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INTRODUCGT ION

With this issue of Formm we open the post-conven-
tion discussion of SocialIsts and the Labar Movement,
At the July 1957 convention this section of the reso-
lut ion on Socialist Perspectives in the United States
was tabled for further discussion after the convention,

The first three pleces are the resolutions and
amendments to resolutions presented to the convention,
The discussion is bzgun with an article by H.W, Benson
and A, Winters in support of the respective resolutions,

lhe Editor
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SOCIALIST PERSPECTIVES IN THE UNITED STATES ...
.- Part L: SOCIALISTS AND THE LABOR MOVEMENT

Prospects for the soclalist movement In: the U.S. are linked
closely to the fate of soclalism ghroughout the world. Because it
has been relatively weak here, socialists and radicals have been
especlally sensitive to the course of different tendencles in
countries where the movement was a mass force, If soclalism was
without mass influence, or only in the first stages of real in=
fluonce, 1t was posgsible to point: to Europe where ' the worklng " -
class x was s0lidly soclalist as a model R for future America,

And 1f Stalinism £indlly triumphed over socialism among radicals

in the U.Ss, it was nat.due primarily ‘to ¥k any particular Amarican
co nditions or éevents but to the vlctories of Stalinism internatione=
allyo ‘ ’ ot : s > ' U .

. On a world scale, the socialist moverment appears elready to .
have éntered a new historiec period. Its: resurgetice 1s unmistakably
11luminated by the appearance of the anti=-Stalinlst soclallist re=
volutionary movement in the nations under Stalinist tyranny, cul-
minating in the ¥ Hungarian pevolution, .Here, 1t was at last
revéaled, 1s the mass, popular forge.capable under favorable conw-
ditions of ending totalitarianism; an event-equal In historical-
significa nce to the rise of the modern working class movement and
1%s early struggles more than a hundred years ago in Europe and
sixty years ago in Russia. L R coo

The period of setbacks, defeats, disinteégration appsars 'to be
coming to an end, ThHe resurgence of wo rld socclalism 1s visible.

It is not necessarily the moment when a-slngle glant -stride fow
ward will wuickly change everything, xk at once, but we lrave reached
the dividing line between the end of one epoch and the beginning of
another. The collapse of the Second Internatlional in the flrst
Worl 4 Warj the defeat of the revolutlonary working class movew
ments in the post=war era; the crushing of the German workers by
Hitler; the Austrians by Dolfuss; the Spanish by Franco; the Itale
ians by ‘lussolini; the ximvuixy victory of Stallnism mk over the
Russian working class; and fina 1lly. the.second World 'Jar followed
by the spread of Stallnlsm which. wlped:out every independent
soclalist, democratic and popular right where:lt triumphed + this
was the grim course that led almost everywhere to demoralization
a nd decline of socialism. In the UsSe, 1t was this that facilifated
the rise of Stal inism amd reduced. the democératic soclal ist move=
ment to a group of small, fragmented sects. It 1s thls period that .
is at last, coming to an end as -Stalinlsm 'ls struck by revolutlon=
ary, democratic soclalist uprisings and 1s forced into decline as
a world movemente ’

What do es 'this signify for the so¢ifalist movement in the UsSe?
We have reached a turning point in events which demands a turn in =
the outlook of all socialists and all soclalist groupds, New opporte
unities arise; it 1s possible now to rebuild the democratic: soce
ia 1list movemente All groups, tendencies, socts anmd individuals
that turn their attention to this task can make a lasting contribe
ution to American soclalis m; those th.t turn thelr backs upon 1%,
or who stand in the way, risk political obliteration and decline,
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In the years of atagnation and defeat, ' 'soclalist sects had
the duty of nreservihg the ideals and perspective of socialism as
widely as possible even when their political role was drastically
restricted by enforced 1solation. But.new times demand a new
outlook. If the rebuilding of goclalism now is truly possible,
then the era of 'soclalist sects 1s coming to dnd:ends In any case, .
1t 1s thelir duty now to make the attempt to move foward to'a -
broad movement, o L _ LT T e

The new possibilitles do not arlse directly within the 'UeSe, -
out of big events in 1ts domestic politics or out of the native
class struggless But they do alse in the U.See The task could be
summed up as follows: 1) to rebulld the deumocratic socialist movesw=
ment in the UsSe in the 1light ot the new world situation and 2) .
to win a place for 1t on the American political scene, These twin -
t- sks: to reconstruct the move and to bring socilalism to the
A erlcan people are of course intimately related; in fact, in-

- Seperables It would be impossible to win a ‘new hearing unless .
the adherents of soclalism can be remotra reorientated and re= °
assembled into an effective forces = - . - ' o

Soclalist perspectlves in the U.S, are dominated and detirs
mined by the following key facts: , - -

l. The organization of the majority of the industrial worke -
ing clas into unions. The American workers aneé an organized class,
2. The fight of Negroes for full equality; above all, the

struggles: for democracy In the. South, : - o o
3¢ The decline of HNecCanthyisme s ' - :
4. The disintegration of the Communist Party and the collapse
of Stalinism in the U.S. , . ‘ ‘ ]
S5e¢ The search for the road to Soclalist regroupment and re-
unifications - N :

I, SOCIALISTS AND THE LABCR LIOVELENT .

Social lsm can become a genuine working class movement not :
merely in theory or perspective but in zactuality only when it can
summon the support of significant sgctlons of the class and act as
the vehicle of its political maspirations. It 1s certainly not
that now, nor will it be for some time to come, The movement at :
thls point 1s a smallX and fragmented forces It can be reorganized
and reorie ntated in a reasonable short time and emerge as a move- -
ment of political significance. But under the best of cirdumstances,
even after its present strength has been multiplied many times :
over, 1t will remain relatively small compared to the movement of

gy

the Amerlcan wo rking class, the trade unions,

The organized working class numbers 18 millions, a cohesion
class force of unprecedented power, It is this class to which :
soclalidm must look i1f 1t 1s to become a real pmiki political force,
Yet, this giant class, organized, remains non-socialist, even anti=
soclalist, tolerating capltalism as a soclal xximm system,
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"+ The paradox will remain: a weak socélialism which can become

strong only with the support of labor; ‘a powerful labox movement

" which rlejects socialism, Upon this background, any newly: emerging

‘sociallst movement will have. to fashion its tactics and approache
It will Riexxi detirmine the relationship of the socialist moveument
to the labor movement, tow forces of vastly different proportiions,

. The permanent  organization of & majority of the working
class, stringly influenced by radic4als and soclalists, opened the
way. to organization In -the mass production Industries. snd now the
whole working class hes poured through, There have been times when
the organized labor movément was more democratic, more militant,
more interested in independent political action; more receptive to
soclalist ideas than today. But the millitant organized sector
lived mand fought surrounded by a vast unorganized, sometimesy .
backward, and always helplessly unorganized majority. o

, The new fact of decisive signlficance 1s that these millions,
this majority, in the:course of decades of struggles in politics
and. in Industry have raised themselves:out. of amorphous disorgan=
1zation to eonscious organlzedclass power, What has been agcompe
lished cammot e wiped out; it is the base upon‘which all future
development beginse If the militant vietory has stagnated, even
moved foward, the majority, the whole class has ‘advanced. . . . -.

..+ The AFL=-CIO merger was not the cause of thls great”advance;-
1t resulted from it and climaxed the periode It represented, too,
another step foward. All the gaiﬁsaofrthe~past-were*preserved;’all
the rights and potentialities of industrial urilonism were enforced.
But more, The influence .of the most cdnservative seésctlons of the
labor movement was insterntly reduged to'a:minor position; corrupt
elements were thrown on the defensiye; :the :opponents of raclsm were
-encouraged. For -decades progressives had: dencunced racketeering in
the unions and called for a fight against its But the relationship
of £ forces was such, that the 0IO could ‘do 1ittle outside its own
ranks mand the'AFL was-paralyzed from within, Unity made 1t posse
ible to begin what had been impossible in praciice befoie. Above
all, unity Inprea sed the political power, the self-confidence and
class feeling of tha workers, factors whick, In the lorg pun, -
enchance thie possibilitles of sociglist consciousness. .

In the long run, in.the p riod ahead, however, when the soclale
ist movement has yet to emerge as ‘a ‘£ genuine mass movement it is
mxessential that 1t avold: presenting’ itself ns a 'sect »e.. that is,
to guard agalnst demanding. that the real labor movement. spbmit in:
advance to ideal norms worked.out Tor 1t lest it meet a withering
-castigation from soclalista, If sooimlism remairied merély a sect,
without tles of any kind with ths: labor movemsnt, 1f its message
found no ‘audlence whatsoever in the unions, then its attitude to=
ward the unions could makex as little impaqt for harm as . for good,
Vhan no one is listening, :it hardly matters sk 2k what 1s said or
nows But once the socialist movement edvances to the point where it
1s no longer simply a sect, even ‘though not yet a mass movement;
once 1t has attalned a hearing in the labor movement and some
influence in it, its poliey and activity must be carefully formule
ated. By a wise policy 1t can cultivate and ever-increasing circle
of sympathizers. By a rash one, it can squander 1its first capital,
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by officers who accept capitalism and carry on trade union strugge
les within that framework; just as‘ the vast majority of American
workers, organized ahnd unorcanized, are pro-capitalist in- their ;
outlook and will remain so for some time, Soclalists confront not ,
a disorpganized, amorphous, idealess working class which must first-
be organized and educated in politiecal elementals but an organized,
politlcally-conscious  (if not yet independent), procapitalist labor
movement, There arise, then, the difficult and delicate problem
of the relationship between a renewed, but still small minority -
soclalist movement and the big, majority labor movement, non-soce
lalist or pro-capitalist in varying degrees, .

through times‘of'tragic'defeat and reaction as well as in times- of
advance, If the labor movement in the U,S, becoms s bureaucratic,
as 1t does, 1if 1t becomes mired in self-defeating.opportunism; as
1t does, if 1t often wastes 1ts own superb potential for human
betterment for trivial gains as. 1t doeg = ohe reasen is that it
1s not inspired from wi hin ﬁy the genuinely, democratic 1liber-
ating goals of soeialism, : o o ,

~ But we do not expect, and we_certainlg cannot "demand" that
the unions (i.e, the;working-class movement) accept socialist pol-
icles before we recognize that their struggles can advance the ,
cause of labor and demoeracy, Above all, we do not- derogate their,
achievements because they do nhot set - . 8oals which we  pro- -
pose, Rather we explain that all their advances, all their demands,
won or partially won, are nqt'thp,benevblent’dispensation,of 80C~
1al engineers, enlightaned employers, or self-styled friends of
labor, but are the fruits of heir‘own.class;strength.and 80lidar-
1ty, their abiiity and readiness to fight if necessary. In short,
we aim not to disparage the real movement of the workers but. to
enchance their feeling of class pride and consclousness of power
without which any, B8enuine socialist ' - consclousness is
Impossible, ~ . ) . ‘

There are ‘those who see nothing but defeats; successfill
perpetrated betrayalsg'setbacks, impermissible concessions and
compromises at ev’ry point., They delude themselves that aich an
attitude somehow demonstrates their own unmatched "revolutionary"
zeal and unghaken socialist' faith, They are wrong - but this is
not all - in the spirit of ultra-left sectarianism they would under-
nmine the confindence.of the working class, not in.1its leaders but
in 1itself, They cannot understand that even without théir strictures
from without, the working class is so powerful thda 't it cdn move
" foward despite political shortcomings and lack of-socialist con-
sciousness, , : S

We do not anticipate any fundamental change in the character
of the present union leadership in the near fature. The ‘workers
will participate ir simifirant politlcal, o cilal and 1ndustriall
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strugpgles -~ class strugpgles,in practice - still captained by a lead-
ership-which abjures the class struggle in principles, This lead-
ership, at least its most soclally conscious authentic represent-
atives will remain, and the rank and file, who share the same gene-
eral idedlogy, vi 1l continue to place its o nfldence in such a
leadership which in fact represents them as they are, :

Socialists in the labor movement do not seek to control the
unions, or to manipylate them for private aims through secret
factional maneuvering, This deserves restatement new because of
Justified distrust instilled in the working class through 1its
experiences with Stglinism, Rather they join with all other mili-
tants and progressives in the labor movement to support the labor
movement against all its enemies, within and W thout, to defend it
from anti=labor attack, to rid 15 of racketeering and racism in
all forms, to promote democracy, Iike all union militants, soc=
lalists strive for the advance of the honest wing of the labor
movement - the alliance of the progressive section of the AFL and
the CIO - to cut down the power of the ultra-conservatives and above
all to end the power of the corruptionists, e strive too for the
increased influence of the most sod ally conscious wing of the
labor movement, represented in part by the forces 1in the. CIO that

made Reuther's rise possible in the UAY and in the CIO, :

Sociallgt unionists do not sim to graft some Spqcialvcredo of
their own upon the labor movement, They are distinguished from other
union loyalists and militants essentlally in-this: in all struggles
and activities of the union and of the workers, they see the long
range implications of working class indépendence and £in¥finally.
the full democracy of socialism, ' -

The interests of labor and of ‘the nation imperative y require
the formation of a new political party initiated by the unions, a
Labor Party, This is the central issue of domestic politics, The
founding ef a new party would advance democracy and opén new posse
ibilities for the rise of socialist infl uence., Therever a strong
working class possesses demoeratic riphts, 1t organizes its own.
party = excent in the U.S, The fact that éhis perspective 1s more
than a remote abstraction but a realistic possibility here too is

indicated at every criticdl point in the nation's politics,: In 1948,

to mertion only one notable example, the UAV called for a "politi-

cal realigament" in the U.S. through the formation of a new people's
perty, a proposal which could lead in essence only to a Labor Party,
Sinsce then the idea has remained on the shelf, inert, but in a
somewhat attenuated form it comes up again and again, kept alive

and available for use when necessary. Socialists in the union pPro=
pose That it be taken off theé shelf and made a living proposal in
the ranks of organized labor, ' o -

While there is now no organized or' conscious pro-labor party
tendency, organizations which represent a certaein measure of inde-
pendence from the old parties have been founded, They have moved
- w.way from mere bourgeois pclitics but not yet to independént
working class politics, Typical are such groups as the PAC, COPE, ,
Libcral Party based upon organized workers; and the ADA among pro-
fessiorels erd liberals, Socialists support such movements ag a

.
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step in the right direction - toward full political independence.
Theilr general ideology, 1if not the officlally stated program, is
based upon. an. acceptance of capitalism, or, as they put 1it, "free
enberprise," Yet socimlists can find a place inslde them as loyal.
supporters while retalning thelr own opposition to capltalism
and their conviction of the need for a new society, As liberals
and laborites, these groups demand full democracy, consistently
apllied as they understand it, Toward khkathis end they seek to
curb the power of monopoly, to fortify and widen  the strength of
popular institutions as the base of democracy. They. seek, not the
rule of the capitistist class, but the rule of the pcople,. Their
own aims are vitlated by their pro-capitalism apd contradlcted by
thelr failure to break with the old parties. Yep it 1s precisely
the same goal of democracy that we seek more consistently throurht
socialism, ' . , : "

In the context of American polities, such ppoups represent
not barriers to socialist ideas and politics but vghicles;for the
promulgation of democratic ideals and demands. As such, soclallsts,
in good conscience, are able to particlpate as members and support
them in the common cause of democracye A revived soclalist movement
would properly urge its own followers to become actlive participants
in such movements and by its structure and.rules_make,ig.po&srble ‘
for them to do so. ' S

_ The Labor movement plays ana active role as a left wing 1n
bourgeois politics, Its seeks politlcal advantage and progress by
supporting bourgeols candidates in one of the two old parties,.
generally in the Democratic Party. A correct soclallst policy re- .
jects the line of supporting bourreols candidates as disorientating
and self-defeating and stresses the alternative of a Labor Party,

Towvever, while the labor movement ‘continues within the old .
party framework, tle political antagonism between 1t and its bour=-
geols allies 1s not overcome or abolished .but only slurred over.
While soclalists do not favor labor's contlinued .alliance with the
Democratic FParty, they nevertheless urge the labor movement to
press further and more aggressively, more militantly for the pro-
pram and political demands which it has already formulated. From
its own standpoint, which we do not necessarily share, the labor
rniovement should fight for 1ts owm candldates in the old party
primaries rather than confine Xxts¥gitself to supporting old-line
machine men or self-styled liberals; it should-insist that the 1ib-
- eral llew Dealers whom 1t supports inside the D mocratic Party
break v;ith the reactionary Slave Dealers and cease giving ald and
comfort to them in the name of party unity, Such a demand was
put to them‘by Reuther in 1956 ("you can't have Lastland and us at
the same time") but 1t turned out to be a mere bluff, It should
not rest content with the crumbs tossed to it by the old "
party hacks but should press agpressively for its own demands in
Congress and in the old partles, judging politicians by thelr readie
ness to fight for it in Congress - or their fallure to do so, In
short, in politics as in all arenas, soclallists point to the con-
centrated numbers and social power of labor sugresting that 1t
demand democratic recognition of that power,
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= ~Labor 1s enmages in political strucerle - not always for what
socialists would propose,‘ not in the manner they suggest = but in
its own way. lever was the’Qiscreggncy between the power of la bor
and the weakness of organized soclalism so great, In the days of °
1ts most impressive electoral triumphs, theold SP could win a mil- .
1ioh votesiat 'a time when the uniohs numbered perhaps only twlce
that number, And within the unions, socialism was a strong and re-
spected current, That relationship of forces 1s gone, probelly .
never to return in exactly that form, Tow organized labor enrolls.
18,000,600 -and orpanized socialism i3 fragmented. Even under the . -
most faverable corditions, o reunited, revived American socialist .
movement will remain a relatively minor force.compared to the giant -
orgarmizations of the working class, It will require new blg clags . - -
strugrles, new political exper® nces before socialism can expect to -
{nfluence and lead even ‘a’ substantial wins insidé bthe labor movement,

Socialism must come foward clearly as part of the labor move= . .
ment and not as a rival to it It seeks always to stimulate the
working f class and 1its or~anizations toward greater soclal 1lnde=-
pendence. At the same time 1t is careful even when it disaprees not -
te appear as an obstacle to them or to thelr efforts to win what =~
they can through methods and institutions which they favore - o

There 1is, of course, no genuine workers party today - a worke -
ers party in the sense that it enrolls significant sections of the
working people who loolkz to it for leadership in political action, -
Socialista participation in electoral campaigns through their own -
candidates at this stage could at best serve only for minor pro- * -
paganda and not for real participation in political events. It -
could interest at best only thousands while the labor movement - - -
leads ¥millions and engakes thelr active loyalty and support., . -

Yhen the ISL was founded as:.a propaganda league out.of the
Workers Party, it recognized that our -tendency was not a party
then and could not hold out the realisitie nropecte of beconing -
one. Electoral. camaigns were abandoned and never revived, The same. : -
factors thm t motivated our decision. then will undoubtedly hold true. -
for a revived socialist movement tomorrov, Except under unusual éir-.
cumstances which cannot be foreseen at this th, 1t “would be a
mistake for socialists to enter thelr won’ candida tes in the elect=
1ons, It is not simply a question of time, money- or energy in:a. -
technical sense but a question of the relationship between 8 pol= ..
jcally active, orranized vorking class and a small organzed soc=. .-
1alist movement, oo S

When the labor movement supports bougeois}qaﬁdidates,4desp1te. :
the urgings of socialists, it campalpgns among its membership for ..
support in the elections, The more dctive, the more‘mi;itant, the.
more union-conscious " members, precisely those most likely . .
to be interested in socialism and to look wyith sympathy upon it,. e
are the first to follow the union's ~ .leadeprship in this respect. .
They do so not because they are eager,tO,support capitalism og cap-
1talist candidates but because they support;theLrAunion out o L
feeling of class solidarity. T ,
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This places a difficult, even delicate, task before socialists:
how to present the 1dea of political independence at a time when
labor is engaged in political campaigns in allinace wlth bourgeois
elements, Socialists have ‘the obligation in thelr press and at
their public meetings, before, during and after elections to exnl=
ain in a patient manner and in the most friendly terms that so long
as labor coninues to support bourgeols candidates it wilX nullify
1ts own power and find 1t impossible to win its most imporftant »Hole=
1tical dema ndse Yet in doing so the sociallist does not wish to
put himself in the position of alientating these advanced workers
who having recognized the importance of political action and of
labor's Increa sed political consclousness have accepted, tempor=-
arily, the policy of campalgning for labor endorsed candldates of-
the boprgeois parties through thelr PACs, etce ‘

This .poses a problem for every socialist, and particularily £o
for those actlve in the labor moverentg how to best propagandize
for soclalism and more lmmediately for a labor Paryy at a time
when the better and more advanced unionists, who are not yet soce
1alists, are campaigning for the labor endorsed candidates. .In
these circumstanccs we feel that the propagenda advantages of rune-
ning social ist candidates must be carefully wmeightmwelghed - -
agalnst the poasible allentation of these more advanced 3 currents
within the union, so that 1t will not appear that the small soc~
1alist movement 1s pltting 1tself agalnat the present -clasa move~
ment of labor in pollities during election time, In todays olimate
the minor propaganda advantages offered by rumning candidates: 1s .
too often more than cancelled out by antagonisms and Rdifficulties
created among labor militants’ loyal to the union and 1ts official -
policy. However, let us emphasize before going on that we are not
suggesting that in such clrcumstances we or any other msoclallsts:
should support bourgeols candidates and'partles; what we are exam=. .
ining here 1s when under what circumstances we would favor running
soclalist candidates, which question flows not from any attempt to
facilltate support to bourgeols candidates but solely from an exame
inatlion of the tactical adva ntages to be gained or lost from such
~campaigns. N L e .

Thus the ISL does not, as a general rule, expect that the -
socialist movement, reunited or not, can or should orilent. towards
running candidates in such elections with general socialist pro=
paganda or "party building' purposes in mind. This in no.way.means - -
that (1) there are not circumstances and areas in which running
gsoclalist candidates, where elthor there exists no 1lib-ladb type
candidates or such lib-lab endorsed candidates are.so obviously of
the most corrupt and backward sort, cannot serve as.a fruitful
mea ns of propaganda a nd as a source of useful party actluity
without incurring any of the above-mentioned dangera, or (2) that
there are not circumstances when strong progressive currents of -
dissatification and revolt against the present policy arises wi thin
the la bor movément where the rumning of such independent candidates:
cannot help to serve as a means of alding and supporting such cur=’
rents, even when opposed by the dominant, officlal policy of labore
The Socilalist movement must always keep both these types of "excep-
tions" in mind, as they undoubtedly will and can occur, especially
on a local .eale, xin the 1lmmedlate futures
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Our position on this question does not proceed from any gen=—
eral principles about the proper relationship between the social=
1st movement and the tra de unions, but rather from an dnalysis
of the circumstances which prevall today and which we expect will
prevall in-the immediate future, The key consideration is not that
soclalists should not counterpose themselves to the official pollcy
of labor,-but that soclalist electoral activity should be based
primarily on considerations arising out of the real trends in the
working class, and not merely for the purpose of socialist pro=-
paganda regarless of such trends or the absence of them and re=
gardlessxz of the effect of such a soclalist campaign on encourage
Ing or discouraging such trends a nd of allentating and driving
away the more militant unlonists. ' '

However,despite our own views, other groups may propose to
run soclalist candidates. From the standpoint of the long range
question of the realtionship between the socialist and labor xm
movements in the U.S¢, 1t may be unwise, as we see 1t, to take
such a steps Dut this 1s a perlod of discussion of socialist rew
groupment in which the shape and nature of a reunified socilalist
movement may be detirmined in a comparively short time. Under
such circumstances, the attitude of the ISL toward socislist
candidates in the elections will be detirmined hot be the object=
ive 6f making general socialist propaganda for independent labor
politiés, but by the more immediate aim of furthering the most
effective and desirablk soclaliat regroupment.. - ' o

AMENDMENTS TO THE RESOLUTION ON SOCIALIST PERSPECTIVES
IN THE U.S, PART I, SOCIALISTS AND THE LABOR MOVEMENT

Gerry McDermott

To peplace item (1) in last péragééph'of'page (8) of P.C.
Ma Jority Resdlution. ‘ P

"It 1s quite probable that there are local.or state situations
where a soclalist candidate can be run without sériously alienating
the progressive elements in the labor movement. Where the socialist
movement has the forces and the opportunity to utilize such an OpPC it
w2 ity to bring soclalist ideas, and the existence of the united party,
to the public, it should seriously explore and seriously seek opporte
unities 30 run candidates, not excluding a presidential candidate
in 19606,

Fode S0 3030t
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Max Weinribd ' | S T

Add to'the end of the last mragraph on Page 8:. === =
"The maja oonsideration in running or not running candidates
in elections by a socialist organization in the coming reriod, .
. should be whether or not such a campalgn would advance o retard
the farces working for a labor party." o } o ,,

PR
Julius Fallc

~ Add to the end of the 4th paragraph on page 4 ending "...%
soolalis ticonsciousness.”: T :
~7 ! "gowever, a repudiation of sectarlan and irresponsible -
~eritieisms: 0f the labor movement 1s not to be comrfused with -
apologies.or rationalizations of the social conservatism and .
timidity of the labar leadership, The recard of even tThe best -
~ @f the lebw. leadership in the anti-McCarthy struggle, in the

f£i1ght for civil rights and during the Hungurlan Revolution has
ranged . from pitifully inedecuate to outright timidity. We hgve
ocritized the laba leadership fa sach faliures in the past and
we do not propose to abandon this oriticism =0 long ‘as the.labor
leedership falls to live up to its responsibllities on such
vital national and international questions,"

On page 5 in the last paragraph beginning "While there..."
in the sentence begimning "Yet soclalists ,.." substitute
"_ Jresponsible . participants" far "lcyel supporters" and
delste the rest of the paragraph. B :

~ Om ?ge 7, in the 2nd paragraph boginning ‘"Socialism must -
COme o . el,eﬁp the:.last. sentence beglnning.."At the same time..."

gsm On page 7, delete tha 4th paragraph Vegirning "When ‘tHe
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- SOCTALISM AND THE IAB®R MOVEMENT .
By Hal Drape r and Archie Winters ’

- In the past period the /merican working class has taken another creat
step in the march of class organization. In the 1308 the great step was the
industrial organization of the mass-production fields ‘through the CIO upsurge; a
. decade later, it was the permament organization of a nmajority of the indwatrial

worling class which was consumated in the great post-war strike wave; and a S
decade dfter that--in the couple of years just past--it has been the AFL<CIO merger,
. vhich once again united the by-now tremendously bigger labor federations s into the

most powerful labor organi_ations the country has lmewn, '

A generation ago, the militant minority of the working class, strongly
influenced by radicals and socialists, cpened the way to organization in the masg*
production industries, and now the vhole working class has poured through, There
have been times when the organized labor movement iras more democratic, more mili-
tant, more interested in independent political action, more receptive to socialigt
ideas than today. But the militant organised sector lived and fought surreunded
by a vast unorganized, sometimes backirard, and always helpless unorganized majority,

The new fact of decisive significance is that these millions, this '
majority, in the course of decades of struggles in polltics and in industry, have
raised themselves out of amorphous disorganization to conscious organized class
power, “hal has been accomplished cannét be wiped out; it is the base upon which
all future development begins, If the militant minority has stagnated, even moved
backward, the majority, the whole class, has advanced,

..~ The AFL-CIO merger was not the cause of this great advance; it resulted
from it and climaxed the period, It represented, too, another step forward. All
the gains of the past were preserved; all the rights and potentialities of indus-
trial unionism were enforced, But more: The influence of the most conservative
sectlons of the labor movenent was instantly reduced to a minor position; corrupt
.elements were thrown on the defensive; the opponents of racism were encouraged,

For cecades progressives had denounced racketeering in' the unions. and called for a
fight against it, But the relationship of forces was such, that the CIO could do
little outside of its own ranks and the AFL was paralyzed from within, Unity made
it possible to begin what had been impossible in practice before, Avove all, unity
increased the political power, the self-confidence and class feeling of the workers,
factors which, in the lon grun, enhance the possibilities of socialist consciouge

ness,

. Therefors, the merger, as the latest climax in this march of labor,
. operates to raise the combativity of a working class which has made tremendous
gains in its struggle to raise the.standard of living, and which rcmains undefeated
and nnderoralized by ssibacks, Its pobentialitiss for militancy are greater than
before, not less, The possibilities for socialist work are. better than before,
not worse, o ' e ‘ ' '

In face of this glant 6érganized labor movement, . the socialist movament
remains tiny, Its fundamental problem is still that of achleving ties to and
roots in the big labor movment,as a part of it-= as that part of the labor movement
vhich proposes a wider peripective, a more militant policy, a more independent
and class struggle line, g ' .
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There are important tendencies making for new ferment and progressive
discontent in the trade-union movcment, In the shops, spcedup, layoffs, decentra-
ligation, automation, and other issues remain problems that threaten the security
of the workers, The more progressive union leaders, lilke Ualter Reuther, have
failed to solve these problems no less than others, In more than one union, un-
expected outbreaks of rebellion and discontent amorg the ranks against the top
bureaucracy, have occurred to cast sudden light on the danger of ever assuming that
the bureaucracy adequately reflects or represcnts the feelings or aspirations of
the ranks. The Steel iorkers Union, one of the more heavily bureaucratized of the
big industri.1 unions, saw indeed one of the most dramatic evidences of this in its
last union election, In the UAW too there is clearly evidence of sources of secth-
ing discontent underneath., These important moverients of discontent reflect importe
ant unsolved problems of labor about which socialists have have their say, -

Socialists canjy and must, present policies and proposals within the labor
movement which correspond to the needs of the workers on these unsolved problems,
and are not trimmed to the sensitivities of the officialdom.. Socialists must not
turn back from pursuing these policies nor de-emphasize themy if as a result they
find themselves in opposition to the union leaderships, even to the Reuther type
of leadersliip. - For while we support the Reuthers in every ‘progressive step, as we
supported Reuther against the Stalinists, still we are not "Reutherites,"

~ ~Socialists aim to build a progressive,.democratic, militant wing of the
labor movement, They will work with all those who help to further the progress of
such a wing. 'They are distinguished from all other unionists by their corsistent
struggle for demaracy in the unions, for a militant fight for better working :
conditions, for a Labor Party and no reliance on capitalist politicians; in general,
- by the integration of their day-to-day struggles with their longer range views and
solutions, L o ‘ ' s , '

We want to see a loyal opposition in the labor movement: loyal precisely
in the sense that the Stalini'é'ﬂaé?g ons In the trade unions are not Ioyal opposi-
tioris, though unfortunately it is the Stalinists.vhoge heinous record colors the
attitude of may good workers, a fact we therefore take into account; but vhile loyal,
an opposition on behalf of progressive policies gs distinct from the official
leaderships, R . s ' a ’

As a loyal Jeftewing - loyal to the labor movenent, not to the 6ffiéia14
dom - we socialists have never demended that unions accept any of our socialist
ideas before we deign to support their real struggles; nor do we automatically

" atback everything done by the afficial leaders as "betrayals," The official labor

movement; especially under pressure from the ranks, has made notable gains, and vhen
this happens, socialists openly say soj we are not "prcfessional oppositionists,®
However, our loyalty is first and foremost to the struggles of the vorkers against
all of their enemies, R

Socialism can become a significant force in the ‘labor movement only
insofar as it learns to give (and fight for) new, more adequate, more militant poli-
cies which do answer the-discontent that seethes in the American working class and
among the Negro people; learns how to artictllate the aspirations of the ranks on
this; and, to this end, and first of all, how to link itself inextricably to the
. 1abor movement in its own life and thinking, -

_ This convention, therefore, calls to the attention of the League the
basic task: to make its 1life a part of the.life of the labor movement by integrating
its forces in that labor movement., The main task of socialists is to link them-
selves to the trade union struggle., A socialist group vhich abstains from this task
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dooms it self ip ddvanoé as far as ever.bgc,cmi,ng a farce in the Ameri-
oan_lapor moyemement, no miter how kindly the labor- bureaueracy:may: .
look on it, ~ No soélalist novemenht can ever. give up this effort;, and 1
its perspective, even if the difficulties multiply. There 1s no other
way for Independent Soclalism, SR

A Ny
e e

. . .y .

. We .mist show not the ‘slightest sympathy for the treml ‘6f
thought .which 'says or impliess "We'!ve:heen through this old stuff
about getting irito the 'labtidr ‘movement; it hasn!t gotten us anywhere
and 1t can'd geét ‘anywhere., Let's mot-talk about 1t any moreyses .
Besides, there really isn't much that we can do in "the'labor mevemend
nowadays anyway.,.." We rejeot any.tendencies In this direction be-
.cause-this line of thought guarantees the jsolation’and stultification

of the Independent S0cialisy MOVEMEHY,:

-

P s
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.+»: . The .central issue for labor, and the central issue of demodrat-
. :4¢ politics, 18 stillithig’s - that the interests of labor and of the
nation imperatively téquire the formation of a new . politicsal party
based :an. the .ynlotis ; a-labor. party. The: fou_ndin‘g of a new party .would
advange. deiosracy ‘and open up néw possibilities for the rise of sode
-1allst . influénce., ‘The 'fact that.this pgragepﬁ}ﬁe}is' more than<4 . °
remote abstraction Hit & realistic possibility in this counbry-is ..
.- indicated in every critical. point’in the natlpn's polities. = Although-
pince 1948 when the  UAW was -cal'ling.;'ror.;va; "political realighment”
through A new peoples partywsthe idea of a labof party has remined
.on the, shslf, it comes-up sgain and again, kept alilve by the disa-
ppointments. end disfllusionmehtis that resuit whep labor's ‘suppart to
bourgeals Candidates shows its unfrultfulness, . Soslatists in the -
unions, hdve ‘ag one of their main taskes to proposs that it ‘be taken
Of £ the shelf and madé ‘a Xiving proposal in the ranks ef organized:
labOI‘.. e L L T S i e ".:{‘ . et ) 2. ! ,’; AT e - o

. .,

' U S
Socilalists, therefore, make every effart to win the rarks away
from the line of the offic ial labor leadership of a pporting candia=
dates of the two o!d bourgsuls parties. Discontent with the results
of this policy already ex'st and is even rife; thils discontent can
take retrograssive forms, as when disgust with the Democrats or with
Adlal Stevenson's Falr-Dealism leads workers to vote for an Eilssnhower

inatwal; 1t is the socialists! special task to lead this disccntent
to express itself in progressive terms as a demand for independent
clacs pciitlcul action tlrough a labor party. Whlle among the more
politicaily eware elerwnte in the labor movemens the majority are
st1ll ernieshed in the official 1ine of "lesasr evil” thinking, there
are ruud %ty be more and more militants who will become receptive to
proposals for imdpendeut political action,

A 8 rar as the majority are concerned, soc iallsts have the
obligation to ezplain at all times, including during elections, 1n a
_po.’cient anl friendly mannsr that so long as labor continues to support
oourgeols candiates it will nullify its own powe> and find 1t impos s=
ible to win its most Jmportant political demands; that 1t is a mistake
to support such bourgeois candidates; that nothing important can be
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géinéd by voting for them as the lesser ,,ekv?il.; and thus seek to use the
1ssue of the day and the lessions of the electlon to tyrn the workers
and the labor movement as a whole agains$ the present official line

.

and in favor of a labor party.

. Short of & labor party, and where there are ng independent .
labor candidates) the socialist movement faces the. question of running
its own, soclalist candidates in sn appeal for a "proteat vote" and:
for 1ts educational valw in bringing the socialist message to the -
people, including education on the néed for a labor party, .- i

In general, the ISL since its incepbtion has refrained from .
running election cempaigns, It 1s even possible that at least at -
first even a new and broader socialist movement would have to do likee
wise, pendinﬁsacquiremant of more strength. The consideration in
these cases the degree to which the movement in any glven oase
estimtes the tactical advanta§es to be gained or lost from such a
campaign, politlcally or organizationally; whether the campaign efforts
are organizgtionally practioable dnd bid fair o be politically fruit-
ful; and oconsiderations of this order. T o

But where these considerationa are taken care.of, soclalists
should and mist seek the advantages and the: gains that become possible
with the running of a socialist campaign and soclalist candidates
« unterposed to the old perties, This 1¥ one of themst important
party-bullding means available to atrengthen the wsw, broader sacia=
list movement toward which we looks Far from conaldering that such a
soclallst campaign 1s a bad ‘thing besause 4t ocounterposes gocialists
to the official labor tureaucracy, dr to bourgeois candidates supporte
¢4 by the official labor movement, we would urge it as a good thing,
one of the best things the movement can do, t0 bring socialist 1deas
before the people precisely when political interest is at a ma ximypm,
end before the workers while they are faced with the disillusioning
results of the "lesser evil" 1line, Thus a socialist campalgn could
be of great value in helping and supplementing also progressive aims
in the trade unions, particularly in educating for independent poli-
tlical actionh and & labor party. : I

!

HERHA
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IDEAS, PERSONAL RELATIONS, AND THE MALL~-INCLUSIVE'CONCEPT,

By Frank Harper, Philadelphia

I anm ordlnanly not much concerned with the personalities of my political
companions but in recent rionths I have observed certain phenomena which leads
me to make a few comments about our future in the soc:.allst moverent, Pere

haps they will be helpful and not merely provocative,

The bitter personal "polemcs" by Comrades Hall, Draper, and Shachtman

at the recent convention were, in my opinion, harmful and indefensible, I
was pleased to note that Comrade Shachtman deplored these sharp exchanges but
did not share his views that such incidents are a manifestation of the
Independent Socialist League 's high regard for the tremendous importance of
jdeas, Indeed these encounters seem to show not only a disregard for the
opponents and the audience’s sensitivities but an equal disregard for the ideas
involved, Frankly such behavior seemed to me to be both anti-social and anti-
~ Socialist, If such bitter personal attacks are carried out in the branches

the only result can be the loss of present membership and the end of re-
cruiting opportunities, ,

In my opinion, the ISL has moved meesurably in the direction of becoming
an all-inclusive movement, The same historical events, experiences, and
social forces which make an all inclusive socialist organization desireable
‘also operates on the League and its membership.

It is true that most of the membership agree with the bulk of the
_revolutionary Marxist Len:.nist program as printed in Labor Action, However
one finds that on many issues coming before the branches there are substantial
differences, I regard this development & heathy one and suggest furthering
its advance with two proposals:

1, Without subtracting from the program in LA, we should add ‘a paragraph to
‘the effect that sociaXistsnot agreeing with the bulk of that program are still
welcome to join h eq the League and to promote their ideas within the ranks
with the purpose of w.’mm.ng others to their viewpo:.nt, _ ‘

2, Individuals in the League should make a conscious effort to modify their
attitudes so that it will be apparent to the socialist public that different
ideas are welcomed and not merely tolerated in the Ist,

It seems necessary in this- period of preparation for socialist unity
and regroupment to widen the ISL si that it may continue to hold individuals

o whose viewpoints are diverging but which are well within the bounds envisaged

.in the merged ISL~SP=SDF merger, It would appear very stupid, if by rigid
adherence to our tradition, we alienaté present ISL members who are the same
. sort of individuals which the merged organizations will contain and will

) attempt to attract,.

. septemher éo,”lssz’,
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‘SOCTALISTS, UNIONS, AND POTITICAL ACTION

By H. W. Benson

Our discussion can properly be divided into two distinct

- sections: 1) the role of socialists in unions, and 2) socialist
political action policy. In dealing with both questions, the on-
vention resolution on Socilalists and the Labor Movement is

guided by two fundamental consideratlons and these must be kept

in mind at: eVery point, amely- " g

1. Tho new sitvation for Amarican soclalism. - For the
first time, the rebullding of a broad unifiad and strengthened
_democratic soclalist movement looms gs a. practical possibility,
At any rate, every . radical group 1is preoccupied with that poa-
sibility. ,

2., The unique position of soclalism in the Uhited States:
in particular. its relationsnlp to the organized labor movement,
The industrial working class is organized. as a class into
unions, active politically, engaged in the . ‘¢lass ‘struggle; but
it remains non-soclalist, if not anti-sociglist. Soeidlism, on
the other hand, exlsts now merely as a group of small seets and
- .even Af united will be a tiny movement compared to the authentic
- class organizations of labor. Yet, socialiSm must.be based
upon the workingclass.v . = o -

From these two main considerations,,evorything 1n owr raso-
lution 1s derived. (The substitute resolution actually ignores
both foundation-stones of any policy and wheré 1t tdkes begrudg-
ing notice of. incldental aspects, 1t derives no conclusions
from them.) R .,f:_:;r S B
o The unique situation Compared to "urope tha socialist

. ‘moyement in the United Statas has always been Sma1l. - There
sodialism was. the labor movement, Here, even in its best days,
socialism eonstituted anly a section of the labor movemeént and
. & minorlty within it, But it may be objected that has always

vbeen so- why undergoore oid facts now?

" But 1% has not, always ‘besn true to ths same degres. Before
the £irst war, the socialist movement could ""Iry"g"{'ra miTlion

7].;votes- ohroll’s hundred thousand membaps; .wln the support of

an’impressive section of the AFL; enjoy. thé support of ‘well-
known intellectuals. The unions numbered laess than two million.
After the war, socilalism went into a decline; but:-so .did the
labor movement as a whole; unions organized’ only 4. small minor-
ity of the class. During the mid-thirties, when socialism and
unionism began their rise together, 1t was possible to postulate
the rapid emergence of socialism as a mass moveiment,: In the
mid-forties, it was possible for our own movement to hold out
the perspective of growing into an authentic workers' party as
socialism surged forward in the capitalist nations of Turope.

Whatever doubts or misinterpretations could have persisted
then, the overwhelming fact is so obvious now that no one can
avoid it, The labor movement in the United States 1s at the



peak of power; it has organized the predominant majority of

the industrisl workingclass; it enjoys the loyalty and support
of the workingclass; it (and 1t alona) is the organlzed class
movement of .the Amsricen workers. There 1s no other; there is
no -other important organized section of the workingelass; there
is no rival to it. '

Mesnwhile, the socialist movement has been shattered;
thousands were corrupted or disoriented by Stalinism; thousands
drifted to left-liberalism; the remaining hundreds were reduced
to a sectarian existence without real following or influence.
Argue at will over the caugas of the debacle; yet, the fact
remains stark and clear, We have now a small socialist movement
engaged in prapaganda aide by side with an organized class
engaged in class struggle. Never has thers been s0 weak a
soclalist movement side by side with so powerful a labor move-
ment. Pleass keep that in mind. S o

The new situation: Now, 1t 1s possible to make a now start .

Our resolution haas urgency.only in the context of the new situ-
ation where we are engaged in discussiong with other radicals.
We must put forward a policy not merely to guide the ISL --
our attitude toward the labor movement ip past yegrs has been
exemplary and ne turn is regquired for us -~ but for all socinl-
{st tendencies. In other words, we gre discussing not the
privete problem of the ISL but the commoh problems of all
soclalists, S : :

. Bub more! We now have an unprecedented opportunity to
overcome the prajudices of ather socialists against our views;

I reffer hare not to actual. differsnces which have distinguished
us from them and which will doubtless parsist -for some time
but.to prejudices, that is, to tHose cpriticlams of our tendency
which have no basis in reality, We all know the ummerited
reputation of third-camp socialists like ourselves. We engage
in debate with our critics on assorted questions; war, Russian
Revolution, labor party, Stalinism; at the -end, we have silenced
but not convinced them. They say to themselves: yes, thege
loft-wingars ars sharks when it comes to political debate; but

in real life they are nothing but sgctarians; if you follow them,
you end up perfeoctly "correct” and hopelessly isolated. By
addressing ourselves now to tha tasks of the renewed movement

of tomorrow we do doubla duty; we begin ths political prepara-
tion of that tomarrow and we demonstrate that our politics can
face up to the 1ssues of our day. '

It 1s with these two considerations in mind, th unique
situation and the naew situation for soclallsts, that we turn to
the two sections of our current digcussion: 1) Soclalists in
unions, and 2) Socialist political action policy.

'Y, SOCIALISTS ArD THT UNIONS

So many side-issues have been tosséd into the pot and so
man7 questions brushed upon (not to mertion a few wild charges,
111-thought out) that we must delimit this part of the discussion
to bring it into focus. Our point of view might be summarized
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and clarified under twb'headings:' 1).the ?1oyg1 opposition,"
and 2) industrialization. ‘ o \

_ 1.' The "lo al o osition= Naturally ‘we all: agree that
socialists must be 1loval to the labor movement; they want to’
build unions; to defend them against all enemies' ‘oppose man-
ipulating them'for secret aims or for anti-labor ends '+~ we
reject in full that basically disloyal attitude most character-
jatic of Stalinism, That is not at issue.  What: remains 1s
this: ars we a loyal opposition? Do soclalists come forward

- inside the labor.movement as an opposition; if ‘not .immediately,
do thay ‘work toward the spsediest possible formation of 'a dis-
tinctive oppositional movement in which they participate as a

_ guiding or initilating force? What 1is involved 1s an attempt
to define, in the broadest sense, the role of soclalists in
the labor movement, not forever, but at this stage.

'~ Let me state my own answer as baldly as possible' No!
Socialists can no moré come forward as the leaders of a speclal
opposition in the American union movwement than they can come
forward as an authentic political; party in the country. To
attempt either now would be self-decelving and ‘disorienting;

- and would make our ‘movement a -ourio. That 1s, 1f we. ‘understand
what we are saying and actually mean it. Here, I:must. add, I
do' not think that thoge who are talking about a loyal oggosition
fully realize what they are proposing. If not .an-opposition,

_does that imply that socialists cannot oppose ‘some key officlal

" labor policies. or oppose some labor offlclals locally or.

. nationally? Not at all. -We want new. policies; we want some
officlals changed and we intend to agitate and educate, vigor-
ously and persistently among nnioniats for our point ‘ziew,

. But there can be 1o genuine opposition movement unless it
;proposes to remove the old.lsadership and offérs a reasonable
and realistic prospect of replacing 1t by a new one, .Not in
“words but in fact., Anything less is, msre’ play-acting. - Can
socialists be-such ah opposition inside the' 'Iabor movement todgy ?

',‘Could they lead one How or in the foraesesabla future? . It is

almost embarrassing to ask such quastions ‘bacause the gnswers
are so obvious. Fror a long range, historical standpoint, we
hope for a .socialist- leadership. for the union mavement, just as
we hope for the rise of a-sdclalist 1abor party. :How. and when
ars hidden in-the mist of the future, But such a: historical
perspective can be realized only. after. innimerable and unpre-

- dictable movements within the workingclass ‘and ¢lass.struggles
" by it. .'But what we do today -- the manner in which we present

””.ourselveseinSLda the lbor movement -~ must be based upon the

facts of 1life- today. ‘Here, ‘in the heart of the workingolass
movement we ‘kmow ‘that 'socidlists are not able to .constitute the
gathering center of a distinctive oppasition; but- they can serve
as a distinctive ideologilcal educating force. :

. Socialists, I would say, £ orm not an opposition but a
.. tendericy in the labor movement,:a tendency which strives for

' vm111t;1t ~demacratiec,. independant workingolass” policies. They

pars cipate in the union movement at all levels, from top to
bottom; in the ranks, in the leadership where tﬁey hawve won the
confidence of the membership; they cooperate ‘1ike good union
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members with all others, in the ranks and in the leadership at
various levels, in grappling with all the problems of the unions
and of their membaership: speed-up, racketseering, Jin-Crow,
political action, strikes, contract demands ,.,. all in the
spirit of democracy, militancy and independence with the aim

of bullding the unlion and edueating its membership, illustrating
through their own activities and participation in union 1life
that soclalism is not something opposed to or in contradiction
with unionism but only the most logical and consistent expression
of 1ts 1deals.

But, it is charged if you are not an opposition, doesn't
that mean that you can 't criticize officlal leadsrs; that even
in a local situation socialists cannot oppose thelr local
officials? Not at all. It is not a question of whether to
criticize but how to critlcize. It is not a matter of whether
to run for office agalnst other unlon officials but upon what
basis. Take the question of tone:

In what tone shall we criticize the officlal lead rship?
How do you decide that? If it were merely a matter of personal
taste, a gentle soul might speak in dulcet phrases while the
rugged fighter used his characteristic rough language. But
tone should be related to politlcal aims, If you want to
eliminate the confldence of unionists in their leaders, if you
hope to convince them to throw out one set of officials and
install another, then you want language which tells that clearly
to your audience. You will be tempted, then, to dip into an-
0ld lexicon where you can pick out labor. fakirs, lieutensnts
of capitallism, rotten agents of imperialism, sell-out, betrayal --
the 1list only begins here. One trouble with all this is that
it gets you exactly nowhere; nobody listens, after the first few
minutes, except that handful of devoted supporters whom you
convinced a long time ago. (Reader plesase note: I am not sug-
gesting that our ISL critics are guilty of the indiscretions
and stupldities cited here and later. You will dlscover them
not within the Leagus but outside, among othar radical groups
or individuals ) ,

The most union—conscious, democratic-minded unionists have
a deep corfidence in the most progressive wing of the labor
leadership. I refar not to thae racketeers, not to the out-and-
out bureaucrats but to the CIO industrial union type of lesader-
ship best represanted by Reuther. They compare him and those
like him with all possibie rivals and substitutes and they sse
no reason to change tneir minds. The language of oppositionism
doesn't undermine their confidsnce -in their 1aaders it only
succoeds in destroying the confidence of intel 1gent militant
unionists in the radical- souhﬁlng soclailst wbo i1s a victim. of
his own rhetoric. This sad fate 1s best exemplified by the
Soclzlist Workers Party whose attacks on ths official labor
leadsrs of all kinds incrsasas in intensity and fervor as its
influance in the real labor mcvement deciines. And, as its
fol” >wing in the unions reaches the vanishing point the stri-
denc~ of its denunciations and vituperations reaches ultra-sonic
frequenciles, Fortunately for 1t, no one in the workingclass
movement listons,
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To repaat ths question: "Do you mesn that sociallsts must
‘never opposa any of ths present labor leaders, svén-on a-local
scale?" Of, course not. But soocilalists are scattorsed through
the union movement in séparated locals and: internationals:each
with its unique problems. - A soclalist, prssumably, 1s not a
primitivse activist; he tries to show his union brothers how .
local union activity is connected with the position .of the work-
ors as a class and the union as a class movement, Suppose a

" ~soclalist in one local organizes or joins & caucus organized -

in opposition to the incumbsnt local officlaldom. Here, he 1s
truly participating in an opposition which proposes to vote out
one group of leadérs and put in thelr rivals. This Iis not a
literary opposition but a real one. But. our socialist must:. .
have some i1dea of where his local opposition movement. fits in
with tha big trends in the ldbor movement. The union activist
who looks beyond local problems -- and he 1s the most mdvanced
union militdnt -- soon wants to know what his local group has
in common with othoer militants and radicals in other unions.
What kind of movement 1s he associated with and what 1s 1its

. significance to the workingclass? Do you tell him that his
local group must conslder itself part of an oppositional move-
ment throughout the labor movement, being formsd or to be .. :
formed, which aims at overturning all the old leaderships and
installing some othery If so, it 'is an illusion; it will cut
the local'militants ‘away from their brothers in other locals
‘and in other unions; when this becomes obvious, as 1t must, the
thinking union militant will lose confiidence in the socilalist
colleague who haa offered an empty’'generality when he needs a
guide to concrete labor politics. - . - - S .

y The case is basically the same on an incomparably bigger
'scals. Suppose sacialists were fighting togethsr with other
militants in the Teamstsrs Union for a new, dacent leadership.
Yes, they would certainly try to set up an opposition. ‘But an
opposition to whom and for what? If soclalists want to educate
now toward an opposition movement in gensral, throughout the:
labor movemant, against labor leaders in general, they presum-
ably they want to convince the best oppositionist Teamsters that
their fight against Beck and Hoffa 1s only ons front of an

innsr union fight against the labor leaders as a. whola: the
Becks, the Hoffas and the Reuthsrs and the Meanys. Iff, heaven
forbid, our putative loyal-opposition socialist succeoeded in.
making this clear, however diplomatically and intelligently, to
his fellow teamstars, that would be his finish. They want an
_opposition which, so to speak, can replace a Hoffa with a Reuther.

Such would be the case in the Steel Workers Urion if soclal-
ists joined a rank and file oppositional movement to democratize
the union by getting rid of MacDonald. They would have to
decide whether they were in opposition to MacDonald and Reuther =--
to put it in formula fashion -- or with Reuther against MacDonald.
The difference here in mood, tone and tactic would be decisive.

- The historical perspective of soclalists 1s to win the
labor movement to the ideas of socialism and to strive for
soclalist leacership for it. But it is impossible to do morse
than s3peculate on how these alims will finally be achleved.
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Maanwhile, this historical perspective cannot be a substitute
for a gulde to action in ths real mass movements within the
unions as they ariss in practice. :

Tha big line of divisian within the labor movement right
now is betwsen ths alliance of corruptionists and ultra-conserv-
~atives on the ons hand and the Reuther-Meany bloc on the other.

That difference has already erupted into a bitter slug fest;
the probability 1is that the fight will become more intense with
each side appealing to support from the ranks.

That is the main division today. But there are other
differences and tendencies among sections of the labor movement,
without the same internsacine bittarness. One line of demar-
cation corresponds roughly to the old division betwsen AFL and
CI0 but is not identical with it. On the one hand, are those
who look upon the labor movement as a genuine social movement
with vast political and social objectivas; on the other, are
those who strive only for "collective bargaining" in the narrow-
est and most caonservative sense. Since thess are only tendencles
and not organized groups, it 1s not always easy to label evary
union and every leader. But we know that Reuther is the fore-
most representative of the more radical type; the bullding
trades, of the most conservative type; we know that MgcDonald
leans toward the more conservative.

Tvery grouping and every tendency within the labor movement
has to locata itself within these already existing tendencies.
The Stalinists and formsr Stalinists havs disintegrated among
them. The task of sociglists within the labor movement, in
this period, 1s not to hold out the illusory perspective of
constituting a naw rank and file oppositional movement but to
point the way within ths real struggles gs they arise in the
union to push the most progressive wing forward against the
most conservative,

"you say that we cannot aim at constituting a distinctive
loyal opposition in the labor movement. But wasn't that our
aim in the early years of our movement, especially in the
forties?" Yes, it was. Since then, however, two things have
changed -- I state them only in concentrated fashiong 1) Our
conception of the role of the ISL and of the probable course of
development of the soclalist movemsnt in the US has changed.

2) Then, there was a genuine trend among miiitants agalnst the
official leadership, particularly against the no-strike pledge,
Our attitude corresponded at that time to real movements among
militants in the unions. Mow, this trend has disappeared; the
exact date when the change took placz can be pinpointed: the o
post-war strike wave which was led by the regular union official-
dom.

Strikes and Contracts

An oppositional movement must tend to adopt an oppositional
attitude toward contracts and strike settlements. If ths leader-
ship urges a settlsment for a 10¢ increase, the cpposition
tends to denounce it and demand no less than 15¢; if the leader-
ship urges acceptance of 15¢, the opposition insists that
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anything less ‘than 20¢ is a sell-out; ‘if ths leadershlp proposes
20¢, the opposition argues that it should have fought for a )
guaranteed wage; if the officlals propose to fight for a guaran-
teed wags, the opoosition insists that only a shorter week will
do; if the shorter wask is proposed, thare is still speed-up.

In other words, the opposition always tends to deprecate the
actual achlevaments of the union, to castigate the leadership

for not fighting harder and for giving up on the decisive
questions; all with the aim of discrsditing or "exposing" the
present officials. I realize that the pilcture ‘drawn here'is

anh exaggeration; but the basic features are valld. Txaggeration
and all, by the way, you have only to pick up an issue of the.
Militant at random to find a living caricature of this point “of
view.

Now, all this sounds very revolutlonary, radical and uncom-
promising. But a moment's thought will snow that its effect
is quite different fror its intention. . If a genuine opposition :
actually existed and not a mera 1iterary facsimile of one, it
might make sense. In that case, the radical would in effect
be telling his fellow workers:; "In every strike, on every
issue, at every contract negotiating table, your leaders fail
you. There is a way out. Adopt our policies; replace your °
present leaders with the slate wa propose; then the union will 4
really become an organization which fights for your basic needs."

‘But how different where no alternative leadership can be
offered. 'If the union militant knows in his bones that there
1s no other leadsrship available, he ‘can only conclude that his
radical friend is nothing but a professional captious’ eritic;
or, if he is deeply impressed by the argumenés of hls radical -
friend, his conclusions have to be gloomy indeed; For, if thisv
workingclass which has founded a union movement of 18 million
1s incapable, through its existing institutions, of making any
real progress; if it is constantly being betrayed; if it 1s-
eternally losing strikes or belng outwitted at the contract .
table; if it only fights for trivia and wins less --- then what
hope Is there, rsally. Canm we expect such a class, outwitted
and mnneuvereé at overy turn, to be capable of rising to new
heights? In other words, tha effect 1s not to eliminate the - =
trust of unionists in their leaders but to undermine the confi-
dences of the organized workingclass in, its owr capacities. o

" 3very union contract deals with a hundred questions and
every strikse raises a dozen varled demands. There can be no
specifically socialist point of view on all these union questions.
In this respect, a soclalist criticizes the present labor -
officials, not necessarily because they settle for only one
instead oftwo, but sssentially for this: they do not ‘understand,
appreciate, and praiaulgate the full potentlalities of the work-
ingclass. And, as a consequence, where the labor movemant does
make galns, they are ready to give credit to other classes;
they praise the bourgeoisie for "social engineering:" they
attribute successes to "friends of labor"; they point to.labor's
steps forward as a fruit of mutual col]aboration of labor and -
managemant.

It is a primitive'conception to believe that socélalists
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disparags the real gains of unions in order to weaken ths
officialdom. It 18 ths duty of sociallists to underscore and to
hail and to proclaim svery success of the workers in the class
struggla -« under thelr presaent leaders and with their prssent
unions, for there are no othars, To make glear that 1t was
their own organized pover tnat rads these gains possible; and
that this power will win more, even g new soclety. Yot to
flatter tha leaders but to raise ths self-confidence and self-
respect of the workingclass without which any soelalist movement
is impossible.

"Industrialization"

Thers can be no socinlist movement worth taking seriously
unless it 1s closely tiled to the vorkingclass and that through
a membership active in the unions, T7ivery soclallst, worker or
not, should be familiar with the problems . of the union movement ;
and there is no substitute for direct, personal participation,
"Ja -should encourage young people to get jobs in industry, at
least for a time., There, they can entoer as members into the
big class movement. Or, if they finally leave for a professional
carser, as 8o many have, they will have learnad on their own
backs what factory 1ife is 1iks and porhaps avoild that super-
cilious attitude toward the workingclass so characteristic of
many profsssionals. -

When tha Yorksrs “arty wvas founded in 1940, its membership
was almost exclusively dratn from student youth 'and middle class
elements. We caumpalgned for a prograr of industrialization,
aiming as a key orgsnizationalwpolitical task to convince our
friends to take jobs in industry where they could join the.
labor movement. It was the success of this prograrm that helped
sustain us as a tendeancy. Ko doubt it is with this remembrancs
that .soms comrades contemplate g revival of a similar campaign
today. But how much has happened since then!

: Then, ve had to found a new movemant. .We sought to estab-
1ish it in ths workingclass as against all other soclalist ten-
denclies with the perspective “of emerging, after a herolc effort
in some reasonable time, as a genuine sooialist party, in fact

as the only authentiq socialist party of the American workers.

Y/Je foresaw too the risse of a new leadsrshlp for the organized
workingclass directly influenced by our movement 1f not stemming
from it. If this perspactive now seams grandiose and exaggerated
as it proved to be in fact, it flowed from a highly optimistic
estimate of world events. We fully anticipated that new, vigor-
ous left-socialist movements would arise all over the world, and
in Russia too; that they would be successful in getting rid of
capitalisr and of Stalinism in “urope; and that as part of this
world resurgence, socialism would riss to become a powerful

force in American 1ifs, It was wvith this in mind, with this
sense of urgency, that ws called upon all our supporters to mgke
an effort to become part of the labor movement.

‘It didn‘t happen that way. Instesd the world soclalist
movement was shattered by th> war; Stalinism rose as the apparent
wave of the future. A long and slov rebuilding of socialist
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forces throughout the world loomed durins which the working-
class could assess tho:experlences Of a generation.. In the .
United States, .1t is c¢lear to us now, w@ must begin to recon-.
struct the socialist movement not in opnosition o obhen demo-
oratic soclalist currents and tendencies but together with them.
7e do not propose that the Ti8L bscome tne socialist movemenc;-
we do.not proposs.that the soclalist movement become the ISL,
e want- to participate in: building -a broad socialist mowement-
snoompassing mahy tendeneises, the only kind that can.serve to
. ,rear a nevw gemsration of soclalists and reorient the old,. -Ve:
should continue to encourage our own supporters to go 1nto the
shops and join in the labor movement. But with s ¢lear .under-
standing of the new times and nevw tasks, At ‘our- 1ast convens=
tion, the following was proposed in a substitute resolution:
"This convention thereforé talls to the- attention of the league
the. basic task: to make its 1life a “part of the labor movement
by 1ntagrating 1ts forces in that 1abor movement. o ;

<

. The basic task9 This would sesr to be a belated revival :
of what is past,:an attempt to renew the old campaign of
"1ndustr1alization . But’ consider now different tho times.

T am for peonla poinq into shops and helping to build unions.

How many can do #t? iHow many will do it? It can serve as a
gulde for a dozan individuals but not as a gulde for soclalist
policy. A few individual ISLers may perhaps get into the labor
movement; but there are thousands of soclallists and soclalist-
minded workers already in the trade unions, The workingolass
_has. been-"colonized@" by the thousands, after decades of socialist
(and.pseudo-soclalist) propaganda and activity; individual.
sociglists are scattered all over the labor movement, a few hers,
a few there in. virtually overy union. We need a poliey vhich
enables the organized socizlist movement to reach them, T¢ put
1t bluntly, the key now is not to get a few more ISLers. into
factories but to get thoss sotialistic workers who are already

in the factories inte the movement. For that, we must help
bulld a broad socialist movement, Not the least of the problem
here 1s political actioni , A _

‘,'., A YT POLITICAL ACTIOF

No socialist group, mhatever 1ts politics, has been able to
arrive at a satisfactory and sffective political action policy..
T emphasize: satisfactory and effective. All kinds of answers,
are proposed by all types of f sociaslists. Right or wrong,: how- ...
ever, hone has been particularly effective in psrsuading workers
hov to act from ths standpoint of ths socilalist movement. -This
1s- true cf all: those l1ke ourselves who.ars for an iudependent
political policy and those who urse support to the "lesser evil"
among the bourgeois candidates.' o . :

- It 1s simple for a left-wing socialist to arrive &t a
policy in principle. But exéept in rare cases, vhsre indepen-
dent labor candidates are in the field, he seldom has anytihing
convincing to advise unionists to do qt election time when their
_political in e‘est 1s at a high pitch. R )
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. - It is also quite simple for others to advise workers to
vote for liberal bourgeois candidates. Superficially, it is

- offfective -~ the soclallst tells the unionist to vote for a
llberal Democrat and the unionist follows that advice. The
trouble 1a that it leads not toward independent politics but

. away. It teaches not aggressive and self-confidant political -
action ~- which is esssntial for the rise of soclalism ~= but
reliance upon bourgeoils liberals, It is impossible to arouse
socialist cornsciousness by urging workers to support bourgeois
candidates. Th»a right-winger hgs ‘been trapped by the search for
Immedlate practical rasults into undermining his own role as a

socialist educator,

, Thus, when aelection time rolls around, after the candidates
havs been nominatasd and ondorsed, as millions prepare to vote, it
has been exceptionally difficult for soclglists to argue effect-
ively for independent politics and at the same time offer any
alternative in the electlons that sesms to serve a practical
purpose to thousands of union militants.

Let thls be clear, I am not suggesting any quick solution
for there is none, It is a deep-rooted probler and it would
be mislaading to look for any simple formula, o

- Fundamentally, the diffioculty lies in this: socialism can
develop,. grow strong in morale and spirit, educate toward a
Labor Party and create socialist sympathies amons workers only
by advocating and following an independent political line,
Toward this end, it haa to oppose the poligy of supporting the
Democratic and Republican parties and oppose bourgeois cgndidates
in genaral, But -= and here 1s the rub --» socialism must look
toward the workingeclass which is now highly organized and
actively supports bourgeois candidates through their own class
institutions; the labor unions. There is the problem. There
is no magic way of dodging it. At least we must face up to it.

Socialists, who constitute a3 rslatively smgll educational
or propagandigt movement, rust continus to press ffor a change in
the political policy of the organized workingclass, But how?
o suggest that 1t 1s easier to talk to unionists about our
polley if we avold a head~on clash with them during elections.
.In substance, we want to guard against proessnting the small
soclaglist movement as a rival to ths big worksrs movement at
election tima, ' ‘ .

A revived and united socialist movement, consequently,
should refrain from running candidates for office where it
brings us into sharp olash with the labor movement, Ve are not
searching for a dogma; there are bound to be complexities, spe-
cial problems and borderline cases. Tor example, whers the
labor movement endorses no one, socialists have full freedom of
action; where the unions support some obviously reactionary or
cerrupt old-1lins politician and workers are repelled by their
unions' choice, soclalists could consider entering their own
cnadidate., (OQuestions like these were treated in the Veir-
Ylalsh uymendment ta our rasolution which we accepted.)

But, to make our position clear gon the main issue I'd like
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to state it as baldly as possible: "hers the labor movement
in fact 1s rallying 1ts members. to vote for a bourgeois candi-
date == ir virtually evary important case he will be presented
as a liberal -- soclalists should not run their. own candidatoes.
Txamplas of the problem in its most acute form have been the
union campsaigns.for Lehman, Stevenson, Tennan Williaﬁa, Humphrey,
and Douﬂlas. ‘

7 You may not agree; you may haVe misgivings you ‘may be -
uridecided; you may be hotly opposed to our visw. Let us hope,
however, that 1ts Antent and motivation are claar.

* Wa do ggg proposea’ to support bourgeois cand¢dates endorsed
by the unions; we do not propose "not to oppose" them (as it
has been put by some of, our critics), Ve continue to criti-
- ¢iza and to opposs bouroeois candidates and to criticize and
oppose the political policy of ths labor movement which endorses
them. That 1s not at issue. %e ars argulng about running
socialigt candidates and under what conditions.

No one in the ISL can arwue that some basic principle
decrees that a soclalist movement must try to run candidates
everywhere and under all conditions. The ISL has never run a
candidate for publlec office: gs far as I remember, no one ‘ever
proposed that It dd so. Our critics, themselves,. the authors
of the convention substitute resolution, try to be flexible. .
They write: - ,

‘"In general, the ISL sinoe 1ts 1nooption has refrained £rom
running election ‘campalgns. It 1s even possible that at
least at first even a new and broadsr soclalist move-
ment would have to do likoswise, pending acquirsment of
more strength. The consideration in these casass 18 the
degree to vhich tha.movement in any givan caso estimates

“% tha tactical adVantapes to be gainad or lost from such

~a campalgn, politioally or org ganizationally; whether the -

. campaign - efforts ars? organiZationally practicabls and
bid faip to be politically fruitful; and considerations
of this order. But whare thess considerations are taken
care of §oclalists should and must sasek the advantages
and the gains that become possibla with the running of "~
a soclalist campalgn and soclalist candidates counter-
posed to the old parties. This 1is one of the most import-
ant party-bullding means avallable to strengthen the new,
broader socialist movement toward which we look."

They try to be flexible ~- but without success. Vhat are
they actually saying in this roundabout manner? Only that soc-
lalists should run candidates whersvar they decide to run can-
diduates, And hov dc we make up our minds? .They haven't much
to*advise except that election campaigns are a good thing and
vhen we ars stronger we should have more ofthem. They insist
upofi riulling over all kinds of organizational matters. But
notice what taney will not even begin to c¢onsidar. "4 'reasd.in L
the text of the first substitute rssolution, ""'e rejeot ... the
ccnception that a soclalist party should refrain from opposing . )
capltulist candidates because the latter are supported by a -
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ma jority of the organized workingelass." “hat is under discus-
sion 1s not whether .we "should refrain from opposing capitalist
candidates” but this: wunder what conditions should ws oppose
capitalist candidates by running soclalist candidates against
them? Or can it be contendad that we oppose capitalist candi-
dates only by running cardidates? If so, where has the ISL

been all these yeans? The declaration quotaed above is a refusal,
almos} on principls, to be amayed by what "the organized wopking-
class 1s actually doing., Yet, that constitutes the basic prob-
lem and they will not face up to it. .

At best, socialists could participate in election campaigns
at this stage only for pure propaganda purposes gddressed to
a few thousand workers., That 1s politics for us. But the
union, not just the officials but tens of thousands of militants,
secondary leaders ard millions of unionists, look upon elsction
campalgns as an opportunity not merely to convince a fow people
of some very important 1deas but to influence the course of
national policy, to determine their owm conditions of life,
to affect the rights and power of their organizations, They do
1t badly, wrongly, ineffectuslly but they are trying -- their
way. ‘/hile they are engazed in their political strusgle are
soclalists, in order to make their propaganda, to come forward
as a movement which campaigns in competition with them?

The union supports bourgeois libarals for office; we ox-
plain in our press, at our mee®lngs, in our convarsations, st
our union halls, 1n an educaticnal fashion, that it is wrong,
that it gets novhsre, that ve need a new party. That is enough
right nov! ‘hy must we mix up this task of political education
with vhat would necessarily be a camnaign among unionists not
to heed ths call of their union but to follow us instead., Such
Ts ths inevitable affoct of runnipz a sociallst candidate in
opposition to the candidate endorsed by the unions. The union --
class organization of ths workers -- campaigns as widely as it
can to call on workers: "Vote for Mr, Democrat; he is your
union's cholce." To run its omn candidate against him, the
sociallist movement -- small propagandist group -- mustcampaign
as widely as possible in this sense: "Do not vote for Mr.
Democrat; - support our socialist instead," But if you consider
you will see that we inevitably are forced to present our views
in the most diffficult, most disadvantageous manner possible.

3 run full tilt against the pro-union loyalties of militants
when 1t is not necessary. ior what advantage? On the basis of
what principle? . '

“/ho' will support the union's call? Thousands, millions.
Who will heed the soclalist call? Only dozens.,

And the hundreds of militants, the union-conscious workers
vho want more independent and better candidates? Tiven they,
vith all their misgivings and opiticisms, will follow the union
because it 1s their union and that is the only.practical thing
they can see to do. The union appeals to them as their fighting
olass organization; the socialists, only as an ideological

grouping.
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A protest: - "You want to please labor bursaucrats; but
socialists should address themselves to vorkers," It's not
much of an argument but 1t is worth pausing over it to clear
the air. Our problem arises not because a thin layer of union

.. officials is politically misleading rasses of workers who are

straining to break through to nolitical independence. That
would be a different situatlor at a different period at another
time, But the big majority of the organized workingclass, its
rilitants, 1ts progressives ~- all -- support bourgeois candl-
.. dates and the Democratic party out of radical, class consider-
ations., e don't think that the Democratic Party 1s a labor
party; we don't think that the 1liberals are workingclass candi-
~dates. Yeither do the trade untonists -- not exactly. But
they. do support Democrats from their own vorkingclass standpoint.
They want to 9lect liberals not bacause they ars easger to com-
promise with capitalists but becauss they want to advance the
interests of the labor movement agalnst the capitalists,

The political activity of the wvhols labor movement, with
rare exceptions, csnters around the Democratic Party and the
Democratic liberals -- not just the officials but secondary
leaders, militants, radicals and ever many soclalists. This is
not news in the ISL; 1t has pervadad our Teagus discussions for

ears: 1) five years ago during the debates on the so-called
"Abner policy", and 2) at our last convention where we faced
the problem of relations among the various socialist currents
" on political aotion. (I refer to the resolution on unity adopted
unanimously not to the disputed sections on 3ocialists in the
Labor Movement.)

The "abner Policy"

. After years of intermittent dehate, the ISL (at the .con-
vention before last) finally adopted the Abner policy, so-called
because it was first apnlied in Chicago vwhere "1lloughby Abner,
‘a leading UAY militant, entered the Democratic primaries with
" the backing of his local PAC olub., "hat was decidsd was this:
the ISL urged the labor movement to enter 1ts own labor candi-
"dates 1ln the ‘Democratic primarles against those of the party
machins, If the union ran 1ts own candidates under these con-
ditions in the primaries, the ISL would support them and if the
union man won the Damocratic nomination, the ISL would support
him'in the gensral elections even thoush he ran as the Democratic
candidate, It was a policy hedged in by qualifications and
restrictions but essentially that was it,

The discussion on political action policy today i1s some-
vhat different. Then, it was proposed that we support labor
men on the Democratic ticket under certain conditions. UINow, it
is not proposed that we support bourgeois liberals endorsed by
labor on the Democratic ticket undsr any conditions, But in
both cases we had to takes into acéount the sentiments, not of
offficials, but of the union conscious ranks, even the most
radical of them. o .

Now, let us put 1t this way. -Suppose an Abnér ran on tae
Democratic ticket. You may agree or disagres with the "Abner
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policy" which implies ISL support for him. But should we favor
running a socialist candidate against him? In order to Brush
all tr %'vfa aside, let us assume, what is not unlikely, that we
had a nice-sized socialist branch in the area, one which could

. pass out plenty of handbills at plant gates, hold meetings and
 perhaps even get on TV. If we ran our candidate and the unions
had theirs ~~- on the Democratic llne -~ we would have to cam-
‘paign in effect "Don't vote for Mr. Abner but vote for our
soclalist."” Or is there some other way of conducting an elec~
tion campaign for the socialist? How would we. decide whether

or not ta rup our candidate in thoss circumstances? Any soclal-
1st movement which had a serious orientation toward the working-
class would have to take into account the sentiments of the
union conscious workers, ths actions of their class organizatjions,
how they looked upon their campaign for their candidate on the
Democratic line, Our answsr: no soclalist candidatel! "hat is
yours? And how do you make up your mind?

~_This only begins to show how difficult the problem of
'labor's role in tha Democratic party ocan become. The samo Ford
local 600, which adopts resolutions for a Labor Paprty ons day,
endorses a slate of Democrats the next, In the face of this,
it is futile to get caught up in primitive arguments about
pleasing bureaucrats. ° R , ’

At any rate, in our hypothetical case we have to take the
actions of the official labor movement into account, If not
that, what? But this is precisely what we are debarred from
doing under the terms of the minority substitute resolution.
"Far from considering that such a campaign (one in which vwe run
candidates) 1s a bad thing because it counterposes socialists to
the official labor buregucracy, or to bourgeols candldates sup-
ported by the official labor movéament, we would urge it as a
good thing...»" (The reader will have to make his owvn adjustment
to the primitive way of putting it: note the implicatlion that
our concern is with the "buresucracy".) :

“hat changes if the unlon supports not an Abner but a
Democratic liberal like Lehman? You may reply: "but Abner 1s
really a labor man; Lehman 1s not. "e may consider supporting
an Abner but not a Lehman." Thess ars some of the differences;
but there ars also important points of similarity, nion
milltants will campaisn for a Lehman not with quite the same
pitch of enthuslasr as for Abner but at a high level of claas
feeling; they will be just as serious in their attempts to
elect him; the stakes to them will appear just as high; and
they will try to campalgn just as widely. 'e must take all
these sentiments and actions into account in both cases: 4in one
case, Abner, ws have decided to support the union's candidate.
lhat agbout the other case, Lehman? V'e do not propose to support
him. Ve do cgution againat running a soclglist candidate against
him undsr those conditions. Not because we want to support a
Lehman. Not because we want "not to oppose" him, But because
it would be folly for the ‘small soeiglist movement to pit 1it-
self head on against s workers movement which 13 acting out of
claas feelings, even if risdirected.
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- Politieal ‘Adtioh' Inside the Soolalist; Movement .

..~ The 8arg problerm that vexes sociiltists in- the- labor: move-
‘meént’ arises inside the socialist movement. itself. As a matter
;of fact, a majority of soclalists today would favor the support
of 1lberal Democrats in ons case or .another under certain con-
ditions.  We do not. Our convention résolution présumes that
the differences hers' cannot be "settled".by the adoption of a
Clear party 1ins in any reunified movemsént and-its imposition
. upon the minority by party diseipline, (Se'e. ISL pamphlet “on:

Unity, p. 14.)  7ven if a reunited movement dacided against
‘supporting bourgeols candidates, as we hope 1t will, it 'might
properly leavae 1ts members free a8 Individuals to support botr-
'gedis ‘candidates ondorsed by the labor movement. It is hard
.to ses  how'a united mowement could be built on any’ other basis
at-this time. But I am afraid that our convention delegates
who agreed so readily to this cohcept -~ unanimously in fact --
were not really aware of the problem in all its depth., -

If we Insisted that every soclalist submit to disgipline on
political actlion policy, we would be. demanding that he choose
‘between the organized.soclalist movemaent, vhich let us say -
opposes bourgeols candidates, and the organized labor movement
which supports them. And that, at'a timo vhen many soclalists
think that the officlal union line is right. Vs eannot put -
such'a demand without terrible injury to the prospects of a
revived movement., = . S R e

* ' Then think for a moment. 1f we haye to £ind a way-to

. 'soften up the antagonisms on thls quéstion; of puttirg the issue

- less sharply so ‘that varioug trends can live together inside

"~ the'sociallist movement ... if this 1s vhat we look for in the
_relations among socialists themselves ,,. isn't 1t obvious that
‘we -have to sask the same objective in the relations between.the

~ soclalist movement as. a whol» and militants inside the labor
movement? If we make no sharp demands upon socialists them-
Selves ws can maks no such dearmands upon labor militants. e
cannot” demand at elnction time that they choose between the
candidates endorsed by their unions and the socialist candidates.

It means thrusiing them avay fror the movepent, not bringing

?‘,Jthem.tp 1t.

'A”pase'study

Lot us try to imagine how a revived movement might handle
1tself 'during elections in Michigan,  Tarly in its development,
it would undoubtedly have branciaes in several cities  and enough
'strength, from an organizational ‘standpoint, to try to run ‘its
‘owm candidates, R L ' o

. Tlection d4y draws near, the branch and 1ts members campaign
In thHelr unions for an independent labor slate but the labor
movement, the UAW in. particular, goes ahead to endorse Meénnen
" W1ll1ams for governor, preparing to run its customary left-
laborite elsction campaign, rallying its PAC committees, dis-
tributing handbills at plant gates, arousing the workers 4s
widely as possible, ' ‘ 1
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Yhat shall the socidlist branch do? It is proposed to run
a socialist candidate for governor. Delibesrating on the ques-
tion as branch members are union activists -- stewards, committee-
men, local officers, local presidents -- all active union men ,
most of them leaders of workers in thelr plants, and with dif-
ferent ideas on political action policy. They would all like
to ses a Labor Party as soon as possible, Meanwhild, however,
some think that 1t 1s advisable to support liberals in the
Democratic party; others are less enthusiastic for 1liberals, but
go along only because the labor movement is for them; others are
for supporting only independent candidates; other want to run
socialist candidates., Hers, then, is the full gamut of socialist
opinion, ’ ' ’

If a candidate for governor, who shall it be? Shall we
pic's the prominent president of a large UAY local? Remember,

"he 1s known as a soclalist; there is no special problem of
"caution"; correct policy must determine the decision, This is
no artificially concocted "stumper"; precisely such a man headed
the Soclalist Party ticket in Detrolt in the mid-~-40's. Obviously,
such a man ‘would mgke a fine atandard bearer for auto workers,
But there is a 'difficulty. The militants who look to him and
have ranged themselves heside him in the union will be campaign-
ing for Mennen "illiams at the behest of their union. Now, in

- competition with ther he will have to go beéfore the same union-
ists and say: don't vote for the dandidate our union has
endorsed; don't go out and work for him, 'Menner Willlams, as
our union asks; work for re and my party instead,® Isn't it clear

that for only trivial possible advantages he would be compalled
to-drive a wedge between himself and his friends. '

Let us, then, run someone who is unlknown, or a party func-
tionary, or a white-collar man. Yn that case, wouldn't it be
obvious that the branch cannot choose its most effeotive repre-
sentative because he, a union leader, cannot apply 1its policy
in the labor movement without undermining his position as a
union aoctivist.

But even by choosing some other candidate, nothing has been
solved. Part of the branch will favor supporting union-endorsed
Wllliams. Remember nov that we have decided against forcing
all members to go along by disciplinary motions. Are those vho
are for "'illiams t-» be free to support him wvhile the branch came
paigns for its own socialist candidate? Or, are they asked to
remain neutral -- or silent? %hatever ths formula, the branch
is instantly and sharply divided between those who ars campaign-
ing for the soclalist candldate and those who feel impelled to
go along with their union. In any case, the branch makes it
impossible far a section of its unionist. membership to support
it wholeheartedly; it becomes difficult for some union militants
to combins a full and loyal membership in the organized sociaglist
movement with a full and loyal membership in their union,

There are times when such antagonistic and divisive factors
cannot be overcome and the movement must go ahead nonetheless.
But why now? Why must we thrust ourselves into the most difficult



A2 !

HAET et Rl ey
-32- T

position9 Why 1nsist upeon meeting the - pregudices pf loyal
unionists head-on; ‘why insist . upon. a‘peliey.that tends to push

‘sections:of the Socialist movemant. spart just Whan it must

reunify? Running sotialist candidates 1s not gn.end in.itself;
it 1s an instrumenb ‘of soclalist propagsnda; .it . should serve as
a means @f reaching the workingeclass.: Where 1t stands in the

vayy . 1t would be folly to persist.

- . » N
I EXZEZE AR RE X B8 RN X ]

A last word of caution..: Nothing here is intanded as a
fixed. guide to ‘soclalist pollcy or .as a statement of eternal
verities. We are¢’ addressing ourselves. to the tasks of our day

" as we can se8 ‘them now,. low, socialism is a .small propaganda

movement. - It' addressds itself to.d .workingclass which is
organized and politically-active esia"class. Under these con-

‘ ditions 1t is vityl to: avoid every.ihclination toward sectarian-
‘Asm which means utter stagnation. i F

We ara now in- the first stage of socialist unity. .Ye must

‘Fbring together "all -deéemocratic sogialist currents. ."a must

recrult widely among’theisoclalistie militapts in .and around

. the ‘labor movement who have shunnad affiliation with any of
. the scattered small groups., We must-try te inspire, educate,
"'and dreate s ‘socialist, demooratic, militant tendency within

the labor movement not- 1n theory but.in reality. That's not

. a small ordsr, Once it is truly under way, 1t will be time to
" take another  looKy ‘sdé where the organized socialist movement

. 9tands; gnd rsconsidar ‘the problem of :politiocal action in. the
light of our” accomplishments. That is for tomerrow. L

Had
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S0C IALIST PARTIu IPATION IN THE LABOR MOVEMENT

oo ByA. Wmters -

S The dIscussion on Socialists in the labor movemerxb has only
Begun to bring out intq the open two findamentally opposing points of view,
What have appeared so long to bé questions of ‘poor organization, sloppiness
and emphases, are in reality, political estimates and ooinions. ‘The’
decline of . socialists in the labor movement has too long been almost exe
clusively blamed on the ob;}ective conditions._ Yet, if objective.conditions
are solely the reason for the deécline af: ,sQCialists in the labor movement,
with subjective factors having no role, then. all’ sociahst tendencies should
havé disappedred, The fact that despite everything, cociBlism remains, as
an organized force, §imply again. erphus:Lzes the role of the subjective
factor,’the’ political idea, and the movenent t‘lat oroanizet a:round it. _

The Hall-Shachtman PC Naaorlty resolution, which could not pass
at, the last: convention, and was referred back for more discussion, did not
"Open..y say what was 6n its mind, only after -some prodding by its. opponents

did Hall and ‘Shachitman a’c the end of +he QonVention, come oub with thelr
real positioh. . L _ o :

A ‘ As Hall himself put it, i‘c rums 1like this, -The socialist movement
“of the futm'e, will-not be oppositioniet. ‘in the labor movement, Its main
emphasis would be for an- example » supporting Reuther as against the racketeers,
He is, however, against the organization of the rank and. file against all
of 1ts’ eneniesy which might.includs at tines a Reuther, or far: that matter,
a McDonald, or any other labor burdaucrat, Soclalists should not be in the’
position of opposing what the majority of organized laber . Jed by its o
officialdom wants, -especially on the electoral plane, This was best shown
by the Shachtmamﬁall ‘resolution, which advocated that Sacialists should not
. rufll candidites against a Stevenson, because a Stevenson ‘had. the suppor't of
" thé officisl, abor. movement. o RN :

And Shachtman, at the very eﬁd, dealing w1th the NeWark oppos:LtiOn
to his position, made it amply clear that he was against any attempt on'a
serious basis to build socialist cadres in the labor movement, He labeled
the Newark position as a left deviation, As he put it, "if anybody thinks
that from New York to Frisco we are going to proletananize..." he would
oppose it, .

So then some things are gettlng clearer, The PC majority doesnt't
give leacdership to our Socialist cadres in the labor movement, not solely
because Hall and Shachtman are too busy, as they only recently claimed, but
because giving leadership to our socialist cadres in the labor movement,
is almost always a form of oppositionism. Anybody who has been in the 1abor
movement for more than ¢ days understancds that socialists are followed
and win support from workers who ars discontentad with the bosses and the
labor ol‘Hc:.E aldom, When they are contented they don't nesd socialists to
Tead them. The official labor leadership can and does offer them far more
and this accounts for the fact that so many socialists have been sucked up
into the labor bureaucracy, when these socialists have joined the ranks of
the contented,

When you are against building socialist groups to lead discontented
workers against the bosses and the do nothing union leadership, wixy then
it logically follows, that you don't do too much about proletarianizing the
socialist movement, As a matter of fact, you look at proletarianization today
as a hopeless task, Proletarianization a 13 Hall & Shachtman must lead to
demoralization and has done precisely that,



The Hall Shachtman position is full of advice on how not to
antagonize the labor officialdom, Tt lays down the absolutely utopian
idea that socialism can grow in a sort of alliance with these people. The
only thing that can grow from such an alliance is the bureaucracy, a little
to be sure, and at the expense of socialisn losing its cadres to the officiale.

. ‘Workers looking for someone to help them out 6f the morass of .
speedups, insecurity, etc, will not turn to pseudo socialists who tell -
them not to become oppositio?ﬁs'ﬁs.‘ o A

(_)T?JgsitiOnism is the heart of socilist partici; ation in the labor . .
movement, The socialist movement that abandons ’Ehgs conception of o
oppositionism, abandons any hope of winning the American working class to.
socialism, ' ' o T

The socialist movement which does not attempt to build socialist -
cadres in the labor movement, traditionally referred to as roletarianization,
dooms 1tself in advance to a sterile, petty urgeois sectarian e ence,’

' No one can long qppose this basic conception and remain a social-
ist. This whole question takes on added importance precisely because of
“the fact that unity with the S.P,, if consurmated, offers so¢ialists a chance
to meet new, fresh currents of the working class, If socialists do not give
oppositional leadership, then somebody else will, The €.P, supplied this
leadership in 1935 in the C.I.0, upsurge, Non-Stalinist socialists, bogged
down by a petty bourgeois way of life, completely missed the boat, . .

. We dare not repeat such a tragic error, -The Hall-Shachtman
conception of non oppositionism and non-proletarianization, as a method
for socialist participation in the labor movement, must be thoroughly de=- .
feated, and replacéd by the coneeption of sodialist opposition, and socialist

proletarianization,
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NATIONAL COMMUNISM IN TRANSITION - A DISCUSSION

ON RIGHT TRENDS IN GOMULKA'S POLAND
by Paul Germain

~ +"What 1s the difference between Yugoslavia and poland? In
Yugoslavia you can criticize the Soviet Union but not the governmesk;
in Poland, you can criticlze the govermment but not the Soviet Union."

—- A current. Polish political ﬁoka".

It 1s our contention that the social system now prevalling in
Poland, under Gomulka, 1s a unique form of National Communism. The
Pollsh nation 1s going through an unprecedented period of transition
at the present time - on the economic, political, socilal, and cultural
fronts, Poland 1s not a totalitarilan state, it is not a National
Cormunist state of the Titclst varlety, and the Uanited Worlkers! party
(UWP) 1is not a totalitarian party.

These premises offer, in our. opinion, the fundamental clues
necessary for a coherent picture and understanding of Polish events
since last October. They are mremises, morevoer, that are strongly
buttressed by the following facts: .

. 1. Gomulka, and hls assoclates in the party and government
apparatus - as Mijovan Djilas has cogently pointed out - were raised
to positions of power by the active, forceful will and revolutionary
participation of the vast majority of workers, students, and intell-
ecutals, both Party and non~Party in their affiliations.

- 2, The very social foundations of the Gomulkist elements in the
government, and the UWP, are not based upon the existence of a priy-
1leged bureaucratic class set apart ‘from the Polish masses; on the
contrary, both in the party and regime the Gomuikiats are dependent
upon the willingly = or grudgingly = supportive shoulders of these
revolutionary elepsmts, moet particularly those of the working class.

3. Because of this phenomenon, Gomulka and Co. cannot act « and
survive politically - such a way as to utilize the methods, tactics,
and alighnments of a bureaucratic collectivist regime. Any attempt
by Gomulka to crush these forces and render them uncritically sub-
missive in the o0ld style - to re-totalitarianize or re-Stalinize =
would ultimately be politically and/or physically sulcidal.

Befare long, such a policy would render Gomulke and his assiste
ants politically "extraneous." It would consistely whittle away at
their only defense against a counter-attack by the Katolinist-Stalinish

Taking this into account, we contend that any discernable trend
by Gomulka toward political and ideological re-alignment with the
Natolinists must be shorte-lived, for the time being granting - for
dlsaussion's sake - tho fact that such is the trend or tendency in the
first place, We shall deal with this simplistic analysis of Gomlka's
recent tactics In another sectlon of this discussion article.

Gomilka snd his economist brain-trusters, we have said in the
past, have spoken inumerable times of the imperative need for non-



coercion, voluntarism, and genuine cooperative forms in town and

country, 1.8., democratic participation from below ~ no matter how

modif4dd from the ultimate sodialist goal - a8 a basic economic nec-
essity » . Such participation by workers :.and peasants 18 considered

Y Y necussary'ccmnommitment to. 1ndustria1 and. dgricultual sclvency, and
. the. maintenance .of national soverei%hnty -ehd -independence, . These.
leading Gomilkists have offeéred 1iv n% proof of: the: serious. error
inherent An anaelytlicael attempts to 1£10ally campartmentalize eco=
nomic and political phenonéna, most ‘particularly in a nation with a
hiohly statifled- econouy. ..

Siri¢e. Gomulka's;rise ta. vower laat ‘Octobey, the ‘question .of crit-
‘“1cal ‘support at this tinme to. hls. Treglre in ‘the sresent perlod has :

- “ipegeri- unaveldally: posed - most particularlv to Gdiiocratic ‘soclalists

 and ‘members of ‘the ant1-Stalinist and anti-~Titoist Left. The question

‘has ‘béen discussed, -analyzed, .and .answered 'in the' affirmative by num-
erous representatives of these nolitical tendencies, - -

Prominent in thelr rarks sare the Polish Jociulists-1n~exlle Adam
Ciolkose’ (whose. . views lLiave -heen set forti in the lew Leader and
"Soclalist Call, and ‘have :beex echoad b many other™ contributors to
‘Ihese publications); -Lucjan Blit (Lew Leaddr. qgﬁ_Comnentar').

Cxezlaw Miloxa (author of "The Caﬁ?!be'ﬂfh(fT, K he Jelenski (Partisan
Review,mncounter ), and, of course, our own s ‘udzienski. Gomrade
. Rudzienskd; you will recell,- was; -strangely. ginrled out and castigatd
‘ as a "slanderer" of the Polish.. revolut*pn;ry 50 pcratic op)osition
i_by Tial? Draper:in’ the Dages- of “abor, nctlon. - "y
Lo e have® been: informed,-b - a member of L, erd*torial board and
the I.>.L. Polltical. Committee, that Dragcr’s artlcleé ‘on’ £oland,
.. though indlvidually by=-lined, have beep'~Uulndled in édnjunctlon with
" the Tullest  discussiun -in the 2.C.. .Our. Ainformant assured us that
" such)would naturally be the case with anjlmxortant tO)ic like Pol-
- (Draper,” we w ere: told, would.not be aIﬂo‘ed tq use “&hor Action
as‘his personal house organ; his.. artioles hovld e considered as
‘répreseritative of the collectlve aoinion: of” wJe P Cs )

Be that as it may, we take our pslace with“these” Polish socialist
comrades’ dnd réiterate thelr contention that orxtical support for
}Gomulka at “the. orgsent'time. %s-the. only alternabive tq the "Kadar-
Lzatfon""of -that vallani. nation..: ...
" Lucjan’ Blit has stated their _case. most forcafully (New Leader,
‘March 25) :-

"The" Peles know that only the fear of a geal war...forced the
top Soviet leaders to rush back to'lioscow s.e t0 accept the heretic

" Gomulka'as the Polish leader, and to aoquieSpe in the expulsion of

) Marshal Rokossovéky B e Lt
Byt the Hungariah trasedy has also tauglt Lhe Pples two pain-
ful lessond. One Is concerned with the 11 itd wiieh the Soviet leadsrs
have evidently ‘set tio frieedom movements..in the, satellita countries.
THey willerish with: great brutglity any ‘yovertnt ... which aims
 to break ‘the military links with ussia; and wiich’ could develop (in
a neutrakist but essentially‘prq-Westqrn>faspLon akin to that of

'""Austria.) the replacing of Communists ras. the: rullng group by a .comb-

ination ‘of ‘democrdtic  parties. -is- tantamount, in soviet eyes, to such
a develooment. +03COoW 13 deterrined to kee) 1ts’ cm:ire intact, by
© whatevér means,’ - . Ll -
"The gecond - ledsorustems from tbe.uest'h aqbltude to the bungarin
revolution. The soles know that they wou: d ue flrhting alone. Oym=
pathy 1s no substitute for physical power,
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Nationalistic forces and Oppositional Currents

Over the last six months our press has offered a most simplistic
add distorted picture of “Yomulka's policies, and the social and pol- :
itical composition of the opposition to tirose wolicles.

1. Labor 4ction has indiscriminately portrayed as. manifestations
of a revolutionary-democratic internal opnosition all demands for the
removal - from Party and government ranks - of thoge "hangover" el~
ements of the pre-Poznan and pre-Yctober period. Also included in
this so-called revolutionary-democratic groupning, without any excep-
tions publicly expressed, were those who volubly cast aspersions on
the sincerity and reliability of Gomulka and i:is leading adherents,
because of thelr Party and governmental oositlons In past years., .

2. We have been assured that Gomulka and Co. (since November=-Dec=
December, 1956) have been attempting to re-Stalinize Poland, and turn
the clock back on democratization and liberalization of Polish life~
tendencies which, it was previously maintained, were only non-exis=- -
tent myths in the first place. (See Young,oociallst Revies, March 4,
1957 1issue.)

fBomulka, so the line now goes, doesn't want any genulne democrat-
ization, prudently acihieved or otherwise; .e SuOUld be condemmed for
his strictures against "spontareity in mas: action - this in the land
of Kosa ibuxemburg." (sicl)

This latter poi nt was followed by caustic rcemarks about Kudzinski's
retention of erroneous iuxemburgist conceptsl] liore on this further on.
3. In line with the above, LA has continuously attacked Gomulka
for his attempt to "reconcile the people to continued hussian occui-
ation." Our pres; speclfica11y'stated, on Uecewber 24 that we should

support and encourage the "spontaneous mess action" against Russian
troops, embassies consultes, and otHer Sovict »ersonmel, as manifes-
ted 1in the riots in Bydgoszcz, Stettin, .roclaw, etc. These demon-
strations were also depicted as the 1. udable work of a revolutionary-
democratic oprosition to Yomulka's policy of moderation.

4, This opposition, and the general pooulation at large, we were
Informed, had a long andd violent history of natJonal and cultural
subjugation ftom their "Neighbor in the East." This explains why the
Polish people are steeped in a virulent anti-Russian nationalism,nat=-
ionalism that 1s a bed-rock foundation 3u; :orting the activities and
aspirétions of the opposition. Therefore, continued LA, this can be
considered a ggogressive nationalism, and to tie oolitical advantage
of these democratic forces.

LoAe's conclusion: we should support this opposition in its
aim to sweep Gomulka and Co, aside, and oust Russian troops immed-
1ate;§; Gomulka 18 Just trying to scare the revolutionists w

eat of a Russlan massacree.

And finally = almost in the same breath = a velled and guarded
disclaimed of any a ttempt to legislate revolutionary tactics and
strategy to the Polish masses from afar}
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Unaccustomed as we are to such political double-talk from our

press, or to double standards of political morality, we feel Iin-
clined to regard such a shamele ss disclaimer of Intellectual and
* political responsibility - desplte all »revious emphases = in
 much the same negative light as our attitude toward Radio Free
Europe's attempt to absclve 1tself from charges of "overzealously"
ralsing false hopes of Western ald for the Illungarian revolution-
arles. C . coo ' o B , .
- .+ Before golng my furtier in our somevhat tortuous re-tracing of
IA's view of post-October Polish events, we believe that a pause
1s necessary at this point, Let's take a long, hard look at the
"actualitles. _ S o

. In so doing, the uncomfortable discrepancy between the unique

.- ‘world comprehended by the members of LA's editorial board, and the

real wo rld, should be only too apparent to tiiose of our comrades
who are not emotionally preoccupied with an aittempt to cram thelr

" view of current events into the secure ..0ld of a pre-conceived
theoretical lines : R . S L

.+ As Comrade Shachtman liked to quote on occawsion: - "The Sabbath

was made for Man, not Man for the Sabbath." o :
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Grist to WHOSE Political »1l1°?

"For myself, (wrote Comrade Rudzineskl) the iirst drivirg force
of Gomulka's coup was not so much Polish nationalism as the spon-
taneous social and economlc fight of the Folish working class...
Vhile the Spontaneity of the Polish upsurge played the most 1lmport-
ant role, one should not underestimate the political experiencs,
discipline, and organizational cagacit; of the worklng class which
threw off the control of the party and the state and imposed its
class instincts and its policy on the Politburoese It iIs true that
the people... were dissatlisfied wlth Gomulka's call to order and
discipline, but they obeyed him, because they understood that any
imprudence could sign the defeat of the revolution and mas-
cacre by Russian troops... The Russians could calmly massacre any
nationalist uprising in Poland but they feared to challenge the en=-
tire Polis hproletwiat... backed by the entire rfolish natlon...

"If the spontaneous movement of the working class is the real vic-
tor and saviour of the Polish nation, then the spontaneous Left of
the party organization is the architect of This VIictory...For Ghe
' ?frsg EI%E in history the Russians have beean defeated *n occupied Pol-
and... thanks to the discipline and political capacity of the Pollsh
workegs, who know how to control Polish nationalism..." (emphasis
added). . -

Despite our reservations over some oOf his Iluxemburgist conceptions
and terminology = which he simultaneously contradlcts - we belleve
extensive quotations from Rudzienski is merited at this time. He
has proven himself to be a most accurate and necessary ald in any
attempt at a serious critical evaluation of the alleged "progressive
political advantage™ to be derived, by the sco-called democratic op-
position, in the utilization and manlfestation of vehement natlion-
alistic and anti-Russian tralts. :

In the time that has elapsed since the »Hublication of hls dis-
cussion plece, there has been a deluge of docunented information
and commentry that has s ubstantliated Rudzienzki's thesls to the
hilts

1. We have been afforded abundant proof of the "old reactionary"
nature of most of the ultra-nationallsts »raised by Labor Action.
There has coméd, from numerous incontroveriable sources, document-
ation proving that the rioting activlitles of these elements have
been permeated with the vilest anti-Semitic tirades and vlolencs,
and chauvinist oppression and denigration of many national minority
groups. \

2. The Natolinist-Stalinists have, by their overt and covert dem-
agogdc activities, made it crystal clear thal thls sort of ultra-
nationalist opposition to Gormulka was politically advantageous to
them. ‘ '

Demagogic cries of suspicion about the zjenuine sincerity of Gome
“ulka and his alds have reeked with anti-3emitic overtones, and have
been part a nd parcel of Maticnalist stragegy in the U.W.P., the
government apparatus, and the country at larze,

3. Documentation on ts is abundantly offercd by Lucjan Blit in
the March issue of Commentay. Blit utilizes, as his major source,
the verbatim report_TT%an off{cial minutes of the Lighth flenary lleet-
ing of the UW P, as published in the farty's theoretical organ
l.owe Droge last Noveriber. Also used, in addition to his own first-
Rand observations, a re the numerous reports in o Prostu .
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Plit, we should add, was formerly a member of the Jewish Soce
falist Bund in Pola nd, and is presently an editor, of the British
Laborite publication Socialist Commentaye.

For further elaboration, documentation and commentary supportive
to our point of view on this matter, comrades are referred to
Clolkosz's New Leader articles; the back issues of News From Behind

the Iron gggtain', and 1ts successor, East Europe , from October

56 to the resent. The ltter publicatlons give extensive quotations.
from Po Prostu, Trybuna Ludu (chief party organ), Radlo Warsaw, and
numerous other primary sources. Also most helpful are the documented
reports to the N.Y, Timesa - March 19 to 21 inclusive -~ and K.A.
Jelensky's excellent essay on "The Dilemma of the folish Intelledtuhs™
in the “pring 1957 number of Partisan Review, Tn a ddi@ion,see the
reprint of the Soviet Survey article by Ls abedz in the Spring 1957

Ith *rvin

Dissent together w g Howe's initiatlion of a discussion on
“EE% ﬁgoblema of '"National Communism'."

4. For material supporting “abor Action's contention that Polish
anti-Semitism and reactionary-chauvinism has emanated solely from
the ranks of the Natolinists, comrades are referred to the editors
of 4~gbor Actlon, though not tooc hopefully. _
Despite the many justiflable complaints of the Folish people agalist
the Gomulka regime, they have behaved, apart from a few riots, with
commendable restraint. The bona fide democratic elements had enough
political sense to leglslate unto themselves a reallstic "oppositional®
course within the necessary confines of critical support to Gomulka

in the present periode
'Je aré 1in agrecment with the wise choice m:de Ly these trus Pole
ish revolutionary democrats. “e deny that those who clamored and

rioted for immediate and difinitive actlon against the Russians were
representative of th best interests of the Polish masses. Wwe also
contend that last January's national election = to be disoussed in
the following pages - offered sufficient evidence that the Polish
people, however grudgingly, realized thé absolute necessity of fol-

lowing the "Gomulka way," at least for the time being.
THE NATIONAL EL;GTIONS

On the Polish electlions, our press really went off the decp end.
We were offered ekxtensive quotationa from the american and French
bourgeois press - giving eye-witness accounts of coercionat the polls-
to prove the point tlat this was a typically Stalinist, fraudulen
electoral farce, . '

~ At the time, we confronted Lj with the contrary evidence of a re-

presentative portlon of those 100 foreign journalists on the scene,
and political analysts and commentators from abroad. These people
were from all points of the political spectrum, including the anti-
Stalinist, anti-Titoilst Left, and the previously mentioned Polish
socialists~in-exile, ,

The general casensus, practically to a man, was that cases of
coercion =~ premeditated or otherwise- were isolated exceggigna in
an election that allowed a genulne, though admi y 1im range
of choice within a nlebiscitary format., - : .

(liost perplexing and disturving to us was the fact that LA's quote
ations from N.Y. Lerald-Tribune correspondent Carret licGurn-taken
out of context b LA and presented to suppjort its view of the election
--were, when placed in the entire context of iicGurn's report, in line
with the description generally agreed upon by the rest of the int-
ernational press.)
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After s hassel with LA and the ISL's Political Committee = 1n ,
which owr views on the election, among other points, were at first -
refused ‘publication unless they were zut to 500 words - We were,
after appro*:imatelv six weeks pesage, finally granted half a page . .,
in the paper. Yur. samewhat abbreviated discussion article, 'n this
particular point, was: "answered" in the following manner:

¥irst,.we were chided for relving on the bourgeois press 1n any .
attempt . {;o learn revolutionary polities.,: - o

Secondly, we were instruszted that the eleztion could be ‘unders
stood as a grudging cmceveior fron "on:a.lxa fe rced ’ov revolutionar’y
pressure’ from belowl!

In other words - as far as ve csn make cru.t - the revolutionaryo
demccratic: opposition was suc:essful in-’ressuring (}omulka to con- - ';
duct a riggea, typioallv %alinisb totalithrlan farcé of an eleot- .
ion} . S

. Yo date, there has been no further elucidaticn from LA on the
political and ‘intellectual intricacies of this line of ana ysis..,,

Be that as it may, we offer next an on-the-spot report am the
election that 1s quﬂ':e pepresenta*ive of all the ~other sources wo
have mentioned.

From David Floyd in the bdndon Dai_;y Tele enh ( Jan 21 19a’7)

"Voters were free to reg¥stér theim voles:’ 111 aeoreoy, arid to 01-,
iminate the name of sny candldates. There was nic evidence inside
or outaide the-polling stations of .. pressure or mbimldation,..
About 100 fareign journalists were issued with permits enapl ing . .
them to éenter freely polling booths of their owm choice in eny. part:;'.,‘
of the country ( Stettin, Yrakow, Lublin, etc.). The general ope .
inion was that the eloc’bions were cmduoted m condl tions ot free-
dom and s€G¥relY..:

"I opmérved the - voting 1n a dozén polling centera in d:lfferent
parts of Warsaw, In no case-did I see any pressure being exerted
cn voteps not to make use of the sebrecy of the voting cabins, ..

" In a pert of the fraga bLorough of Warsaw, where the ma:}ority
of the electors were students, most of them went insids the cabin, .
In other workdng and middle-class toroughs pecple were more dis-
posed to avoid the cabin and vote openly for thse whole(National
UnibK Front). list

eports an the provinzes irdic ted thet t’ae polling !‘ollowed
much’ the. same pattern in trhe main eities and ... ru:ral arsas,"

The Landon Times ( Jan 22) offers a detailed acccunt of how
the.electorate did not always accept the indi vidual ‘candldates of
the National .bnity Front in the order of prereronce pregented to. 1t
on the official Front 11st, tut made f£ull use of the impbrtant,’
though limited element of daoice availeble for the first time.

PCqT-hLEv'l ION EVENTS

Tho parliamentary re°u1t ‘of the eleotims TLas been ably eummed
up by hugh. Seton-Vatsm: - - ~
" .. The new Sejm (parliament) , though amposed of persona ap- -
. proved By the governmeut, is certainly quite different from its pre= .
deocensor. Md mc".udes persons of very varied views. It is quite - ' .
likely that ;the feople's (peasant) and Democratic mrties, hither~ .
to helpless satellites oif the Jommmists, will be atle to exert..
some reéal influence. .(Recent diapatof'ea toths N.7. Times have. de-
scribed an unprecedentad irAd=psadence and oaulapckenness in the acte=
ivities and proncuncemenias of these organizations,)



~4l=- .

A number of Independent Catholic intellectuals have been elected

on the government 11ist, Above all, (the UW P) ... ia changing into
samething new. If he 1s to resist the ... Stalinists within the par-
ty, Gomulka cannot do without the support of the former Social Dem-
ocrats. Nor can he ignore the pressure from the workers, who are
now demanding genuine industrial s elf-government,.."

(The question of the workers' councils, trade unions, and the
general economic situation in Poland are dealt with in a forth-
coming article.) ' S ) -

It eppeared, during the latter part of Fébruary, thet Labor Acte
tion more ar less agreed with this description of the new Folish
Parliament. A few ,; guarded, hesitant words were published that
fndlcated sbandonment of previous allegations about the totalitarian
nature of the election. Quite optimistic remarks were made about
the new opportunities affordad the revolutionary-democratic elements
in the Sejm, a perliamentary body - it was ever so carefully hinted-
thaet finally presented a decent forum for genuine revolutionary
criticism and debate. ‘ ‘ .

Moreover, a few hypcthetical lines wsre slipped in about an ult-
imate showdown in governmentsrd party ranks -- split between Nat=.
olintsts and Gomulka men -- in which a division would be formed
between "Naygs end Kadars." It 1s our presumption that LA wag re-
ferring to the realistic possibility that. Gomulka and hei#_,ool},q
edgues would, in such a situstion, play the role of the . Negys."

Given LA's previais fulmirations about Gomulka, this & empting
1ittle bit appeared, for an instat, to herald a long overdue "mod-
ification" of former enalyses, . -~ = . . . Ly e

However, all this was completely forgotten when, on March 18,
~ we were told of a "tyrning point” in the Polish Revolution -« Gom-
ulka was beginning his long-swaltied crackdown against the democratic
opposition, Re-Jtalinization was now tha order of the day, with
Gomulka and the Natolinists united against the revolutionary work-
ers, students, and intellectuals: = - o e
" fhis was accompaniad by boluminous quotations from press clipp-
ins collected and stored away for the past faew months, ‘r,egorting
portentim s incidents that supposedly forshadowed Gomulka s new

The implication was fairly obwbus: ‘LA knew 1t would happen all
along, unlike ths international assortment of Jjouxmallstic dupes,
Deutschsrites, and Ju st plain mush~heads.- - -~ . . o
. On this so-called turning point - one that we had previously been
assured, by LA, had taken placé over half a year ago <= we would
like to dwell for a while.’ o BT S

GOMULKA AND THE GOMULKISTS

Events to date appear to justify our dubious attitude toward
any snalysis predicated on the & ssumption that Gomilka 1s dead-
set in following a politically suicidal course of action. The lat-
est information confirms our antention that, at the very least,’
"one should take pause befare the difinitive adoption of a 1line all-
eging that Gormlka and hls colleagues in the party and govenment
are prepared to kick the socl al fournidations of their Bositiona and
power out from under themselves, scas to enable the Natolinists
to throw many of them back into the prisons and disgrace from
whence they came, o o

B
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‘The myperficiality € Labae Action”s argunentation was ' exposed
by the reports emanating from Polend immedlately on the heels of those
first announcing Gomlka's.restricticns .on the press, the Imposition
of a stricter press consorship, strictures against "liberal" Comme
unists and "révisionism", the retention in the UWP and government .
guarters of such notorlous Natolinists as Zenon Newek, ete, - -

' One report is cause enough to warrent a . . most disoriminating
examination of Laber Action's approach, Nemely, the fact that the : .
bulk of the .top lesdership of the. : opposition to many asp ects of
Gomuilka'!s laTest course 1s composed of the nation's most prominent
parlimentarians, top party and government officers and functionaries,
the lesding minlsters, economists, joumnalists and intelléctusals, In .
otner words, the lesding Gemulkailsts both iIn the party and the regime,. -

In addition, wé have heen witness to the fwllowing events:

1, A forcaful reasasriion cof inder ndent Pollish Communist ldeoe
logy was made in the nome of the UWP!s Warsaw iZxecutlive Commlittee =
the ma t powerful and influsntial in the o untry belaw the national
level, Presenting the executive committee!s unanimous report to a
plenary session, Witold Jarcsinsll, newly a,ppoﬁi%eﬁ_i’irs Secretary, °
bitterly denourced the neo=gtalinist elemsnts within the mrty. He
described as "dogmatic and vulgar® the idea that "all the evils '
oxis ting in Poland and all the conflicts within the Compunist camp -
ere -the result of plotting by the warld bourgeclise o../Partisans of’
this idea/only facilitate the work « the cauntere-revolutlon,™ :

‘2, Latest peports = at the time of 'writihfg - indicate a most
serious division of opinicn over pclicy, strategy and tactics among
leading pariy and government Gomulkalsts

From the N.Y. Times Wersew correspondent; === R

"In Nowe Droge ... & Politbure member asserted that 'reactionary
circles! withIn Poland were using democratization to fprepare con=-
ditions! fa the o erthrow o Cemmunism here, Tuls was a major .

Justification by Jsrzy Morawski fa the crackden on intell-
sctuals,. . o

WeeoM. Morawskl dlemissed the fight. against nso-Stalinists ...
as already wcrl, He bombarded the -left-wing revislonists ... as B
unwitting helpers of unfdentifled freactionary circles.! ‘

"The tene and content 9f Jarosinskl!s report could hardly have
been more differsnt, He loft littlé"dog;bt' that hs was alming at the
Yconservativest /Natolinist-3talinistg/” whon he said that a streng
uand would %e used if necassary ©o frustrate aticmpts to undermine
the party from within ,.." =~~~ . .. . B

Jarosinskl also described Stalinism as the greatest danger to =
the unity of the UWP arnd werned against: the breaking of links betweéen
the working class ardl state zuthority. He warned tret any strengthene
ing of "conservative” %endentiss would lead to the party's deep and
dangerous isolation f»om the aasplrations « the nation, S

: This report, then; 1s a ms't noteworthy oritiqus of many of
Gomulka's recent staza, It dndicates that there s as yet nc define
itive 1line of direction sgreed to by tas leading Gurmikalsts, no pre=
clse, clearly hewed 1 5h toward unconirzilied c:amdcratization, or a
Fulileblown trend toward r3=Stalinlzatic: . O «loo the activi%ies of
Jarosinskl and d her loadlng Gomulkeists beocowe coapletely incompre=
hensible,
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At a recent ISL meeting in New York, Hal Draper offered as an
"example" of Gomulka's re-Staliniz ation efforts,; the replacement of
e

ormer antl-Stalinist First Secretary of the Warsaw UWP (Staszewski

by an un-named newer man, whom Dreper ldent ified, without further
elaboration, as a "more moderste anti-Stalinist," 1his gentleman,
of course, is none other than Jarocsinski] (In the May 6 L.A. we
are told that this replacement 1is part of the decisive tnrn by the
Gomulka leadership toward Stalinist re-alignment,) ‘

(From this we can only conclude that Draper considers Jarosinski's
"moderate anti-Stalinism" to be, in effect, some sort of disgulsed
pro-Stalinist meneuver on Gomulka'!s part} For wasn't this man
awarded his new and powerful position in the midst of Gomulka's
alleged drive toward re-totalitarianizatlon of the party andr eglme,
and re-alignment with the Natclinists? Do not Jarcsinski and his
Wwarsaw party executive constiiute .an integral part of the higlest
echelons of the party offic 1aldom? Are not these leading apparatus
men--many of them hold-overs from the Bierut and Ochab=Cyrankilewilcsz
days =~opposed to the democratic demands of the people?)

For the maintenance of at least a semblance of a grip on reality,
we ‘suggest the following, more comrpelling picture of these events:

‘1, BRecent moves by Gomulkm=~-to mverely restrict theactivities
of the liberal "revisionists" and compromise with the Natolinist s-=
were aimed to galn a bgeathing spell by taming dangerous Natolinist
opposition on all fronts. %he opposition was given a most appreciabd
boost by the recent ominocus step-up in Hus sian and satellite propa-
ganda against Poland and "Netional Commnism" in genersl, (fudzienaki
rep orts that the Polish emiyre press told cf ‘usslan tropp movements
in Silesg,a at the same’ time that Gomulka made his pro-Kadar pronoun-
cements, ' :

2, Uomlka most likely want ed to gnable his regime t o maintain
its relative Ireedom of action on. the mcst preszsing domestic emn=
emic problems at hand-~steps toward whose sclution Gomulke and
others believe to be Quncamental, and a necessary prerequisite
before any lasting progress can be redlistically envisaged on other
fronts, = . ; o : : : e

3, “his approach 1s proving most diffie 1t, Without support
from ths ¥revisionists" and "liberal Jommunists™, let dlone the po-
1i% 1cally un~affilated masses, Gomulka would be prey to the Stalinist
wolves, He cannot afford to allenate his democratic allies for any
aporeciable length of tTlre,

4, Precisely becaus e Gomulka has found it most diffiailt to
attempt to separate end artificlally compartmen talize his approach to
economic and political matters of state-~~because of the ™inextricable
fus ion of politics and economics in a rigidstructure,” in a Nation
al Communist state--we find these cmtradictions of policy. ‘

The reality in Poland today 1s neither a d ifinitive nor an
apparent "turning point" toward re-Stalinisation by Gomulka. Hatner,
for many months now we have been witness to a historically unprecedant-
ed perlod of "frozen dual power." It 1s a political state of affairs
that gives every appearance of mintaining itself for some time to coms

[ 2
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- .The -backing £c» Gomlka's program, outslide of thé comparative
handful of Party intellectuals, comes from the masses of workers and
peasants. These elements make up the latent revolutionary power
behind Gomulka's program and demands for an indeperient. road toward
the goal of genulne cooperative forms of factory and farm, democrate
1zation ‘in political and cultural life, etc. - T .

Within the upper ranks of the UWP, only a minority really .
supports Gomlka's program., Here, the influential and powerful Nate
olinists, end their allies, do more than hold their own. Their
power, out of all proportion to their numbers, is obviously based on
Russian troops. S Selhans

Comulka has apparently based hi# present tactics on the assump=~
tion that, given present political, economic, and military conditions,
which are further exacerbated by Poland's impossible geomraphical . .~
situation, h!s position in the U W P can omly be majintained, let o
alone strengthened, Ly compromise with the Natolinists at the present
time,  -IHough this 1s a far ory from surrgnder, or re-allp-ment with
them, 1t nevertheless invites the dangerous risk, for Gomulka, of ..
alienation of his mass support. As we have already indicated, his .
co-workers at the top are already &ivided, .

Hence, Gomulka 1s caught between the pressures brought to bear
by the latent and simmering ravolutionary masses, and the Red-Army's
Natolinist quislings. To prevent an explosion, both of these groups
must be assuaged, according to Gomulka's present calcdations.

Most probably, the success or failure of these maneuverings -
from the point of view cf the maintenarce snd furtherance of Polish
independence of action and democratization 2n all flelds - will de-
pend upon the extent to which Gomilka et. al. will be able to tackle
the critical economic situstions This 4in turn-should-depend in largs
part upon the extent to which Yoland‘'s increasing overtures to the
West and the U.S., for trade and loans, wlll be met. Moderate success
in this ares should enable at least a largér exterit of Polish econ-
omic independsnce Trom Russia and the East European satellites, .

Gomuilka's return to power last October, and his subsequent pro-
gram, raises the question of the precise nature of the concéptlons
that caused Gomulka and his co=thinkers to fall from Stalinist grace
in the first plare, Upon exsmination, we find that: the intellectual
and political seeds o the Pulish movement for independence, sover-
eignty, and democratization were plantéd and were already sprouting
ameng Gomulkats entourage years before the advent of Titoilam in -
Zugoslavia. : : , L e :

~ Confllots between Gomulka's group, .and native foreign sStalinilsts,
can be Praced to the days when Gomulkd was a minor trade union dffic=-
lal. We see in these, .confllicts the harbingers of some of the basic
precepts of the October prdgram,

(For an account of these ﬁontéﬁfious1earlier~oontr6versies,"see
M. K, Dziewanowski's article in thé January«February; 1957 number of
Problems of Communism, and Clolkoss's pisce in the November, 1956

ovasme

Socialist Call,

-
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These earlier, fcrmative debates enabled Gommlka te formulate a
fairly clear long-rmnge programnatic concept of where he wanted te go,,
an achievement that was of utmost importance to him, and his colleagss
when they were raised to.power on a revolutionary wave last Octeber.

The importance, in a revolutionary situation, of a Party leader-
ship with a coherené program, was most tragiaall¥ 1llustrated by the
Hungarian events, where "spontanesus mass action” prevalled.

POSTSCRIPT:

The April 1957 1ssue of East Furcie reports the publicatlion of a
number of new ar prevlicusly suppressed periodicals, Including LIRS
Catholle publlication suppressed in 1953.... a newspapeér representing
th.e United Pessant's Party... a Posnan paper sald to.have a policy
similar to that of... Pg Prostu." ST R

Finé.lly, a few words abcut one Leck Goze'ls.ik ‘UWP ‘Pér’tyr'secre-
tary at the Zeran Moter Works, the spearhead of e workers! council
movemsnt, in Poland. P . T SRR

It ‘'was the Zeran worlers! militia, under young Gozdslk's leader-
ship, that was largely Instrumental in saving Warsew and Poland from
a Hungarian-style masaecr3s by the Russlans., TIweing the height of the

"Gotonar days", with Warsew »immel by Russian ¥roops and armaments,
Gozdzi'z led truckleads of .unermdl workers from Zsven ‘n a successful
atteup: - by pushing, shoving, persuading, begglng, and explaining. -
to dtauvuade the already slmmering masses in the strests from anti-
Ruseian rlots and mob acticn. T S

Together with the rise of Gomullm, this menifestation of the
"Gom:lla way", says Melchiar Wankowics, .can be considered a second
victory far the Polish people - "a victory over sulf," - )

For a stirring eye-witness account of these and related events,
and Gozdzlk'!s role in them, see Wankowlos's New Leader article (April

fnoi.dentalhly, Lucjan Blit recbunts the fact that Gozdzilk was also
a target of those so-called "revolutlonary=democratic oppositionists"
who cast aspersions on e sincereity: of many leading ‘Gonulka adhererta,

_ Gozdzlk's attitudes on the waorkers! council movement, amd the
relationship between central plamming and decentralized plant ang
workers! aut onomy are revealed in an interview he granted to Lee Hub-
erman (Monthly Review far Jahuary 1957). His concepts are akin to
those of Oscar lange, Jedrychowsky, et. al., which are discuased at
length in a forthcoming dlscussion article on the prcblems of Polish
democratization in-the economic and industrial fleld,.

‘ S . | (Mersh~April, 1957)

PPS (May 6): ' R oo -

Our economic and polit icalanalysis. of the "frozen" state of the
October revolution, and Gomulka's centrist position and tactics, were
predominantly re-~iterated by fudglenski in the May 6 issue of Labor
Aﬁtﬁon. ' S . . . ’ ) R v s ’ . .
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' ‘Gommlka does not ultimately alter his policy of compromise

Te this, Rudzienskl added the necessary re-~minder tha:{tir
Stalinists .(a policy whese lcngth and degree is largely determined
by the extent of aid from the West)), then there will be an epen and
difinit 4ve fight between the Polish masses and the Gomulka regime.

If such a rutur% situation should ocouwr, Rudzienskl gogontly re-
marks, the party would side the ma;aes, as would all true
democratic seciallists and libertariens,

How Iabor Actlon, from this, divinesthe faot that Rudulenskl; the
Polish masses, end the erganized party Left, are for the everthrow
of the Gomulks regime naw, have abandoned their policy eof necessary
oritical support for Gomulka nov, 1s completely unceomprenensible to us.

1.+ 80



