouping tha,
socialist movement for a naw b2ginning in Amarica., Thair parspective is
not to seek to rally the large mass of socialistically inclined people
who have been sst adrift by te collapse of Stalinism, so that the socialist
movement, thus broadsned and strengthenad, could exert detsrmined and - -

- effectivs political pressure on thoss sections Ofﬁthe labor movement . -
closest to it, They are, rather, orianted toward maintaining the SP-SDF.: as,
or transforming it into a socialist study circie. whose membars meaningful
political activity is carrisd on outside it, as indiatinguishable follow—
ers of tha. polities of Reuther and Stevenson. ;

w—
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Though the approach and: politics of tha SPBSDF laadership ﬂﬁ far from A
promiging from cur point of view, it 4s clear that in any all~inclusive .
socialist movement they, or psople like them would be an indispensabls
element, Our proposal for unity with them, liks our proposal:on soclalist
regroupment made to ths "pro~Soviet" el:mants, is a politioal act which-

. demonstrates in practics tha nature and penuinenass of our commjitment.
to the idea of an all-inclusive socialist party in America.

.1 have said that the politics of tha SP-SDF are an indispensable alement
for any all-inclusive socislist party in America. At the start of such-

& party, and for a while psriod after, they may even be the dominant.numer-
ical and political element in such a movement. Such a prospesct should
neithar discourace nor:diémay us in the least. o

" But 1lat us face 1it. Tbere is no such movement today. The SP-SDF's reputa-
tion and tradition make it possible for them to form the framswork within
\i‘which such a movement cen be built. But that Dos~ibility can be realized
- only if the membership and leddership of the SP-SOF .can be brought to
understand, accept and act to bring it about.’

They are not such a movemsnt at this time. And they plus tﬁe‘ISL #ould not
be such a movement unless they, 1liks us, are willing to get out consciously
to becoma ths basis for such a movemant. . . .

 QHE REAL MEANING OF ISL-SP:UNITY

A unity involving the ISL and YSL and the SP—SDF would be the merger of in
effect, two propeganda tendarcias or sec%s. 'Th@ political problam involved
,_is pot the .problem of’ ths - sxistancs and functioninﬂ of a laft-wing democratic
soctalist tandency i8'& mass right—wring socialist party, but of tha co- -
existance of :two prop&ganda groﬁps of’ raIat1valy .acual size under the 'same

orgenizational roofl' :

Othors would join the day after such g unity,.to be sure. :But until the
radiculization wave starts to mdve. they would bs in the tens, not the .
thormds orT thousandsa -

Now, all this should not lead us to be 1ndifferent ta. or opposed to unity

with the SF-SDF.. But 4t ghould'miks it clear to. all partias concerned that

if this is to bo a healthy gnd viables unity, ‘if it is to serve ths purpiaf
2
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of laying the foundations for the broad socialist movemant of the future,

‘1t must be brought about on ths basis of such agreement between the parties
to it as will make possibls their lasting and fruitful co-existenca.

S e—p— > |

. 1 .
In my opinion, tha mihnimum basis for such agreement is this:

§ ~ 1 Bach party to the unity must accept the othsr as a legitimate partner in
£ - . layinz the foundations .for ths all-inclusive party which they both aspire to
- buiig, TN Tor M amined y

3

2) They both agrss that the’progfapgéf.the united party should be stated in
such broad tsorms, that: it could'be propegated and supported loyally by all
members, while any.groupings in the party would naturally preservs the right
-. .to advocate their spacial:point of view in a manner consistent with their
, -loyalty to and support of the party organization. °

It is argued that the éb-snF cannot be conﬁiéced'to’accept our pefspective on

- socialist regroupment, and that any insistence on our part that we be affcrded.
the same opportunity to seek to negotiate a minimum: program acceptable to
both, such as-the SP-SDF has just negotiated, is in effact a rejection of the

“ . 1dea of unity, , R

. Let us be quite clear.. We do not ask that the SP-SIF accept our exact formu-
. 1lation on'soclalist;regroupmént in&éavanqe of discussion and negotiations, and
not'even necessarily in the course of them. We do not propose that they
bring their program closer to‘surs bafore we are willing to negotiate unity.
Mo do ‘not propose that we pressnt them with our program, either straight or
@ bit watersd down, as the basis for unity. We do propose that we explore
the pogsibility with them of gufficient agresment on the purpose and per-
© . 'spective of the united party bsfore unity 80- that we do not find the week
or month after that hostility, ‘recriminations and ‘disunity bs the product of
Disunderstanding. .Wo do propose that we explore with them the poesibility of
formulating a platform for the united party stated in such broad tasrms that
we could loyally support.-it, and that nona of its terms be in such flagrant
sconflict with our views (or theirs) that we (or they) could be Jjustly charged
with disloyalty for propagating such views insids.and outside the part
-after unity had been achlsved, -~ ° - . . . :

PC MAJORITY POSITION

-~ The positicon of the .PC. majority is different. They are ready to accept the
SP~SD¥ program, as it is right now, as the program of the united party., They
Oppose any sugeestion to the SP-SDF that we discuss or nsgotiate over program.
They describe any such suggestion as de facto opposition to unity, on the
ground that the SP-SDF would never agree to it. Their attitude on the ques-~
tion of unity is: don't talk about 'politics, don't talk about. program. The
SP-SDF 1s our chosen framework for the unification of the socialist movement.
The only problem is' to get us into’' that framework. ‘That is going to be hard
enough in any event. Don't-make any difficulties.’ Once we are in it, we
will revitalize it, we will build it up, ¥e will:reconstitute it as the

basis for socialist regroupment. ’ .

In our own way, we of the PG minority have more respect’ for' the comrades of
..-¥he SP-SDF than that. involved:in- the majority position. Their organization
.Could be ‘the possibls framework of the broad socialist movement of tomorrow.
But it is not an inert object, a copywrited -brand-nsme, ‘or an abstraction.
It 1s made up of men and women with a certain tradition and certain politics
of ‘thelr own. 'So is the ISL. If we unite, we are .going to have to live
. Lt . o IR bt 16‘79
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tmthsr'?'or soms time before we are ro-inforcod;g;;d transformed By the adher-
ence of a new generation of soclalists who will put their own imprint on the
movemant and 'ch‘nge the relationship of forces within it, Unless we unite
on a sound, agreed basis, the united organization would be in gravest danger
of flying apart before this could happen. '

The majority resolution speaks of "insisting" on "gur"..."principles ang
practices of democratic socialism as the basis of a united and healthy
socialist movement..." In the context of their line, that is & meaningless
phrass, to put it politely. They propose to insist on nothinz except unity

. itself. In addition, they propose only that we be granted the usual demo-
. cratic rights of other SP-SDF members. Implicit in the logic of their line

of accepting the SP-SDF .program as the basis for unity and the program of
the party, without discussions or negofiations for its modification or
"neutralization” in a manner which would make it not inconsistent with third
camp politics, is & commitment not to uge such democratic rights to bring

. about such a change in the forseeable future.

" In our opinion, the logic of their line is suth as to lead t5 or Justify a

simple dissolution of the ISL and entry of its membsrg as individualg into
the SP-SDF. They are not for that now, they would 1iks some formel recog-
nition of the ISL as a tendency in the S$P-SDF.’ But guch is their headlong
commitment to the idea that unity is the.road to issue from the isolation of
the ISL, and that this road must e éntered this very momant, or all is
lost....that ghould the SP-SIF agree to unity on no other basis, we see no
logical reason for them to reject it. 1, e

WEAT WOULD "E LOSE -~ WHAT WOULD WE GAIN? ~° "

It 1s no crime to'f:fgf:bsé the dissolution o'f':é. socialist sect, however good
1ts program, into a broader socialist movement., It is simply a matter of

-, waighing what one would gain for ond's principles as against what one would

lose, .En-this.casd, .we" say: unless unity;js-gchtéved:én.a healthy, agreed
basis, we would lose the advantage of the untrammslled presentation of our
thir@ camp socirlist position gnd our views.on the regroupmsnt of the social-

. 18t movement. And we would gain...not the chancs to lay the foundations of
. the all-inclusive socialist party of the fyture together with tha comrades

of the SP-SDF, but either a long period pf".'gqif;imposed, stultifying politi-
cal and ideoclogical self-effacemant, or a wearing, sterile intermal struggle
betwaan tendencies who had unitad witlgou@:",lggﬁng found a healthy common

S

eround for their umity, "~ ., | ..

It has besn argued that if the ISL can get .into the SP-SDF on "any basis,"
five minutes affer we ars in, we can chenge the program of the party as wa will,

. . U | Yy e .
Such an agsertion is utterly misleading.” No ons wants to unite with the SP-
SDF and then to split it. If the SP-SDF leadership is not willing to negotiate
with us on any basis whatever; if even the suggestion that we want to talk
about perspectives and program would end all discussions with them, what
would *heir reaction be if, after they had been convinced we were utterly
hermless, and despite their suspicions and miggigings had been cajoled into
lookin: the othar way while we crawled in the back door--what if after guch
a "wluy®, not after five minutes, but after five ménthg, we began to press -
for progrzmmatic changes? . . )

Cbvicusiy this could only leasd.ftq_,disaster.”:; The real ,méa;niixg of such a unity
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would be a prolonged silence on our part, broken only fof the purpose of
policing any of our people or others who might be suspscted of b3ing our
people, who might raise thair voices to demand such changes.

IS A HIAITHY UNITY POSSIBLE?
For remember this: the way in which we achieve unity will determine the way

we have to live in the united movement for a considsrable period of tims. And
the langth of that time depends not on our will, but on the amount of time it

. will take for a radicalization wave to start bui;ding up in the country.

Can the SP-SDF be convinced to unite with us on the minimum basis we propose?

. We don't know. If it is not attempted, we may never kmow. No one can give
" any honést assurance that they can be convimx ed to unite with us on any

basis...eVen to let us sneak in through the back door.

Proponents of the FC majority say that they are really for unity. while we
aras for a lins which, since it cannot be realized, is really against unity.
We ara, they say, for tha continued existence of our little ‘sect, with its
Third Cemp bannsr bravely flying in the breeze.

The,fact of the matter 1s, however, that they have unity with the SP-SDF no

" moreu in their back pockets on their basis than we have it %n ours on our

bagig. Both of us only have a line, & course of action. to proposs to the
comrades of the ISL and of the SP-SIF.

In deciding on any tactical lins, specially in a matter which involves the
very existence of an organization, a wise tectician mst consider the nega-
tive possibilities and consecuences of a failure of his tactic as well as
the positive gains wbidh would rasult from its success.

_ The PC maaority lina is egeared only to the optimum possibility. Since even

" its most enthusiastic supvorters cannot guarantee its success, it is actually
staking tha very existencs of our movemznt on a political gamble,

The policy vroposed by the PC minor{ty. on the other hand, can produce favor-
able results ragardless of ths outcome of the present unity mood in radical
circles,' Since it proposes no self-serving ultimatistic demands on the SP-
SDF, it demonstrates in practice our concapt of ths kind of broad socialist
movemant we want to build in the U.S. If it succeeds in convincing_the SP-
SDF ccurajes comrades, & healthy-and durablse unity could result., If they
cannot bu convinced’ now. no doors have been closed for the fuxure.

The advaniages of a healthy unity are worth a strong try. We should not be

* discouraged if they don't go for it first crack out of the barrell. We

should not talk ourselves into such a stats of Yunity-itis" that if the
- obstacles cannot be overcoms now, political 1ife in our own organization no
‘longer seems worth living. .

That is ons of the dangers of the magority approach to unity. It is ravealed
more in their approach to the question .n discussion and in the press and
in opposition to the policy we propose than in their diplomatically worded
"memorandum. "

The desire to break out of our 1solation after the murdsrous dacade through
which we have just gone is understandable, and of itself, highly laudable.
It can becume a danger to our very existance as an organized tendency, how-
ever, if the desire bacomes father to political invention based on hopes and
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frustrations rather then on sound pollti‘bal realities and perspectives.
That can lead only to disorientation and demoralization.

We are for an organizational morger with the SP-SDF which promises to :
lead to a stable and lasting co-existence of the merged forces on a healthy
and mutually agreed basis. We are-for working for such a merger without -
raising false hopas or illusions among our members and supporters on its
likelihood, or giving rise in our ranks to a feeling that, if worst comes
to worst, unity "at any cost" —~-meaning in effect, dissolution and entry
=-1s better than holding on until a more propitious time makes possidble -

a haalthy regroupmant of the socialist forces in America, , .
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TH® MWANING OF SHACHTMAN'S "SOCIALIST UNITY"
by Hel Draper.. .. ..., .

First of all, we should get clear what is in dispute and what
isn't. The PC-has published three resolutions, or statements or
policy, around the question .of unity and: regroupment. The first
two were adopted unanimously, The third and latest’ concretized
£ the dispute which was latent: behind the other.two.

These differences of Opinion in the PC were . discussed in. the cOome
mittee from the very beginning--namely, early a year ago.‘ There
were obviously two (at least two) different conceptions of what

1t meant to favor unity with the SP, or what unity. For months

it was hoped--or at any rate, to speak for myself, I hoped-~that
the difference could be legitimately resolved in the committee
without breaking out into a racking dispute in the'League over

the fate of the organization, I expcted, and expect, no good from
such a dispute.

Thus, when 1t turned out that the first resolution on Unity with
the SP (published in LA Nov. §) was voted unanimously, it was

~ cormunicated to the League with the ndée that there were dif-
ferences of opinion on related matters that wouldcome up later.

Resolution #2 (Proposed Statement of Policy on Socialist Regroupe -
ment) dealt with an entirely di fferat side of the general guestion,
namely, with the question of an al l-in socdsalist regroupment

I  which specifically o ncerned itself with the problem of how to

. bring together both "pro-Soviet" Stalinoids and democratic-

- soclalists, This statement was not only adopted unanimously by

the PC but was, 1f I am not mistaken, unanimously greeted with

enthasiasm by the membership everywhere or virtually everywhere,

It 1s this line, not the line on entry into the SP, which has

also aroused deserved interest outside the ISL,

In the adoption of thls statement, too, the differences showed
themselves. The point involved was the relationship between
Resolution #1 and Resolution #2,

Shachtman pro posed the formulation that unity with the SP be re-
garded as the "main orientation." I opposed this. Shachtman
then proposed the wording which appears in the Statement about
not doing enything that "would impede" the unity envisaged in
Resolution #l. I accepted this pointing out that it desn't
settle any questions that would naturally arise as to what des
and what doesn't impede the kind of unity envisaged in Resolu-
tion #1l. But at any rate, this made it possible to get the
Statement out to the League, after too long delay,

Another passage in this statement did not come up for question-
ing at the time od adoption. This was the paragraph which
ectually did establish the relationship between the SP side of
the regroupment and the "all-in" side. It was formulated in
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terms of uging the "inclusion" of ths SP in & socialist r egsroupment, urging
its "participation." The idea was very clear that we thought that the
SP should be ons among tha socialist tendenciss ren‘ouped in the mannsr
propoeed. _

*In his Jan. 18 spéech‘at the public symposium "Can the Left Unite?" at

the Great NorthérnHotel in New York City, Shachtman first launched the
line that the "all-in" socialist regroupment should tska place within the
framework of the SP; that is, the organizational road to this regroupment
was presented gs ,joining the SP. :

Taken up ¢x post facto by the PC, this was embodied (somevhat fuzzed wp)-
in the Resolution #3 of the PC Majority, alons with some other articulal
tions of some of Shachtman's conceptions of unity. Then the present
Minority Rssolution was written too. .

Thus thae differances proved irrepressible, and the dispute emerged from te
PC. The differancss, howevar, are not simply on this or that phrase or
formilation but on the whole conception of what "unity with the SP" means
ard on ths viability of the ISL. This hag been parfectly clear in the
PC f r months. The Leagus membars cannot adequately decide on ths ques-
tion till they understand it Just as claarly. : :

TO CALL A SPADE

The present dispute is tagged "socialist unity." It started out on that
subjsct. Howaver, the discussion in the Leagus will not even start get-
ting anywhors until it is rsalizsd that Shachtman's pmposition is for

a very distinctive and particular form of "socialist unity"—namsly, it .-
orients toward dissolution-and-entry into the SP.

I have no objection to calling by the nams of "socialist unity" a program
which msans dissolution-and-entry. Nor am I concerned, in this connection
with whethsr or not it is possibls to convince the SP leadarship to be so-
broadmindsd as to let ISLars join, after diseolution, if only through the
back door; that is Shachtman's central concern right now; he may be suc-
ces.ful. We have a diffsrent concept of -socialist unity, that ig, of the
sociazlist unity which we favor, . S

A progrem <1ming at dissolution-and-entry, liks Snachtman's, may ba con-
sidered ;:\m- or bad -~ a masterstroks of strategy. or the manifestation of
a pitiiui collapse =-- or what-have-you; but at any rate comrades ought to
look opzun-eyed at the differant courses proposed and undsrstand wha'c is at
stake. .

If a mjority of i:he League, on reflection, wants to set a coursa tomard
dissolving the ISL into the SP, then so be it. Wt I would like to ses
even less, however, is & process whereby the League membsrs back themselves
into a position that turns outto mean dissolution-and-entry, without a
majority having ever really envi saged it., This is not a good way of adopting
& posiiion, in spite of its extoensive history. Unfortunately, it is also an
easy thing to lat hapven. ' :

FOR A HGALTHY UNITY .

Thare is nothing wrong in itself with any proposal to dissolve the ISL, for

soma othar form of organization. But cortainly it is not ons to be enter-

tained or entered on, lightly. Those comrades to whom this is addressed will
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g not need any tub-thumping claims about the rols which the ISU plays, modest
: though it be: namsly as an ideological center of Third Camp politics and
Marxist socialism, with its special appeal to those who do not wish to
support either capitalism or Stalinism. All we nesd say right hers is that
this role is still needed. Before we are moved to abandon it, we naed to
have very firmly in mind--for wyhat.

One can move to abandon any indepsndent organization, or this indepandent
organization, or any other form of organization -- that is not the central
igsue.as long as the essential political role of ths Third Camp socialist
cadres-can be maintainsd (or naturally, extended) wherever they may be.:

The Minority Resolution propose_s a unity with the SP which preserves tiet
role. It spells out this proposal. It says that a healthy unity can be
achieved only if there is prior agresment, openly arrived at, on an over~
2ll party platform so =zenaral that it can be loyally supported by, on the
one hand, Third Camp revolutionary socialists and, on the other (say)
right—wing social--democrats who are pro-Amsrican. Under such conditions,
in such a party, the former muld play their distinctive political role
not only loyally but in such a wey as to build the united movsnant._ ,

If such a unity ‘cannot " be achieved, it will be bacausa the SP turns it
down; and that would be & pity. If sucha unity can ba achiaved, then a
real step of progress for the socialist movemant will have bean realized.

So we are for a unity with tha SP vhich pprmits that political role, wheraver
we are; or at any ratem uf it is porposed that it be abandoned, we want to

know: fog what.
THIS IS NOT 1937

Can a program of dissolution-ando-entry fulfill that polit ical role or anything
adequately likes 1t? . :

On this, one thing has to be firmly undérs’tood by everybody: Shachtman's :
perspective is not for an entry liks that of the Trotskyites in 1936. ..

'The Trotskyist entry of 1936 was made with & divided soul on the part of .
the then Trotgkyist leadership; but I emphasize that Shachtman's present per-
spective ig different from either division of that soul. To be specific:

(1) Ore, strain of thinking in the then Trétskylst group, at any rate never
clearly rejected in advance, was ths perspective that the entry would only
serve to clean out all good left-wing elements inthe SP, amalgamte them |
with the Trotskyist cadres and’thus eventuzlly psrmit the re-formation of .
an enlarged Trotskyist party. If this strain was at first submerged after
the entry, it was virulently re-activatad by Trotsky in 1937, and in fact -
set the pattern which wag actually followed in the .exit from.the SP, with
the help of the right-wing SPsrs who were anxious to expel thenm anyway.

In effect this was the parspective of a "commando ra-id " though it does
not seem to have bzen clearly forrrmiated in advanced by the Trotskyist
leadership or all of them.

It goes without saying that a repetition of this disastrous course would
be an unmitigated crime. Since this would be the strong opinion, I am sure,
of every ISL member without exception (as distinct from the S7P), I mention
this only to eliminate it from the picture. ' ,
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(2). But leaving .-agide the ""commndo raid* straiix 'ﬁ:‘fheA Trotskyist eitry.
the "good" current. in the Trotskyist perpsective wag that which envidorsd them

as-a loyal left wing seeking to transform the SP by a normal mejority vote

into a revolutionary party. -Thig was, of course, the open and avowed aim of

. the Trotekyist-led faction, the Appeal Group, accepted by all gldes ag legit~

imate, as indeed it was. Indeed, the then leadership of the SP around the
"Militants" lmd itgelf 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, omredely conflict to see
who could get a majority, may the best side win and talke control of the
National Committee or write the program of the party -~ all this was accepted
&s normal, legitimate and responsible behavior for all concerned. And under

. the circumstances it wasg, or would have been. For the SP wag alive, growing,

stirring, a healthy political organism, a real arem in which this sort of
political struggle had a meaning. That wag the 130s.

‘Anyons who thinks that this is or can be the"perspec'tﬁ'o of Stachtman's dig-
- solution-and-entry line today simply does not understand what is going on.

Two mimites thought, well applied, ought to show that such &: perspective

:is out of the guestion for anybody. And in fact Shachtman does not hold it,

THE NATURE OF THE PROBLEM

It i1s precisely SP people who have expressed thé fear that this is what an
ISL entry today would mean. For as Norman Thomas quite frankly and vigor-
ously explained at the SP comvention last ‘July, given what the SP is nowe-~
days the ISLers would be able to taks over the party without any trouble, and
right away or just about.. Other SPers at that ‘time explained to me why they
belisved it:. their reasons had to do with an estimation of the ISL'g forces
and quality that wasg flattering, at leasgt in comparison with their estima-
tion of the SP's. At the game convention, too, when the SP left wine's

. motion for a unity conference was defeated, A.J. Muste wag likewise Quoted
- ag taking a dubious view of SP-ISL unity on this ground.

Whatever one may want to say about objectiozs' to socialist unity on such

. grounds, this much is clear: that if an entry were made on thkis basis, it

would and could only lead to a split or the equivalent of a split., And any
Yunity" which leads to such an outcoms would be a catastrophe~~not Just for
the SP but for ourselves. It is bad enough that the Trotskyist movement hag
one such on its conscisnce. : : R ’

But this 1s exactly the poser for anyons in the Leagus who thinks that
Shachtman'sg "unity" can be or should be made with the normal perspective that

was in order in the '30s: ramely, that revolutionists join the party in order

to'"revolutionize" it or change its political character. That 1s excluded
today, under these circumstances. It 1s excluded for Shachtman. It is not
his perspective and not his proposal, L ’ ‘

For it might be only too eagy for an influx of‘.ISLers to "take over" the

SP~-~if not organizationally, then politically—that is, at any rate changs
its political character in the direction of the ISL's. That's not becaugs

- of our great strensth.but because of the SP's extreme weakness, and bacause

of certain well-known inadequacies of the SP's genaral membership and func-
tioning. And thmt goes even though by “take over" here, we mean take over
entirely democratically and fairly both in letter and spirit,

THE DANGER OF SUCCESS

The problem is not méz:ely that of eschewing the disastrous split perspective
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(or whatever it was) of 1937; that's no problem for anybody in the ISL. The .
Problem ign't that of 1937 in any respact, For the "danger" 1s that no
mattsr how we might "take over" the SP, auch "success" would be meaningless
at best, but in fact worse than meaningless. We would "taks over" only
ourselves and bring about only a new division. This would be senseless.

But mora than that: from the point of visw which Shechtman holds, 1t would
be a great error to changs the rightwing politics of the SP. For Shachtman
thinks of his "unity" Perspective as setting up a movamant, or a simlacrum

‘of & movemant, which appsals to the right. Parb of the value of the SP,
. for Shachtman, ig precisely its right-wing appeal. Insofar ag the SP be-

comes ISL-ish, it loses part of the very reason why Shachtman is so enthug-

lastic about dissolving into it now. This is another ard even mors msic
‘reason why (per Shaghtman) the ISLers must guard against changing the right-

wing political character of the SP,

‘It is consistent with this that Shachtmen fervently stresses tat as far as

he is concerned, the SP~SDF Torms of Unity, the political bases ‘there laid
down, are entirely accaptable to him also as the platform for a united SP.

So this present proposal of Shachtman's for dissolution-and-entry is like
no other entry proposal you have heard of beforae; nor like any other "anity"
Proposal you are likely to think of under that label, This isn't to condemn

" 1t for that resagon. It is to emphasizs that you have to understamd what it

is that is being put before tha league,
THE MINORITY RESOLUTION'S SOLUTION

This same problem is, of course, also. i;ha reason for the form which the
Minority Resolution takes; that ig, tha ‘Minority Resolution proposes a

~different solution of the same problem.

" If unity is to bs possible, it says--and that is by no means sure--it can

be a healthy organizatiomal marger, one that can endurse, only on the bagis
of a definite prior agreement.. . A '

In essanse, theAnature of the agreement suggasted in the Minbrity Resolution

i1s the acceptance by the united organization of somsthing like the troad

" character that we have sketched out for-an all-in gocialist regroupment

(in the PC Statement on Policy or Resolution #2). 1In t at conception, dif-

~ ferent gocialist tendencies could coexist in the same broad and loose move-

ment only on the bagis of a very broad and gensral plat form on certain

- erucial divisive issuss; a platform ganaral gnough to avoid a clash between

incompatible programmatic oonceptions; a pH:form gensral enough to be a
"neutral" umbrella over points of view equally legitimete in the united
organization,

' Of course, in that Statement of Policy, the problem thét wes met was that

of-the spread betwesn ths "Stalinoid" tendencies and the democratic gocial-
ist, particularly on the question of Russia.

In the case of unity (or entry) of the ISL and SP, the spread is that

between Third Camp revolutiomary socialism on the one hand, and pro-American~
camp social-democracy on the other. How shall these two t endencies be able
to coexist in the sams party -- not as warring Kilkenny cats, but in

healthy and durable cooperation?

" The Minority Resolution pro;ﬁose_s tha sanié type of solution. That is the

meaning of the agreement which it proposas. If unity is possible, it is
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possible only om-this'basis. And on such & vasis, unity wouldbe a‘ healthy
and progressive step forwerd for the sncialist movemsnt,

What this means is that we propose to come .{:o" an _agi‘e,ement with the SP
people not on a common program (that is hardly possibls) but on the type

of orzanization in which we can live together. We do not propose to convince
the SPers of our Third Camp politics; we .do not propose that we concede to
theirs. "We propose that unity establigh a kind of laligt organization

in which these "t.wo politically digparate tendenciss can coexist durably.

This in essence is precisely the Proposal we make for "all-in" gocialisgt
regroupment. The iinority applies it also b _the problem of t =
unity, This is the approach to be borne i mind in reading the Minority :
-approach as it ig detailed and elaborated . - -An the resolutionand in

Comrade Basksll's article in this bulletin, .

‘But, argues Shachtmen, very vehemently ag if meking a decisive point, it is
ridiculous to think that the SP will even be. willing to talk about such an
agreement for unity; he scouts the very idea ag absurd; the SP won't listen
o..Therefore, contimes Shachtman, you 0f the Minority are "really against
unity..." . ) : l ' L o

What is important here is what Shachtman is confessing by meking this
argument, which is & very prominsnt part of his case.

He is saying, in next to so many words...tha‘t:. if you are "really" for unity,
you must be for some proposai that the SP is willing to accept now or soon.

‘But why?

Shachtman's ‘argument mekes sense only for .one who is convinced that Tunity"
must be consumated at any cost. And this doeg make sense in terms of -
Shachtman's perspective. But what if the only "unity" that the SP ts
willing to give ear to,.especially to eloquent pleaders like Comrade
Shachitman, i3 the kind of "unity" which is to be consumme ted by the ISL
dissolving and applying for membership in the SP — that is, not by any or-
ganizationzl merger such as the original PC ‘resolution spoke 'of, but disso-
lution-and-entry, with the political prospect described? o

So when Shachtman denounced the Minority Regolution because (as he claims)
the SP wouldn't design even to discuss itg proposal for unity, he is telling
us & great deal about his views. . TRCI

Is he indeed for dissolution at any cost? Well, no, naturally; we can all -
be sure that he would draw the line at a couple of things~-liks the "anti=
Leninist loyalty oath" which some SP humorists .lave teked about, or ay re~
Quiremsnt that he repudiate his political views. These scruples of
Shachiran are a great comfort, but in mentioning them by way of example, we
algo 1iustrate the ‘'scope of his dissolution-and-entry proposal. B

THE FURTATHE-ISL SCHOOL.

This heart of the question was posed very woll by a comrade at the New ¥rk
discussion meeting of Feb. 20 who rose to support Shachtmen's views. Ho

gave a thoughtful and sober contribution to thg . discussion that notably
helpad it. "The position of Comrade Hagksll Iwho haa reported for the minor-
ity/ 1s really against unity," he argued, echoing Shachtman here, for tgea 8
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question is (he went on to say) "Do you want unity snough to takse it on Max's
termg?® - . « .

This was, and is, a faithful reflection of th thinking embodied in Shachtman'sg
rpoposale This same comrade went on to make other remarks, in the same '
spirit of thinking-aloud, which likaswise cast light on the 1ssues. "The .
question,” he argned, "isn't propagating the Third Camp point of view, but
how to get & movement that can propagate the Thira Camp point of view,.." !
And he ended with a bon mot from Dr. Johnson: "lerriage has a great many
problems but celibacy has no pleasures." In fact, his contribution was not -
only wittier than Comrade Shachtman's report, but also a good deal more en-
lightening in essential respects. ' oo
What this points ons's attention to is an issne on the fate of the ISL.which
lies just beneath the surfece of the formal counterposition of resolution.
This is &n opinion which deserves sarious confrontation, no matter how de-
Plorable we think it is. The opinion is: that a Third Comp Marxist propa-

nda group is not viable today any longer as an JAndepandent organization.
"An end has to be put to our sectarian existence" (meaning: our existence asg
an independent group), say voices. "The dey of sects is over," they eay,-

"we ought to make clear that we're Just. looking for someplacs to dissolve

‘into," it goes. '

We need not peuse over the meaning of thig as it might apply to entry into
the mass social-democraciss in other countries, for this is not involved hare;
our views on that point, unanimous or near-unanimous, have been established
for years. These increasing murmurs are refrring to the need of giving up

~ the ISL as outlived in this country now; of dissolvingz not into a mess social-
. democratic movement of labor, but into a right-wing social-democratic sect
- which, it is claimed, is not "a sect 1iks 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 ths conclusion in his ovn mind that
the ISL must go, will hardly care to-worry about the kind of conception that
is embodied in the Minority Resolution: nor would I e¥pect him to introducs
& resolution stating "Resolved, that we should look for somevlace to dissolve
the ISL into," espescially if he thinks that ths SP is as good a receptable
as any and doesn't have to be looked for; and so this discussion may. taks
Place on more than one level of arguriantation. .. All the more reason for

~bringing out this issua into the open, s0 that comrades can look & it. Evary

comrade will have to decide it in his owa'mind., - - :
THE ISL'S ROLE |

Now the ISL form of organization — that is, to put it briefly, a Third Camp
Marxist group as an independsnt group today —~- is no sacred principled de-
duction from the precepts of liarxism. . As Marx wrots: "If sscts exist with a
measure of historical justification for their existence, it but indicatss
that the working class has not yat ripenad for an independent historic move~:
ment. But when the working class reaches maturity, all sects bacome a :
reactionary phenomenon." That isa 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. R

By the same token, &s-long &g fhis unfortunate situstion is true, Marmists

can not jump over their own heads. By the same token, the ISL hag its

"historical Justification"--namely, in tha politicasl rols which it plays, as
S < : : 2689
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mentioned aoove.

It would be very sasy, alas, to pokes fun at this political rols, for are
we not tiny and tninfluential? Yes, we have oftsn "admitted"™ that., But
there is no proposal before us which, by some brilliant road hitherto .
unthought-of, will ameke us big and influential. There is only a proposal
before us to dissolve into another tiny and uninflusntial sect; sweetened
with the argument that this other. sect because it is right-wing, has .

) prospecta denied to us.

For myself, I will only remark on tis that it is just as dubious as would
be .the proposition that the ISL has prospects. of growing from a sect into
a mass party én 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 movemsnt; that will

. bacome possible only when the Amsrican labor movement takes the field as

an independent political force; and the prospact my well be that only in

. the womb of a labor party movement will & substantial socialist regroupment

take place that can wed together disparate and antagonistic tendencies.
(The proposal in the Mihority Resolution covld do it, I believe, but

whather it will is quite another matter.) For it is the mass labor move-

ment that, then, will act as the cememt to hold togethsr ideologlcally
disparate currents and, indeed, gubordinate ideological dfferences to the
gensral class struggle. That, ‘after all, is ths "gecret" of the hetero-
geneity of the British labor Party as an "all-in gocialist groupment."

As we decided to view oursleves in 1949 when we abandoned the "party"
designation and recognized ourselves as a propeganda group, it is in
anticipation of thig "regroupment" that we wish to play our political
role now. We .look £ forward to being a Third Camp Marxist tendency inside
& broad labor party; in this sense, truly we look forverd sagerly to
giving up our independent status, if (or insofar as) that will further
the political role which is distinctively ours.

But this 1line of thought, well established among us, o'oviously cannot be

carried over to a proposal to dissolve—an d-enter into...the SPe.

It is precisely the fact that we look forward to being a Third Camp

‘Marxist tendency in a slasg~wide political movement, which we would

seek to push to the left in an open democratic. struggle of opinion, that

" confers that "historicael justification" dh our political role today as

an independsnt center of the cadres of this Third .Camp tendency of
tomorrow.

WEAT YOU GET FOR WHAT 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 question: what you get for what you give...politically,.

Ag for any comrade who thinks that a Third Camp Marxist center is not
viable any more as an indepandent group anyway, why, obviously then he
won't feel that he's giving up much in getting beind Shachtman's idea of
dissolve-and-enter, He will be understandabl® impetient with anything that
stands in the way of an early realization of the dissolution; for
obviously an organization cannot long stand thus poised. He will ask,
like tha comrade at the New York maeting: "Do you want unity enough to
2690
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take in on Max's termsg?" But this guestion, by its own momentum, leads nest
Yo another: "Do you want unity snough to take it on....whose tarmg?"

1 am ready any day in the week to give up the . independsnce of the ISL, but
only for something that will better permit us to play our political role as
& Third Camp Marxist tendency on the American political scens, howsver .
modestly, ‘and wherever we may be. Shachtman's aim to dissolve and enter
the SP will do the reverse. ’ : ' _

Indeed, it 1s 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 it

means only repudiation of ons's views, which.of course is out of the Question,
Well, one could get up a short but amusing dossier -on how Shachtman hag used
that hapless term "capitulation® 4n the course of his differences with op~ .
ponents inside: the socialist movement; but what would that prove?! Certainly
nothing to Comrade Shachtman, So we must not and will not say that his - -

" Proposal entails "capitulation” of any kind whatsoever,

let us instead uge & very precise torm. What the .consequences of the
Shachtman 1line enteil 1g a systematic political adaptation to social-democracy,

This 1s what 1s foreshadowed by the Majority's reluctance, or refusal, to

‘include any criticism of the SP+SDF terms of unity in the report which wes

written for Labor Action (Jan. 28). This is what is foreshadowed when
Shachtman actually praises the SP=SDF Terms of Unity ag a Platform basgis for
his "unity." This is what is foreshadowed when Majority supporters are
stirred to ask what's wrong with putting our ideas "on the ghielf" for a while,

No, Shachtmen has mot the slightest intention of repudisting 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? x ' D

The Majority thinks of this merspactive as & msans of "lying low" until the
hoped for radicalization or politicalization of the mess labor movemant p-
that is, lying on the self, or in'semi-hibarnation -- after which (they -
maintain) the SP will blossom and flower since it has that indispensable
right-wing appeal.., This 1s what accounts, let us say in passing, for the
peculiar combination in their argumentation of seemingly very optimistic pre-
dictions about coming radicalizarion and their immediate goal of dissolving
the ISL, which would be an otherwise incomprehengible coclusion from

expectations of an upturn, -
Thig 1g the heart of the issus about the fate of the ISL which is presented
to the League under the label of "gocialist unity," ‘ : '
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