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We have received requests for a clarificd¢ation of our line in
relation to the antiwar groups, maréhes, demonstrations, etc,, from a
number of areas including New York City, Boston and Los Angeles.

Such requests themselves are a reflection of the growth of the
antlwar sentiments on campus as well as our at least partial jnvolve-
ment in these. It also expresses a certain confusion -~ or at least
lack of complete confidence -~ over our tactics when working in
antiwar groups whose leaderships have considerable differences with
us. This memorandum aims to clarify this situation.

The New Mood

All the comrades have been aware of the startling change of mood
on the American campus that has come to a head this Spring. This has
found expression in a series of student actions whose scope and
militancy go quite beyond anything the campus has seen since the
irmediate postwar period. Our deepest experience with this mood has
been in the Northern supcorting mcvement to the sit-ins in the South.
However, thls mood has also fcund exprecssion in the civil-liberties
fleld with the unprecedented anti-HAUC demonstraticns in San Francisco
which reached its pecak in a mcbilization of 95,000 students. Just as
important ~- possibly of increasing importance in the future =« has
been the antiwar actions. These include the anti-ROTC movements
which have spread to up-~to-ncw unpolitical campusess and are largely
made up of raw students; the 2ivil defense protest movement which in
New York City robilized 2,000 students; the Student SANE and Student
Peace Union groups whicn this Spring have started to again become
active; the Canadian antimissile base demonstrations initiated by our
people; and a scattering of other "Peace Marches," and the like,
organized by pacifists and in some cases the Stalinists,

Many of our comrades have observed that the same faces show up
at each of the different actions in these fields and this is a
reflection of the growth of a substantial body of students throughout
the country who have reached a level of consclousness of thenselves
as rebels against the injustice in capltalist society (though many
are not yet socialist in ideology).

It 1s our task in the coming period to recruit the best of this
nev layer of student rebels to the revolutionary movement,.

The Nature of the Legdership

At the present time the leadership of the antiwar movement is in
the hands of some of the worst petty=-bourgecis elements on the current
scene, In general the program of the movement reflects this and is
more distant from ours thsn is the case of the program of the Negro
leadership or the leadership of the civil-liberties groupings, We
should enter these movements with a clear understanding of this e

but _enter we must!

The most important antiwar groupings are either in control of the
liberals (SANE) or in control of the pacifist-social democratic gang
(Civil Defense Protest Committee, Action for Peace, etc.). The SANE
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grouping 1s the most political of the two and is largely a Democratic
party outfit, Its program is little different from Eisenhower's
putting its emphasis on negotiated test cessation and disarmament
(see attached report). The pacifist-social democratic gang has a
better program in many ways (unilateral disarmament, etc.) than the
SANE group looking upon itself as the "left wing" of the peace move=
ment, However, its doctrinaire pacifist program 1is at least as
dangerous --~ possibly more dangerous because of 1its attractiveness

to good militants -« than the SANE liberal program.

The Stalinists occasionally carry on "“peace™ activity under their
own leadership through front groups whose programs are as bad as the
above mentioned groups. However, it 1s much more common to see them
working in other groups carrying out a line of capitulation to the
leadership of the group and sometimes even vying with the YPSL to be
the policemen of the left,

The YPSL has been quite active in the past in SANE. Presently it
does not seem to be active in SANE but 1s one of the initiators of the
Student Peace Union which is organized on a few campuses in the mid-
west. The current line of the SP--SDF of opposition to unilateral
disarmament should do the YPSL a lot of harm though the "left wingers"
in the organization may in fact increase their action in the antiwar
field to spite their leadership.

All these organizations have been able to attract students who
are Seeking some way to oppose America's war policles. These students
are neither doctrinaire liberals or doctrinailre pacifists, They are
attracted to those organizations because they are the only ones in
the field that oppose == in some fashion -~ the prowar orthodoxy
in this country. ’

In addition many students have acted outside of these organiza-
tions especially on the anti-ROTC issue. It 1s our task to reach the
students both inside these organizations and those who are acting in
these independently organized movements.

Ihe Crigis 1p SANE

As can be seen by the accompanying detailed report on SANE, there
is presently raging a deep crisis in that organization brought to a
head by the recent failure of the summit and the concomitant cold
war tensions, The liberals are caving into witch-hunting attacks and
are trying to force out of the organization allegedly radical
elements, The Student SANE has so far stood up to this and in the
course of opposition 1s showing signs of leftward movement.

This immediate crisis in SANE adds to the general picture a

certain sense of urgency which should compel our comrades to pay
special attention to Student SANE in the immediate period.

Qur Tactics

our first task is the most important: DESPITE PROGRAMMATIC
DIFFERENCES OF THE MOST SERIOUS NATURE WE MUST ENTER EVERY ORGANIZA-
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TION AND PARTICIPATE IN EVERY ACTION WHICH OBJECTIVRLY OPPOSES THE
PROWAR POLICIES OF THE CAPITALIST CLASS. Unless we carry through
this task there is no sense in working out tactics for they cdnnot

be implemented. Our present contact with the antiwar movement 1s
spotty at best. It can be likened to our contact with thé Negro
movement two years ago. Our task is to do in‘thi antiwar movement

in a few months what we did in the Negro movement in two years! . Hard
as it may seem the current turmoil among youth makes this task quite
possible,

We enter the antiwar movement with a full understanding of the
treacherous program the present leadership has foisted on to the
students, We therefore enter as revolutionary soclalists -- as ¥SA
members and act accordingly.

We cannot prescribe any formula here that will fit every situa-
tion and the comrades will have to use their own judgment in feéling -
thelr way in this type of movement. When we can do so, marching under
our own signs in "Peace Marches" is qulte effective. éelling the |
¥S at all such occasions should be a matter of course. Participation
on committees set up to organize such events by official ¥YS represen=
tatives is the best., But under some conditions we may not be able to
do any of these for fear of being forced out of the organization or
action, But even under these extreme conditions we can openly talk
to other participants about our views and gain contacts for the YSA.

our Line

It is quite important that we operate in these organizations on
the basis of a realistic political line which will make it possible
for us to coalesce a broad left wing of militants in these organiza-
tions, We should therefore emphaslize those points which can make
possible the differentiation with the organization of a left wing.

Our goal should be the creation of an independent student action
movement of militant opposition to the U,S. military establishment
and the war policies of our government. The minimum program for
such an organization would include: abolition of compulsory and
finally voluntary ROTC; end to conscription; permanent cessation of
nuclear tests by our government unilaterally; end to civilwdefense
tests; end to witch~hunting of dissident vliews as the aim of the
witeh-hunt is to prepare the population ideologically for war,
Additional points of a more transitional nature (that is, only a
soclalist government could implement them though those aavocating
them may not yet realize this? such as: abandon all foreign bases,
unilateral disarmament, and a peaceful foreign policy should also be
advocated though not insisted on in a minimum program.

Such a group would be open to all who agreed on these concrete
issues whether or not they are pacifists and whether or not they are
soclalists, In this sense we would be proposing in the antiwar fleld
what we have partially achieved in the integration field -« a united
front of militants around an action program,

Concretely when functioning in Student SANE groups we should
urge them not to fear expulsion by the adult SANE and to look upon
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their organization as a possible rallying point for a regrouped
broadened antiwar action organization of students. When participating
in a civil-defense protest or a "Peace March" (yes, comrades, we
should participate in all such events!) we should suggest that this
action 1s not enough -- an organization of antiwar militants is
needed,

Of course we should also discuss 1ssues such as socialism and
the class-struggle road to peace; peaceful coexistence; the U.N.,
etc. However, we should not raise these as programmatic issues upon
which there must be agreement before there can be common action,
Rather we seek within a common action organization to discuss informe
ally with others about such issues.

4pd fipally

All the above 1s so much wind unless we get into these "peace"
groups, Further, cur tactic in relation to all sections of the
student protest movement will be hindered unless we develop deeper
roots on the campuses., Every effort must be made by local areas to
build effective campus fractions, Nothing is more en

in the presen* period.

-~ Presented by Tim Wohlforth,
 National Chairman YSAj;
adopted unanimously by the NEC,



LOTES Ok THE "MEMOPAKDUM On TIE ALTIWAR HMOVEMENTY Te

*

by Tim Wohlforth

A much needed discussion on our tactics in the santivar movement has begun
in both the YSA and in the party. That the original impetus for the discussion
should be & YSA memorandum on the question is in itself significant, for it is
only on the American campus that we find any new forces that have come ianto
being around this question. For this reason I willl confine myself largely to
tactics related to the youth movement though recognizing that the political
auestions Involved are important to both party and youth.

The basic aim of the memorandum was to develop a tactic for our interven-
tion into this field. It had become increasingly clear by late spring that
significant new forces were becoming involved in various antiwer activities.
It was no longer simply a matter of a few pacifists or some worn out Stalinists
pretending to be pacifists. The new generetion of campus redicals who had
played such an important part in the northern demonstretions in support of the
southern site-ins and in the anti-HIUAC demonstrations in San Frencisco was also
beconing active in various antiwar actions,

This can be seen most clearly in the civil-defense protests in New York
City. Iast year only a handful of pacifists took part in & protest demonstra-~
tion, This year some 2,000 students were involved. I personally was caught™
unaveres by this development and had originally teken aslightly ceutious atti-
tude on our perticipation in this demonstration, fearing that we would become
involved' ' in a pacifist individual protest type of deal. It so happened that
the quantitative change in turnout changed qualitatively the nature of the
event from & pacifist to @8 nampacifist demonstration. This the pacifists
themeelves have recognized., For instauce, the Peacemaker comments: "It
appeared that about two or three score might be pacifists, a similar pumber were
mothers and most of the remainder college students. This demomstration, ale :
though tanti-war,* vas not orgsnited on a pacifist basis, and there was a certain
amount of kicking and thrashing against the police during the arrests,"

There have been meny other antiwar actions during the school year including
widespread anti-ROTC agitation, verious peace mdrches (some attracting far large
er numbers théan previously for these events, and similar activities, All those
demonstretions were eimed in one fashion or another at the cold-war policies of
the U.S. government, While there was a wide rengs of ideological understanding
among the participents all were at least to some degree disenchented with the
rrower divection of the U,S. goverument, Further, they had resolved to do some-
thing about it and were not to be frightened by the "communist mensce® from take
ing action against the policies of their own govermmgnt. .

' True, there were pacifist i1llusions emong some of the students. Others held

liberal biases, and still anothsr small but active group was influenced by Staline
ist views, But the movement was and is & fresh and nev movement -~ not & conw
glomeration of pecifist and Stalinist hacks as it had tended to be just & short
while ago. The presence of confused ideology makes it all the more important for
revolutionaries to intervene.

Our Immediate Tasks

The task which these events placed before the YSA was not a simple one, Ve
did not have mch contact with this milieu and our small forces were tied up in
many otber projects. But it seemed imperetive to awalen our members to this new
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development and to work out & tactic for intervention -- a tactic aimed at
wyesting from the pacifists and cohoris thelr cantrol over the antivar foroes
in the counixy.

We felt that only revolutionlsts could lead the fight against wer -- not
anly to its successful conclusion, but even to the uinning of a few of its par-
tisl demands. For revolutianists to tuxn their backs on this new movement for
fear of a taint on their purity would be in effect to hand this new géneration
of  antiwer ~ighters over to an alien social class. Such an act would be & dis-
service to revolutionary socialism comparabls to what the Ohlerites a.ttempted.
(and the Marcyltes after them).

It was clearly impossible to implement any antiwar policy as long as ve
yemained isolated from the actual movement we were itrying to influence. This is
why the memorendum puts such stress on entxy. It is lmportant to swing our peo-
ple around and to get them into contact with the actual antivar movement as it
is presently constituted before we can ever hope to have any influence en its
future direction. In addition to gaining contact with the ranks of the antiwer.
movement we must bulld & reputation in their eyes as active fighters for peace
v just as we have done in the integretion field.

The proposal to enter Student SANE must be taken in this light. I was not
proposing any exclusive orientation toward Student SAIE as I am not at all cou-
vinced that the future development of the antiwar movement Will necessarily
confine 1tself to this orszanization. But it was important for'us to get into
every antiwer grgenjsution ~- civil-defense protest groups, ad hoc anti<ROTC
groupings, etc« Student SANE groups are found on mAny campuses and entrence
into them is quite easy:s I do not feel such an entry 1s in principle excluded.
But it should be clear that in any entry we enter as revolutionlsts, kmeeping our
criticisms and in fact intensifying them in our press, and in every other way
bringing to the fore ocur revolutionary critique of liberalism and pacifisme

A _Student Antjuay Movement

We must do moye than enter these organizationse If our entry is to be
effective we must carry 1t through on the basis of a general strategic orientae
tion which desls with owr basic task -~ to win the lsadership of the antiwar
moverent away fyrom the pacifists and cohorts. Any antiwar policy vwhich dees
not offer a way to do this is doomed to failure and would be an ebdication of
our revolutionfiry responsibility.

The section of the memorandum which formulates & progrem of immediate end
trensitional demsnds for the antiwar mowement and which projects the caonocep-
tion of & student antivwar movemsnt founded on the tesis of them is an attempt
to grapple with this problem.

There are basically two ways we can intexrvene in thie movement. One is to
enter with our full progrem only &nd carry on agitation to win xecruits directly
to the Trotskyigt position,

This is the most ineffective way to intervene into any movement. Missing
is the whole conception of transitionsl forms and transitional demands. No
attempt 1s made to form bridges from the present level of consciousness in the
movement to our full revoluticmary progreme Such an approach is okayesteristic
of the SI® but has been repudiated by our movement. In every field of work,
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whether it be the trade uniansg, the Negro siruggle, the student milieu, we opers=
ate on the besis of another approach. We seek to find ways to coalesce & mili-
tant left wing around the more immedlate aspects of our program so as .to bring
the largest section of the renks of that movement into conflict with its false
leadership. While doing this we also press our full progrem in an educational
way on the militants we are working in common with. It was this approach that
zeined for us such successes in our recent integretion work.

I propose that we apply this approach to the a.tivay movement. We enter
the movement seekingz not only to win adlerents directly to our full progrem, ve
also seek to coalesce a broad militant left wing in opposition to the false
leadership of the pecifistsliberal-Stalinist complex. The 1ssues around which
such a8 1left wing could be formed cannot be outlined in detail ahead of time,
Perhaps the section of the memorendum where I attempt to do this is too rigidly
constructed. The basic concept;though, is quite valid.

It is likely that the differentiation between the militants and the present
leadership will occur around two closely related axes. First, the concept of
unilateral disermament -=- that is, aining the antivar movement at our own
capitalist class rether than "at all government s,' This issue has already
played a prominent role in the antiwernmovement even without our interwvention.
Second, the fallure of the pacifists to effectively carry out the fight for even
those immediate demends that they are in agreement with us one Just as in the
Negro struggle tlhe pacifists will fear really effective struggle against ceapi-
talism,

Some question has been raised as to whether it would be proper for us,
after successfully conducting such a struggle as outlined above, to assume the
leadership of the antiwar movement on less than a full Trotskyist progrem.

The question is posed incorrectly, for as formmlated the answer is simply ~- 10,
we cannot assume full leadership of anything on less than the full Trotskyist
progrem, But that 1s not what is at issue. The real aquestion is: can we
agsume the leadership of an aptiwar Movement in coalition with militants who
agree with us on an irmediate and possibly even transitional program but are not
ag yet Trotslyist? I am not referring here to isolated individuals but to
leaders who represent significant forces. iy ansvwer is, YES, just as we have
done in the integretion field and will do many, many times agsin in different
fields. o front groups formed by us on less than our full program, but real
coalitions, yes.

Will such an independent student entiwar movement come to pass? I Go not
knowe The anptiwar sentiments of students will talee some independent form, possie
bly only through scattered groups devoted to specific antiwer issues; possibly
through a federation of such groups; then agein it may occur through a general
student organization, most of whose main planks and activities relate to the
antiwar. struggle. Whichever form it tales it does not matter for the political
content and our tasks remain the same. There is no principled differences be-
tween & student antiuwar organization and a genersl student organization whose
main work is in the eantiwar field.

Can such an antiwar student movement achieve its goal on its own == i.e.;
bring peace? Obviously notl Peace can come only through the socialist revolu-
tion, Such & movement can, however, win on some of its immdiate demands
(such as abolish compulsory ROTC, stop nuclear testing and even end conscription)
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but to win the long renge goal it must ally ttself with tle working class and
its struggle for power. Our task in the entiuar wmovement is to make this
clear, Under no circumsisnce can we subscribe 16 & ; m which implies that
gce can be achicved other then through the above vay. but We can SUpport &
Program for the achievement of the lesser ‘aptiver goels through the militant
acgtion of the students and through our alliance with the working class.

A;ﬂ Whe.bt Ahout the Proletarian Military Policy?

Quite naturelly this memorendum d4id not deal with the ‘Proletarian Military
Policy question, The YSA is an independent youth movement., While in basic
agreement with the SWP and looking to the SWP for political leadership it does
not subscribe to any position of the SWP unless that position is Introduced in-
to the YSA, discussed there, and decided on by the youth themselves., We have
never had occasion to treet the Proletarian Militexy Policy in such a fashion,
for this policy has never been brought up by anyon® in the ¥YSA, Furtbermore
during the period of my association with the SiP, the SWP has not activated
this policy, and one hears of it only by reference to a position once held dur-
ing World War II.

However, nov that we are entering a veriod of increased activity in the
antivar ' field it is quite proper that we consciously bring this policy up once
more, discuss it thoroughly, and see to what extent and through what concrete
slogans it is applicable in the present period.

Perhaps the greatest danger in the present attitude current in the party
on this question is that some comrades have allowed themselves to fall into e
rather bad political formulation. On the one hand they reject raising the slo-
gan 'End Conscription, End ROTC" for fear that such & position will caontredict
our treditiongal position on Proletarian lMilitary Policy. But on the other hand,
they do not raise as an alternative to capitalist conscription the slogan of
conscxiption under trede-union cantrol because such & slogan has no basis in
the present reality. Such & position creates the impression that we favor
capitalist militarism and can thereby severely damage us in the eyes of young
antiwer militants on the campus who we might othexrwise be able to win to our
progrenm,

Should there be any doubt as to our opposition to capitalist militarism and
therefore cur opposition to capitalist conscription let me quote from the 140
Resolution on Proletarian Militery Policy: "The imperialist war is not our war
and the militarism of the capitalist state is not owr militarism, We do not
support the wer and militarism of the imperialists any more than we support the
capitalist exploitation of workers in the factories. We are against the wer es
a whole just as we are against the ruls of the alass that conducts it and never
under any circumstances vote to give them any confidence in their conduct of the
war or preparetion for it -- not & man, not a cent, not a gun with ocur support.
Our war is the war of the working class against the capitalist oxderx,"

The current 1960 election platform of the party makes this position explic-
it so that there should be no doubt that we support wholeheartedly the struggle
of American youth against being yanked out of their civilian lives, put under
the control of reacticnary elements and martialed into support of American ime
Perialism. It is now the duty of the YSA to utilize the SWP election cempaign as
a way of intervening on this question. .
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The question still arises as to the relevance of the Proletarian Military
Policy to our entiwar Wwork today. It is first necessary to distinguish be~
twsen the emsence of this policy and the perticular slogan form it took in
1940, The particular agitational slogan of tradssunion control of the army was
never utilized by lenin, to my knowledge, and wes only worked out by Troisky
during the last year or two of his life. This only goes to prove that the slo-
gan was a tactical formulation of a tradltional Ieninist view on milltarism
which distinguishes the revolutionary movement from the pacifist movement.

It is clear to me at leagt that the agiltational slogan "Trade Union con~
trol of the Army" is not a relevent one todaye. A trade-union movement which
can barely conduct a strike and in which there no longer exlsts any really
organized rank-ani-file movement is not lilely to respond to & demand that it
take over the axmy. The concept of an army run by Meany and Hoffa is not
likely to inspire anyone! Nor does there exist & sentiment within the working
class with which we can at least partially solidarize ourselves as was the case
of the antifascist sentiment in 1940, "This militerization hae wide support
among the vorlkexrs. They bear a sentimental hatred of Hitler mixed with confused
class sentiments. They have a hatred against the victorious brigaends" (Dis-
cussion with Lund, August 1940), It will be difficult for us to solidarize our-
selves with the prowar sentiments among the workers today which is motivated by
the "fight communism” propaganda.

If this slogen has no relevance today how then do we apply our Proletarian
Military Policy concepts so as to differentiate ourselves from the pacifists?
As Trotsky pointed out in 1940, basing himself on the whole tradition of Ienin-
ism, the essential difference between us and the pacifists is thet we are ser-
ious about revolution end that they are not. Their antivaer policy is en anti-
war policy designed only for peacetime and leads to elther capitulation in time
of war or useless individuwal mertyrdom. Our antiwar. Dpolicy is most effective
precisely on the eve of and during war.

For instance we reject wholeheartedly at all times and in all periocds the
pacifist concept of “"conscientious objection.” While we oppose the dreft as an
instrument of capitalist militarism the revolutionist does not separate himself
from his fellow vworkers. dJust as in the factory the revolutionist strives to
be the Pest worker so in the army he strives to be the best soldier.

Within the army the revolutionist seeks to convince his fellow soldiers of
his views but he does not separate himself from them. He also supports the
desires of the soldiers to democratically control their officers and to have asome
influence over policies that may meen the soldier's life or death.

The essence of the Proletarian Military Policy -- and the only form it
ever took in lenints writings -- can be seen most clearly in the actual unfolding
of the Russian Revolution., It was the ability of the Bolsheviks to neutrelize
or win over the army vhich mede the Russian Revolution possidble. A pacifist
policy of abstention would have been disastrouse.

Thus we can see the following generel approach to this question on our
Propeganda, During a period of relative international stabillity as at the
Present time our slogans calling for an end to comscription come to the fore and
dominate our agitational work. Our understanding of the necessity to grepple

£y
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with the existence of the army in & revolutiomary way becomes an important pert
of our propagenda worke As the crisis deepens end war becomes imminent we shift
the emphasis on the sgitational level from an ajticonscription campaign to
demands for the democretization of the army and any other particular slogen which
will help to give a working-class orientation to the armed forces. While doing
this we do not throw out our opposition to capitelist conscription but it tends
to play a more propagandistic role than an agitational one. '

The Pacifist Menace

A lot of the resisisnce to my memorendum was motivated by some sort of
suspicion that somehow the YSA was coming under pacifist influence. This is
absurd. If anything our comnades have a reputation for being rather bellicose.
It takes effort to get them to try to convince a pacifist first and slug him
later rather then the other way around.

But in all seriousness, we have carried and will continue to carry on &
propegande offensive agelnst the pacifists. There is no question on this. Howe-
ever, no matter how fine our propaganda cawpaign is it will not amount to a hill
of beans unless we actually get it to the pacifists and those influsnced by
them and carry on a struggle with them for control of the antiwar movement.
Those who ebstain from thet struggle are the ones who aid and abet pacifism,

The incorrectness of those who launch & full propaganda offensive on the
war question but isolate themselves from the real antiwer movement was epitomizec
for me by a single issue of the old Young Spartacus. In the issue that wes pub-
lished following the first nationwide peace strike during which 25,000 students
went out on strike, Y Spartacus devoted over & full page 10 a general propa-
ganda article on war, It heralded this momentous strike with a smell box on
page four! This i1s one "tradition" we could do well not to emulatel

June 1960
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Jim Lambrecht

How e Control iiovements

Something should be #ald, at the start of our discussion, about the
meaning of the word "control® in relations between revolutionary socialists
and other movements., To revolutionary socialists, only programs control
movements —= organizational influence within movements flows from this. Any
other conception of the word is alien, or should be made alien, to our move-
ment,

In the horrible miasma that passes for revolutionary science among the
Stalinists there is a discernadle example of amother conception of control.
That is, that the chief goal of the revolutionist should be the attainment
of organizational posts, and after that is the time to bring forward your
program, providing of course that such a step will not lead to losing office,
vwhich is the chief goale On what program do you win office?! thy, the pro=-
gram that will win -~ within certain limits (these limits shift, with the
Stalinists, for reasons not germamte to this document; but it is germame to
note that the overall direction of shift over the past forty years has been
to the right).

The view that underlies this subordination of program to the fight for
posts == in the case of both the Social Democrats and the Stalinists == is
that the mechanism of sociel chenge is the apparat, the machine. ‘hoever
has more seats in Parliament, or controls more posts in the unions, peace
organizations, war organizations, etc,, etcs == can change history,

Revolutionary sociclists take a different view altogether, . For us, it
is the psychology and comsciousness of the masses that changes history., As
this consciousness changes, so finally all organizations change including
the orgenization of society as a vholes A small but very important example
of this process has been the development of the YSA itself, It would have
been impossible to arbitrarily impose our present organizationsl forms on
the early IBM clubs, or even on the later YS Supvorter groups until the mem=
bership had gone through several stages of a »nrocess of study, discussion
and experience that incressed our consciousness of revolutionary = cialism,
At this point we need and want the resent organization of the YSA, and would
find anything less to be intolerable.

Therefore we put our emphasis on program and not on the capture of
posts, Our task is to teach the revolutionarr progrem to the mas<es. To
fulfill it we may be forced to do many things == in order to reach the masses
at their present level of consciousness -~ but one thing we do not do is
fight for someone else's program or fail to fight for our own. If we do not
falter in this task we will ultimately "control" the vouth in the antiwar move-
ment, because they will bde solidly behind the program of revolutionary 8o cial=-
ism,



Antiwar Programs: transitional or minimum?

The antiwer program of revolutionary socialists has a transitional
cherecter. It includes concrete demands that sections of the antiwar movement
are already congcious enough to act on =~ demands aimed at the government
and its wer preparations, such as unilateral disarmement, no war treaties
with other cepitalist nations, cessation of muclear tests, etc. In the struggle
for these demends the antiwar movement learns the "worthiness® of its paci-
fist, bourgeois~liberal or reformist leecership; it learns something of the
nature of the bourgeois state. Rpvolutionmary socialists participate in these
strugzles alongside the antiwar militants -~ in the course of the struggle
they raise further demands based on the increased consciousness of these
militants, pushing forward the struggle and heightening the consciousness of
the movement at the same time, There.is no limit to this nrocess, from the
revolutionary socizlist point of view. At each stage of the struggle, and
a%t each stage of the mass learning process that flows from the experience of
the struggle, revolutionary socialists press for programatic advance -- at
all times basing themselves on the current level of consciousness of the
antiwer movement, but at all times seelkdng 4o propel the movement into
strugeles thet will raise thet level., Since the cause of war is the continued
rule of the capitslist class, the ultimate demands of our trensitional antie
war program cross over to the socialist program itself — for a labor party,

e workers! government and finzlly for the overthrow of the capitalist claes,
The program is transitional for this reason,

But the program called for by the Femorandum® has a minimum character,
that is, it posits o series of concrete demands as our minimum program in
the antiver movement, This i1s a schematic and false woy to aporoach the
problem of the learning process of the masses =- both inside and outside the
antivar movement, It cuts off not just the transitionzl aspect of the anti-
var program in a formal sense, but alsc ignores the transitlonal character
of the mass learning process, The ew York Student Peace Union, for example,
already calls for unilateral disarmament. ‘™Mat, then, should a YSA fraction
in SPU do to increase the consciousness of its membership? Even assuming %hat
the " presently existing peace movement is not yet capable of our minimum pro=
grem, and thet it will therefore be of some use to us in educating vneople th
through discussion and struggle, it is wvrong for us to assume that that '
learning process will nroceed at zn even tempo nationally, thet some areas
will not leap out ahead of others because of previous experiences or a thou=
sand other factors, and that therefore the YSA frections or units will not
need to have the full freedom of our transitional antiwar program, including
very advanced programmatic demands, in order to do their job of ralesing con-
sciousness,

Finally, by faelling short of, or cutiing off, our full trensitional
entiwar program, our minirum antiwver program is irmlicitly pacifist in
character, that is, it irplies by ommission of our more advanced political
and class demands that a wrogrem of "immediate® demands aimed at armements
and war proparations can halt war,

Pacifiem holds that peace is a question "above classes®, achievable at
a2 point short of the destruction of the rule of the capitalist class. Their
nrogram, logically, comsists of nothing but action demands in opnosition to
all w.r preparations with the ultimate enemy being ‘lar itself, ie, an abstract
evil that "all men" cen be brought to repudiate.
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I think that this error wos mode in the "iHemorandum® because of an
overly formal distinction between propesganda, agitation and action slogans.
Our transitional program may contaln only a few points that match the con=
sciousness of the antiwar movement at present, only a few points that right
now can be taken up as action slogans. But the transition between those
slogans that we only include in our propaganda work =~ to slogans of agitation
and action, can be very swifts They must be included in our transitional
antiwar program as the YSA cadre vnderstand it, Otherwise we simply repeat
the experience of the Social Democrats and Stalinists who "enter" the peace
movement only to fight "on the issues” — they therefore have no way to
develop an educational struggle a ainst the program of patifism, within the
antiwar movement, they confuse and miseducate their own people about the
nature of the antiwar struggle and often lose them to the paéifists or bourw
geois liberalse.

Progrems and Organizations

Ye do not see an "independent" antiwar organization -- independent
of the revolutionary socialist organization -~ as a desireable goal for YSA
cadres to struggle for in their work with the antiwar militants, Our attitude
toward organizations flows from ocur attitude toward programs. If we refuse
to struggle for an antiwar nrogram independent of our antiwar program, then
we must also reject the idea of an antiwar organization independent of our
organization. Again, our antiwar program has a transitional character,
allowing us to link ourselves to the antiwar militants at their present level
of consclousness -~ but we do this in order t o introduce new demands to
raise this consciousness to a higher level, and we see no "cutting off®
of this process short of t he revolutionary socialist program to end capitalist
™Milee

Does this mean that we do not participate in antiwar organizations that
do not accept our full nrogrem? Of course not «~~ we participate and raise
these sections of our transitional program that are aporopriate, If we are
successful in our work indide of and in united fronts with these organizations,
however, then that means we have successfully raised the consciousness of
the antiwar movement to a level equal to owr own -~ at this point there is
no programatic purpose in the "independence! of the antiwar movement from
our own., Short of this point, we obviously cannot accept the antiwar program
ag adequate, we must continue to apply our transitionzal program in an effort
to heighten consciousness., 'e do not have any sort of minimum program to
halt wer, but a transitionzl one. If we constitute the majority in such an
®independent® antiwar organization we would do far better to donduct concrete
actions azainst war preperations in our own name, as the YSA, and make use of
the united front tactic, in all its forms, in order to continue the educa~
tion process of the antiwar militants on our transitional antiwar program.

Entry, Op-onents Work and The United Front

The "liemorandum" does not define our formal relations to the existing
bourgeois~liberal and pacifist peace organizations, beyond the repeated and
undefined use of the work %entry®, At best this term is used imprecisely:
at worst its use =~ in conjunction with the political errors already noted —-
tends to build up a logic that badly confuses our ap roach to the peace
movement,

4
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PEntry" has a definite neanings in the historv of relations between
revolutionary socialists and other organizations, It is, in a sense, syn-
onymous with the meaning of the work ®fusion.” There is an asmumption in
e call for "entry" that the other organization is beginning to develop to=-
ward revolutionarr socialism and tha, consequently, revolutionary socialists
should not allow their own organization to get in the way of unity, or the
lentry," Subordination of the needs of the their ovn organization to the
needs of the entry is justified by the judgment that the result of the entry
will be a new and larger revolutionary socialist organization, program and &ll.

For this reason, a necessary condition for entry has always been that
the other organization alreadyr be within the working class camp, and that it
already be a political movement. Once that point is assured the question
of entry and the form of entry can be settled by an estimation of more concrete
circumgstances. In the past revolutionary socialists have entered many ore
sanizations of this tyvpe =~- the S.P., labor parties, etc.

But there has never been a call for entry into liberal bourgeois or
pacifist neace organizations. This 1s excluded by tne nonwclass character
of thd r programe, the bourgeois or petty-bourgeois character of the organi-
zations and tendencies themselves, and by their stated or implicit antagon-
ism to politicse Just as we do not bypass our transitional antiwar nrogram
for their progrem of "immediate action demands", so we do not ignore the
needs of our own organization for the sake of building theirs.

A different concept altogether is that of "fraction' work, YSA fractions
& part of the whole -~ can be sent into particular locals of Sane, Student
Peace Union, etc., where the quantity of potential contacts justifies it.
In deciding to launch such fractionasl work it goes without saying that the
independent socialist activity of the parent YSA unit must continue as the
focal point of the energy of its members. Otherwise the fraction itself
will be hampered, forced to raise only those points with the organization
that will not lead to its immediate expulsion, with no external arm to raise
further demands, cirticisms, etc.

Implicit in the concept of fractional work, as opnosed to the concept
of "entry%, is the idea that these existing peace orgenizations are opponent
organizetions, from our viewpoint, Although we work with the antiwar
militants that presently accept their leadership, we bezin to develop our
transitional antiwar program in order to expose that leacership and helghten
the consciousness of the militants through strugsle «~= with the ultimate per=
spective of replacing that leacership and organization with our own, and their
program with our nrozram. Trom the point of view of "entry" as opposed to
"factional work", the llgic of our opposition to "independent" antiwar or-
ganizations is again made clea®s All antiwer organizations that are not
revolutionary socialist organizations are our opponents,.

The United Front and The Current Stage of The Syudent ~ovement

In addition to the errors noted so for, there is another error implicit
in the stress that the Miemorandum™ lays on getting into the various peace
organizations on and around the campus, The error is in misestimation of
the current stage of the student movement as a whole. It is not true that the
young militants that went into action on civil rights, civil liberties and
antiwar protests last semester have already reached the stage of organizational
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nembership in any of the standing orgenizations that forus on these questions,
including peace organizations. That is certainly not true on 2 national
scale, but even loczle by locele the overvhelming evidence is that the
various actions hsd a somewhat spontaneous character. Hundreds or thousands
would movilize for a single action or series of actions without affiliating
themselves to the organizations that called for the actions.

The error derived from this misestination ~~ sending YSA freactions
into the ncace organizations, conceived of as a national tactic == would
le:d to meny dull meetings with really not very young neople, im many casese
As 2 national tactic, based on a more realistic estimation of the level of
consciousness of the young student militents, the united front ies far more
suitable, This would allow the YSA to -Harticipate in the strugzles of the
antiwar movement as well as other struggles, without tying up its slim forces
in a national "entry" in the -~ im many cases -- stale, memberless, letter-
head peace organizations. The movement so far shows up for actions, not
meetings. That observation should gukde our organizational ap roach to it.
In some cities =~ I,Y, Student Dane, for example ~— there actually is a
reason for sending in YSA frections, ie, several hundred youth belong to ite
But even in ¥,Y, the emphasis should be on the united front rather than
fraction work —~- much bigger then anvthing done by ¥.Y. Student Sane was the
demonstration of over 1,000 in City Hell park, called by the Committee to
Protest Civil Defense =~ andad hoc committee that had many of the essential
features of the united front, And the several thousand youth that protested
civil defense alerts in high schools and colleges all over the city were
led, often, by no organization al alles The united front should also be one
of the points that our fradtions should denend within the peace movement,
therefore, on the ground that no single organization, or even collection of
orgenizations, as yet controls the antiwar movement. And the YSA should
emplasize this tactic above all others, in the current periode



18,
COMMENTS ON THE ANTI'sR MOVEMENT IN RELATION TO THE 1960 ELECTION CAMPALGN

-~ by Barbara Doritty and Sherry Finer

Wie feel that it is necessary to pause at this point in our discussion on
the nature of Y3A participation in the antiwar movement to consider the gues-—
tion of this movement in relation to the election campalgns.

This election campaign will be fought on international questions rather
then damestie policy, It is absolutely clear that the main issue in this
campaign -- for the Democrati¢, Republican and Soclalist lworkers Purty -
is the question of war or peace. There are a number of guestions we must
ask ourselves, lhy is the antiwar movement gaining mamentum? ¥hy is the ques=
tion of peace so much more crucial and evident in this election campaign?

What and who are the motivating forces at work?

Basically on the international scene two connected forces are operative,
First there is the accelerated United States war drivey the conduct of which
is making the role of American imperialism as the aggressor nation more and
moxe obvious, The U~-2 incident and the collapse of the summit further expoeed
the war mongering role of both major parties. The second major foroe which
cames into play is that of the widespread demonstrations across the world —
notably the Japanese -~ which have further shaken the hold of American imperi-
alism and brought the struggle against it to a new level,

The 1960 election campaign will be fought on & new and higher level of
consciousness for while 1t is not yet patently obvious to the American people
that our imperielist government is the sggressor, there is no longer that blind
confidénce in our peace mongers. There is at the least confusion as to who
the aggressor is, ever stronger doubt about the ability of either major party
to maintain peace, and awareness that the grim reality of a nuclear war is
total destruction. This is no small thing.

It 15 within this framework of a developing consciousness on the mrt
of the Americen people, and to an even greater degree in the student milieu, that
the election campaign will be conducteds The YSA must be very comscious of both
this fact and the tool we have for reaching the student, antiwar and other re-
lated milisus, That tool is our support of the Socialist liarkers Party presi-
dential ticket, The election campaign will be the question of the hour this
fall and the struggle against war will be central to that campaign. Ve not only
have our theoretical understanding of the causes of war and the necessery pro-
gram for peace, \ie have our very concrete support of Dobbs and Yeiss as an
alternative to the capitalist war mongers, as a means of increasing the con-
sclousness of American youth and speeding up their disillusicnment with capi-
talist ideology,&thus bring the struggle amother step furthere.

we are writing this because we feel it is important to point out onee
again the importance and urgency of our local units building students for Dobbs
and “eliss Committees, using them as a link to students in the existing antiwar
movements, as & means of approach to these movements, and as an introduction te
those many students who will be seriously looking for an alternative to Kennedy
and Johnson.

ok
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OF TILTING WINDMILLS

by Martha Curti

The Backeround

The MEC minutes of the past two months must appear, to those not
present at the meetings, as a bewildering series of motions, counter-
motions, votes to table, to recomsider, to delete, to reinforce, to jump
over the moon, et cetera. Even the best minutes (as I am sure ours are)
can convey only a bare outline of what occurred at an actual meeting.
What lies behind this apperent chaos?

At the first MEC meeting where the antiwar movement was discussed
(epproximately June 1; the minutes of this meeting are not available), a
line was worked out upon which there was unanimous agreement. The essence
of the line was twofold: that we enter all existing student antiwar org-
anizations which offer possibilities, and that we favor the building of an
independent student antiwar moveaent which may not necessarily have a soc-
ialist program. ¥o one raised the slightest question of "capitulation to
pacifism® or of "throwing tradition out the window." The proposal was
nothing vastly different from anything we have done before; it was designed
merely to focus the attention of the ISA on an important field of work in
which new possibilities are opening up. The tactics proposed were in no
vay different from what we have already been doing in & limited way in
this field; in now way did they difier from the approach we have taken
toward other movements such as the civil rights movement.

During the next two or three weeks, Comrades Jim Lambrecht and MNora
Roberts, after first "having doubts," definitively changed their minds on
the question, holding now that it was in principle wrong to favor an in-
dependent student antiwar movement or to enter the existing movements.

It is, of course, quite all right for an NEC member to change his
mind on a question, even after the question has come to a vote. He is
perfectly free, once having changed his mind, to try to re-introduce the
question on the ¥EC, and also to attempt to convince the entire membership
of the ISA that the PEC is wrong. 1 have nothing against that.

One assumes, however, that an YEC member changes his mind on the basis
of rational considerations. On studying Comrade Lembrecht's document, ™A
Criticism of the 'Memorandum on the Antiwer Movement,'" 1 am forced to
conclude that reason played no part in Lembrecht's switch, for 80 per cent
of the document is devoted to flaying at positions on which there is no
disagreement; the one real difference which Comrade Lambrecht does present
is supported by not one shred of logical argument. After an examination of
Lambrecht's arguments, perhaps we can try to explain thid peculiar
political behaviour.

Four Windmills

The first section of Lembrecht's article is entitled "How We Control
Movements.® It is a fine defense of the idea that we abhor and detest
and fight to the death the concept that when working in outside organiza-
tions it is posts and organizational control that surpass in importance
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program or the winning of anyone to our ideas. The sentiments expressed
are laudable; one merely wonders what they are doing in this article. I
was under the impression that a politicgl "Criticism" of am article
bore some relationship to the article being critielsed; but dutifully
end minutely es I could, I searched the two Woblforth documents for some
advocacy —- even implied -~ of Stalinist-type control, and no such

demon could 1 discover.

Following this is & section devoted to program, minimum demands and
transitional demands, and the like. Lambrecht writes, "One thing we do
not do is fight for someone else's program or fail to fight for our own. "
Bravo, Comrade Lambrecht! Later he writes, "At each stage of the
struggle ... revolutionary socialists press for programmatic gdvance —
at all times basing themselves on the current level of consciousness of
the antiwar movement, but at all times seeking to propel the movement
into struggles that will raise that level. Since the cause of war is the
continued rule of the capitalist class, the ultimate demands of our
transitional antiwar program cross over to the socialist program itself."
Well said, comrade!

A reader not femiliar with the Wohlforth documents, however, would
assume that the MEC majority was merely for putting forward & "minimum®
program, and for forgetting about all the rest. It is quite true, as
Lambrecht remarks, that such a tactic would imply that the "minimum"
program was sufficient to end war. But has Wohlforth or anyone else
proposed that? Has there been any proposal to stick the rest of our
program in our pockets and forget about it? Has anyone suggested that the
YS suspend publication, or that it restrict itself to discussing that
"minimum®™ program on which liberals, pacifists and ourselves can all
agreel :

Yo one has proposed this, and no one will. Yever. Yot even Hardly
Ever. We propose a few programmatic points (and I assume that intelligent
comrades will regard the ones in the VWohlforth Memorandum as suggestions,
to be added to or subtracted from depending on the situation in the par-
ticular organization they wre working in) FOT because we think these are
the Only hoad to peace; FOT because we wish to obtain a mechanical
"control® of some poor unsuspecting student entiwar group on the basis of
these precise points. We propose them for the same reasons that we
proposed other series of points to the IBM clubs of yesteryear; to the
I8P; to the ad hoc integration commitiees we have been working with — .
as a means of working on a set of actions in common with people who are
not ready to accept — in fact in some cases may be quite hostile to ~-
our full progrem. We seek to convince them of our entire program, not by
99 and 44/100 pure lectures from & distant podium, invisible in its
loftiness, but by means of common action. But we do not demand, in SIP
fashion, that they accept our whole program before we will even condescend
to work with them. That is not how revolutionary socialists "base
themselves on the current level of consciousress of the antiwar movement.®

Ine Bogey of "Entzy"

Tow Our Saviour Comrade lLambrecht warns us about the most terribdble
danger of all -~ Wohlforth and the WEC majority have up their sleeve
(by implication, at any rate) a devious plot to destroy the YSA, the
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very organization they fought for and sacrificed/and built! To be fair,
Lambrecht does not make this accusation openly. He merely treats us to
a didactic paragraph or two on the precise meaning of the term "emtry,"
which is ~- of course -~ what tr3 two Wohlforth documepts frankly and
openly edvocate. "Entry is, in a sense, /what eensezybsynonymous with
the meaning of the word ‘fusion.'"™ ... "Revolutionery socialists should
not allo: their own organization to get in the way of unity, or the
Yentry.!

To the concept offentryflLambrecht opposes "fraction work.® #lp
deciding to launch such fractional work it goes without saying that the
independent socialist activity of the parent YSA unit must continue as
the focal point of the energy of its members. Otherwise the fraction
itself will be hampered ... with no external arm to raise further demands,
criticisms, etc.® (Emphasis added.)

The unfortunate comrade who relies on Lambrecht's articles alone will
be grateful indeed to him for warning of the plan of the NEC majority to
liquidate his organization. JDid Comrade Lembrecht read the Wohlforth
erticles? If he did, sentences such as the following must by some weird
psychological mechanism have esceped his eye: "We ... enter as revolu-
tionary socialists ~~ aw YSA members and act accordingly."

The FYEC majority proposes, not that "The YSA dissolve itself and enter
Sane," or even that "We comsider work in antiwar organigzations to be our
primary task, to which all else shall be subordinated," thus involving
directly egery member, like the priority that the SWP gave to regroupment
activity. The proposal is, as I understand it, that everyone who can
possibly get on campus should do so (this is nothing new, but our weakness
on campus necessitates its repetition agein and again) and that every
student join whatever antiwar organizations are doing anything, just as he
should join WAACP, just as he should join a liberal student party like
Slate, etc. The proposal is based on 1) the new wave of student activity
in the antiwar struggle and 2) our disproportionale weakness in this field.
In Tew York City, for exemple, we have pot one YSA member in student Sane,
only & few contacts. We have pot one YSAer in the Civil Defense Protest
Committee, which organized the rassive City Hall demonstration, plans a
continuing campeign in the high schools asgainst monthly drills, and &
campaign egainst Gov. Rockefeller's bomb shelters. 4 similar weakness
exists nationally. It is egainst this background that the proposel is
made.

But Comrede Lambrecht'!s sudden revelation on the importance of
sclentifically precise terminology, coming at this particular time, is
peculiar. That is, Wohlforth used the term "entry" as it is often used
in the radical movement. He meant the term in the same way that Comrade
Murry weiss used it in a letter to James P. Cannon, ¥eb. 19, 1957. JDes~
cribing activities of the YSL left-wWing Caucus in Tew York, Weiss wrote:
"At the Columbia fraction ... & move is being made to enter the student
chapter of the MAAGP."™ At the time I thought this was & somewhat grand-
lose way to describe what was actually occurring, nemely that Dan Freeman
was planning to join the cempus NAACP. Yever did I suspect that Murry
Weiss was in favor of dissolving the Left-Wing Ceaucus into the NAACP!

However, Jim may be right., Maybe the term "entry" really applies
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only to tactics such as the ¥rench Turn, &and maybe it has been too
loosely used for the past several years. Whether or not this be the
case, I think Jim knows as well as anyone else that we are not proposing
dissolution-and-entry or political-subordination-to-the~rotten~liberal-
pacifists or anything of the kind. This sudden enlightenment concerning
correct terminology; Comrade lambrecht's impassioned plea at & recent
T:C meeting for conducting this discussion on & "high plane;" are —

to use a most charitable term — hypocritical.

To banish all doubts, I promose, if comrades desire it, that where-
ever the word "entry" occurs in che Wohlforth documents it be replaced
with ¥do fraction work in."

Xet Another Windmill

One more windmill must be dealt with ~— the united front. Lembrecht
counterpoges a proposal for united fronts in the antiwar movement to our
proposal for working towards an independent student antiwar movement. He
states, correctly, that most of the students involved in the actions of
the past year are not organized; he then proposes that we seek united
fronts. But with whom? With these as yet unorganized militants? How is
that possible? How can we have a united front with a non-existent org-
anizationt? Precigely by the means we have proposed —— by buildinz that
organizationk or rather (because we alome cannot build it) by pushing for
the creation of that organization. Whether it develops out of existing
groups or whether it will be a combination of them or a new, separate
organization, it will have the character of a united front. That is, it
will if it allows revolutionary socialists to perticipate in it.

Having examined the non-existent "differences" of Comrade lembrecht,
I can come to only one conclusion as to why he has written this truly
remarkable document. Between the time lambrecht first voted with the
majority of the MEC on this question and the time he wrote his document,
Comrade Lambrecht somehow became seized, gripped, consumed with an all~
encompassing idea. The idea was conceived g priori, bearing no relation-
ship to anything in the Wohlforth articles, and thus meking it unneces-
sary to read or answer the arguments in those articles. This idea
which Lambrecht has embraced with fervor, indeed frenzy, is that the ISA
is plunging headlong and blindly into outright capitulation toward pac-
ifism. The role Lembrecht has cut out for himself is to rescue the YSA
from this disastrous course. He seems to conceive of this struggle as a
life and death matter, to which all else must be subordinated.

Thus Comrade Lambrecht seeks to create differences where they do not
exist. We have no interest in that; I have made clear that what
lembrecht attacks as "differences™ do not exist at all; the unfortunate
thing is that Lambrecht himself knows they do not exist.

Shat ¥e Megn by ndepondent®

The one real difference gets very little attention in Lambrecht's
document. We are for the building of an independent student antiwar
movement. It may take the form of "scattered groups devoted to specific
antiwer issues; possibly through a federation of such groups; then again
it may occur through a general student organizetion, most of whose main
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planks and activities relate to the antiwer struggle." Lambrecht states:
"ie do not see an 'independent' antiwar organization — independent:of
the revolutionary socialist organization -~ as a desirable goal for ISA
cedres to struggle for ... ." This is the essence of the difference.

The difference is important. 1t is the difference between sectar-
ianism and revolutionary flexibility; 1t is the difference between a
dilletentish, academic "struggle® against liberal-pacifist illusions in
the antiwar movement and & real struggzle. It is the difference betwsen
convincing tens and convincing hundreds. A powerful wave of antiwar
sentiment is building up, especially among youth who are the potential
cannon-fodder. We can turn our backs to this wave, standing near the
shore. It will then knock us over and drag us, bruised end bleeding,.
over the rocks to the shore. Or we can face the wave, wade out to meet
it, and at the right time reach out to embrace it, and ride in on its
crest.

What we propose is essemtirlly the same tactic we have practiced in
the civil rights field. Lambrecat must show how the antiwar struggle is
different from the integration struggsle and other struggles we have been
& part of. Otherwise, to be consistent, he should have opposed building
ad hoc integration committees (in which we were the legding element,
mind you) unless all those in the committees egreed to state in their
platforms that "Integration cannt be achievea short of the socialist
revolution."

How in the world can we expect to gain any influence, convince any-
one to our point of view in the antiwar organizations, if we join them
with the attitude "We join you only in order to destroy you.¥ With what
authority can we then speak? Yet that is the mearing of Lambrecht's
statement that the only entiwaer organization that we can possibly favor
is the revolutionary movement itself.

This attitude of Comrade Lambrecht would, if cerried out, be a
serious blow to the ¥SA. The YSA would survive; bdut it would be con-
fronted with a sizeable and potentially powerful student movement in
which it had no influence; and which would probably be firmly under the
control of the pacifist-peaceful coexistence crowd. If the YS4 took
this attitude in all its work, as does the SIP, it would be done for as a
serious revolutionary organization.

Lamdbrecht does not distinguish between SAME, the Civil Defense
Protest Committee, and other organizations that already exist, and the
independent student organization we expect to help build. We enter the
existing organizations to build them, not to destroy them. Yes, to
build them, comrades -~ up to a certain point —~ the point where a
coalition of ISaers and other militants will not be allowed to struggle
for a decent antiwar program. This point mey never be reached; it may
be that the existing groups will take on the independent, militant
character we favor. It is too early now to prediect what form the move~
ment will take. But the existirz groups, &g gych, are not our opponents;
rather our opponents are their liberal-pecifist-Stalinist-social-~democratic

ipe. In these groups we will push for an independent student
antiwar movement. Independent of the liberal, Stalinist, and social-
demacratic ideologies and organizations; organizationally independent of
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the YSA4; but broaavenough to allow non~socialists to perticipate, Indeed,
if non-socialists are the majority, so much the better. .

The movement we favor, im other words, is a gtudent movement in
which students, not some outside adult organization, call the shots.
Only revolutionists are capable of building and leading such a movement,
in the long run. Only they can tolerate allowing the militant students
to make up their own minds. That a student antiwar movement cannot
survive, no matter how militant, no matter how large, without the
leadership of revolutionists, can be seen by the sabotage of the student
movements of the 1930's by the liberal, Stalinist and social democratic
leadership.

Who is for Fightinz Pacifism?

It is a mistake to speak of the existing organizations as pacifist.
The way to struggle against pacifism is not to ignore it. The wey to win
the students away from pacifism is not to prematurely label embryomic
organizations as definitively and decisively pacifist as an excuse to
ignore them and hand their leadership over to the pacifists without a
struggle. As an analogy, 1 do not think that the leading influence of
YPSL in the Youth March or ir Slate was inevitable. Our vociferous
presence there, as bujlders of those organizations, not their opponents,
in the early stages of their existence could have, 1 believe, neutralized
or at least greatly lessemed YPSL's influence. It is a foregone conclu~
sion that once we did not enter these organizations in a serious way, we
ended up trying to influence them from the outside. I do not want to see
this happen now in the dbudding student antiwar movement. We must, for
once, take the initiative and act with an eye to the future, rather then
waiting until our pecifist~liberal opponents have things nicely sewed
up =~ for themselves. It is the YEC majority which wishes to conduct
& real life struggle sgainst the pacifists. Comrade Lambrecht wishes
they would just go away.

To be sure, the whole activity of our movement, from election
campaigns to putting out the press to alding in a strike, aids the workers
in the claas struggle, thereby helping to weaken the capitalist class,
bringing closer the victory of the workers and the end of all war. All
revolutionary activity is antiwar activity. By the same token, all rev-
olutionary activity is civil rights activity. Zverything is related.
Everything is transitional. F¥ine. &Iut unless you can demonstrate how
the antiwar movement is qualitatively differemt from other movements, or
unless you can demonstrate that all the students interested in struggling
ageinst war (end many more) are reedy now to accept our whole progrem,
then you have made no proposal toward reaching and convincing the militant
liberal student. All your fine phrases about "heightening consciousness"
and "linking ourselves to the antiwar militants at their present level of
consclousness" are just — words. The student has heard emough lectures.
Jrom us he expects something more.



DISCUSSION MATERIAL ON OUR ROLE IN THE ANTI-WAR MOVEMENT 254

fne main point of differeuce iu tue discussion in the NEC on the anti-
war movement revolves around thequestion of our leadership (in coalition with
other militants) of a militant student organization which is protesting the
militarist and imperialist policies of our capitalist government.

We, as revolutionary socialists, recognize that only the final victory
of world socialism can bring about the end of war -- Jjust as only the dic-
tatorship of the proletariate can hope to end the oppression of minorities
in this country..Yet, our comrades, in the best situations in the country, .
were in the leadership of organizations which sought to abolish discrimina-
tion in Woolworths. This is certainly a "minimum"” and immediate action
program. The NAACP is set up explicitly for the purpose of abolishing segre-
gation and discrimination, in Woolworths as well. The Stalinists, Social-
Democrats, Pacifists and Liberals will all vie to be considered the best
fighters for Negro Rights. Why then did we set up our own organizations which
supported the Southern students' Sit-Ins?

Did we stop being revolutionary socialists while we were leading these
groups? We didht take organizational "control" of these students. We also did
not demand that "All who wish to fight discrimination and oppression may
fight with us by becoming revolutionary socialists."” BUT WE HELD UP OUR OWN
BANNERS --"If you really mean to fight effectively, don't trust your
Pacifist, Liberal, Do~gooder leaders. They kowtow to the righteous and
respectable officials of the status quo. They have and will call of the
fight so as not to embarrass their friends in the Democratic Party at
election time." I'm sure no one can say that we "liguidated” the YSA or went
soft on Pacifism, or Non-Violent Action, or any number of things we had to
contend with, We were able to win leadership in these actions because we are
the only ones whos politics allow for consistant struggle against the powers-
that-be. Now we must expand and unite these activities to meet the demands of
developing movement.

At one NEC meeting, Comrade Lambrecht was asked if in his opinion the
War Question was uniquely different from the Civil Rights Question or the
Civil Liberties Question. He replied with & simple, unambiguous "No". Yet
his document seems to be based on the proposition that it is. Comrade Lambrecht
also says that if we fight for, win, and lead the militant youth on their
current immediate demands of an end to ROTC, comscription, A & H bombs, etc.,
then we are negating the YSA and a revolutionary socialist program. But
comrades, if we expect the YSA 1o become a significant revolutionary move-
ment among youth, then we must be in the leadership of the growing,
militant, student movement.

Everyone agrees that the students are moving in a more militant direc-
tion; taking on the House Un-American Activities Committee as in San
Francisco, or defying the civil defence drills as in New York City, or the
response to the Sit-Ins. The slogans change as the issues come up, the
leadership tends to be a motly crew from issue to issue and from area to
area, but the students involved are usually the same individuals. What
could be more natural, if we play our cards right, then to be contending
leaders for a national federation of militant student organizations (such as
SLATE and PIATFORM in Calif.) struggling against the school administrations
as well as the bomb; against the Frats, and conscription; against ROTC, and
discrimination; against civil defence drills, and red-bating. Such an organi-
zation is definitely on the agenda in the coming period, but our role in it
will meke the difference for this movement and especially for the radicaliza-
tion of the working class as a whole in the near future.
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Okey, so where do we begin? How do we create in the minds of these
students the identifying link between their struggles and our politics?

First of all, I think it is important to find the unifying qualities of
their struggles. In fighting for civil rights, the Negro students are en-
couraged by the Colonial Revolution, the Colonial Revolutions have caused the
American Imperialists to give a few concessions to the American Negros in
order to show the world that it is a "democratic"” imperialism which is being
shoved down their throats. And these processes, interacting, have inspired
the militant youth in the country to struggle for civil rights.

The demonstration against the HUAC and for civil liberties on and off
campus also has a base as part of the fight against Imperialism. The amount
of civil liberties the bourgeoisie will allow in its country is subordinated
to the needs of its foreign policy (as well as the strength of the workers'
movements at home). The protests against ROTC, civil defense drills, A & E
bombs tests and fallout, is a protest against militarism in general, and is
obviously directly related to the fight against imperialism.

The sum of these struggles -- for civil rights, civil libertiles,
against militarism and imperialism -- is the fight against war. These struggles
are also a very significant part of the development of revolutionary
consciousness leading to the overthrow of Capitalism. Whether these students
realize this or not, they are fighting war, American Imperialism, and
capitalism. It is our job to struggle with these students and educate them
to the political facts of life.

So we must become more deeply involved with these students we hope to
win and lead. We must expose their respectable leaders for what they are. It
is up to us to prove to them in action that we not only support their fight,
but because of our politics, class approach, and revolutlionary perspective,
we can better frustrate the war drive (as the Japanese students have done).
And eventually with our politics we can destroy American Imperialism and
with it, war.

We involve ourselves with militant students by joining organizations
they are in, if these organizations afford us an opportunity to struggle for
our ideas. We can set up any form of organization, if necessary, which is
appropriate in the particular situation. Where students are in the peace
movements, we go their. Where there is a SLATE, that's where we should be.
The civil rights struggles are also our struggles. We seak to form united
fronts in actions (where we are often not the initiators) and on issues
as a matter of course. We set up ad-hoc committees, or join them, or
established organizations, or form united fronts with any of these. The
organizational set up is a form through which we educate the students,
by action as well as by discussion. There is no religious formula to
follow. At any given time or place of the developing student movement, we
could be involved in any number of organizational forms. In this process,
we keep in mind that we are revolutionary socialists and are seaking to
create as militant and effective a protest against American capitalism as
we are able to. We are the catalyst which will meke many a militant into a
revolutionary socialist.

Rose Jersawitz
hugust 12, 1960
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An Anti-Critique: The Lambrecht Criticism of the Antiwar Memorandum

-

The Lambrecht criticism of Tim Wohlforths "Memorandum On Our Tactics In The Antiwar
Movement™ is a hodge-podge of Marxist truisms, half truthful and incomplete analogys,
and straw men that lead him into opposition to the main and central thesis of the
memorandum which is Young Socialist Alliance participation in the Antiwar movement
with our main objective being "...the creation of an independant student action move-
ment...." in that arena. :

The first part of the Lambrecht document is given over to presenting what is by and
large a revolutionary socialist view-point of how we gain control of mass movements.
The main point Comrade Lambrecht makes is that revolutionary socialists do not
attempt to gain control of movements in the manner of the 8%alinists, that is,

thru mechanical means or the congcealment of our own revolutionary class struggle
program. Instead he points out "...for us it is the...consciousness of the masses
that changes history. As this consciousness changes, so finally all organizations
change, ineluding the organization of society as a whole...."

Comrade Lambrecht goes on to point out the development of the YSA as a "...small

but very important exemple of this process...." He says "It would have been impossible
to arbitrarily impose our present organizational forms on the early IBM clubs, or
even on the later YB8 supporter groups until the membership had gone thru several
stages of a process of study, discussion and experience, that increased our con-
sciousness of revolutionary socialism "

The only error Lambrecht makes in that statement is one of omission. What Lambrecht :: il
fails to point out is that a coalition of revolutionary socialist youth, both from

the SWP and the left wing of the YSL, deliberately set out to build sueh clubs on a
minimal program of a committment to socialism, vague as that committment may have uien
been in some instances, and in the case of campus clubs & minimal basis (I hesitate

to call it & program) of discussion of the ildeas of socialism.

Some may think that this ommision was only an oversight on Lambrechts part or that
such a statement is unnecesary, but examination of later sections of the "Criticism"
will show that this oversight is part of a consistent sectarian approach to the
question of goals for our proposed participation in the Antiwar movement

In view of this omission and for an understanding of Lambrechts errors I think that
it will be of value to review the process of building the YSA, at least in the broad
general outline of that process. I am sure that all will recognize and agree that
the construction of the YBA was a very uneven process; in some places dragging slow-
1y, in other places leaping ahead, and in still others taking the combined and dual
nature of regroupment and campus activity. But wherever it started, and whatever the
milieu in which it started, it started with the same form IBM clubs

The IBM clubs were supposed to be just that...Independant, Broad, and Militant.
These terms were themselves vague and relative, with many clubs being more "broad"
than "militant " Indeed the basic program of most of these clubs consisted of a
loose committal to socialism and little else Their main purpose was one of dis-
cussion and examination of socialist ideas.

At the same time that this fusion group (SWP and YSL left wing youth) acted as the
motivating force for the IBM's they were also, as I point out earlier, sparking

the formaetion of campus clubs committed solely to the discussion of soclalist ideas.
It was only after more than a years existence in these clubs that we were able to
polorize out a group of youth who were tending toward the ides of revolutionary
socialism and as a result were ready and willing to take on the support of the
revolutionary socialist YOUNG SOCIALIST newspaper.that the fusion group had been
publishing on an independant basis.
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At that point, with some- variance in timing. depending on the-eree, we-either won
support in the IBM's for transforming them into YS supporter groups, with those-
not in agreement dropping out, or else in -some ceses pulled all those elements

in agreement with us and left the IBM to die while establishing a Y8 supporter _
group. At that approximate time we held the Detroit Conference and formally
established the skeleton and basic eight point program of the national Y8 sup-
porter groups. Only much later, in the early part of this year, did we finally
establish the full blown youth organization known to us today as the Young
Boclalist Alliance.

Now some may ask; "Why was it neccesary for us to begin at such a low level with
a minimal and not even a transitional program? S8houldn't revolutionary socialists
recrult to their full program, to the only program capable of realizing the over-
throw of capitalism? Isn't it unprincipled to build organizations on a program
less than your own?"

And ve must answer' "No Comrade. It is not unprincipled to build organizations
that adopt political programs less than our own just so long as such minimal
programs do not conflict with, or create illusions that are contrary to our full
program of revolutionary socialism. That is why comrade it is possible for us to
participate in and build such orgenizations as the NAACP, the Fair Play For Cuba
Committees, and many other orgenizations of that sort.

The problem for us revolutionary socialists is to create a bridge between our full
blown ideas on the creation of a socialist revolution and the first stirrings of
those whom we seek to recruit to our point of view. If the people we are trying to
reach are still too backward to accept our transitional program as their own, then
ve are faced with the problem of extending our bridge a little farther and so we
drop to the level of minimal demands. The fact that we have a program of transi-
tional demands should not preclude our building of organizations on still lower
levels, when the situation demands, even on the level of discussion groups or the
simple one point program of zll.inciitivenéms’ i€ that _hapfens. to’.be the lever oT:
those who are first waking to political awareness.

While we may call for the formation of groups on such a low programatic level we
don't hide the nature of our own politics as Lambrecht tries to imply in his first
paragraphs which are in reality a hoax and a straw man. Instead we discuss politics
as ve see it with those people who are seeking answers to the problems with whiech
capitalism besets them.

This problem of bridging the gap, between us and those who are first questioning
vas solved in one instance by the creation of the IBM's. Now the YBA, offspring
of those IBM's, faces the same bridging problem in rel‘tion 10 the Antiwar move- -
ment., Are we, as Lambrecht would have us do, going to deny to this offspring the
same tools and methods that proved so valuasble in the construction of that self-
seame YSA?

On page two of his "Criticism" comrade Lambrecht writes "But the program called
for by the "Memorandum® has a minimum character, that is, it posits a series of
concrete demands as our (my emphasisi minimum program in the Antiwar movement."

From there he goes on to pose a veritable hodge - podge og arguments against
program. Irregardless of that hodge - podge the main thing to recognize is that
the above quoted statement is another of the Lambrecht straw men and in order to
set a torch to it we must examine what ®im really wrote, not the false view
attributed to him.

In speeking of our objectives in the Antiwar movement comrade Tim wrote in the -
memorandum on page three "Qur goal should be the creation of an independant
student action movement of militant opposition to the U.S. military establishment
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and the war policies of our government. The minimum program for such (my empha-
sis) would include...." Thus we see that what Lambrecht says is Tim's progra-
matic proposal for our own adoption is indeed only yhe minimal program on which
Tim thinks an "independant student Antiwar movement®™ could and should be built.
Obviously this is the same tactic we applied in the building of IBM's and to
this day continue its use in the building of campus clubs. Essentially it is -
is a tactic of gathering together those interested persons with whom we can
agree on a minimal program into clubs for the purpose of discussion and action
within the boundries of the aforementioned minimsl program.

No where has Tim proposed that we water down our ideas and enter the Antiwar
movement with this minimal program as our minimsl program. On the contrary he
states 1n numerous places Jjust the opposite. On page three of the memorandum
Tim states: "We enter the Antiwar movefilent with a full understanding of the
treacherous program the present leadership has foisted on the students. We
therefore enter as revolutionary socialists--as YSA members and act accord-

ingly." (my emphasis)

Again in the next paragraph "When we can dg 80, marching under our own signs
in 'Peace Marches' is quite effective. Zfi&'emphasis...lt should be noted,
that in the NY YSA, Lambrecht vehemently opposed a proposal of this sort, that
of carrying our own banners, in a recent Sane march to the U.N....d. A:7 Sell-
ing the Y8 (my emphasis) at all such occasions should be a matter of course."”

It is I feel unnecesary to go into the mess of erroneous arguments that flow
from this false understanding of Tim's memorandum. Nontheless this error and
the earlier error of ommission do lead to the point in which Lambrecht states
his main coﬁplusion on the main body, entry into the Antigar movement based on
a broad minimum program, of the memorandum.

On page three of his document under the head Programs and Organizations,
Lambrecht insists that "We [Eéaning himself....J.A./ do not see an 'indepen-
dant' Antiwar organization--independant of the revolutionary socialist organ-
ization--as a desirable goal for ¥SA cadres to struggle for in their work
with the Antiwar militants. Our attitude toward organizations flows from our
attitude toward programs. If we refuse to struggle for an Antiwar program
independant of our Antiwar program, then we must also reject the ideas of an
Antiwar organization independant of our organization. Again, our Antiwar pro-
gram has a transitional ehepmeter, allowing us to link ouselves to the Anti-
war hilitants at their present level of consciousness--but we do this in order
to introduce new demands to raise this consciousness to a higher level, and we
see no ‘cutting off' of this process short of the revolutionary socialist pro-
gram to end capitalist rule."”

In the first sentence Lambrecht sets himself against the main goal outlined in
the memorandum. In dealing with this basic opposition let me first point out
that the memorandum, quite correctly, assumes that the Antiwar struggle amongst
youth will take place and be organized from the American campus. In reality, all
of those things that students in the last period have been struggling over are
connected, in one sense or another, with the war question. For instance the
student campaign against the witph-hunters and loyalty oaths is a struggle again-
st the policemen of political thinking who desire to turn the cold war into a
hot one and in order to achieve this must first silence those who can oppose

and point out-to the American people that such a war is not in their interests.

The struggle against ROTC is a more obvious part of the struggle against war

and is directed against those who enter directly onto the campus and force the
student to participate in the preparations for war all the time trying to con-
vince them that such a war wopld be in their interests and failing that try to



@30
bribe them by offering a softer ride than the common draftee gets.

The fight of organizations such as 8late with the campus administrations is direct-
ed against the representatives of industry, embodyed in the buisinessman type admin-
istrators, who wish to see and use the educational system used to turn out skilled
technicians, engineers, and administrators in order to develop the weapons and in-
dustrial power to sustain all out war. Those men who know how to get industry to

make grants to the universitys for labs and other things of that sort are the men that
get administrators jobs on the campus's. Of course in order to get grants you can't
have a bunch of leftist or left-liberal students running campus affairs, hence the
crackdown on student groups such as Slate.

Those students who have participated in any one of the above mentioned struggles
are likely to have participated in the others. At this stage few students see the
common links between these supposedly separate issues, but sooner or later they
will, and the most natural thing in the world to them will be a unified single
organization. Those politicals who are present on the American campus and are
prepared to help build this organization without extreme programatic demands
upon those students involved in such a project will be in a strong position to
influence those selfsame students with their political ideaclogy. For that reason
I am in favor of the main points of the Wohlforth memorandum.

Instead of seeing the logic of such a development Lambrecht seems to be interested
in handing out platitudes and erecting straw men that he can attack and demolish -
in order to say to Tim "See you were wrong." It's all very well to state after
trying to scare us with the bogey-man of Stalinism in his first paragraphs that
"Our attitude toward organizations flows from our attitude toward programs." But
what does that term mean in the real world? What does it mean in a perspective of
working in the Antiwar movement, a perspective that Lambrecht says he supports.
For Lambrecht it means the sectarian attitude of standing in the midst of the
Antiwar stream holding his skirts aloft so as not to muddy them in an "...organ-
ization independant of our Antiwar program.” Any attempts to operate strictly
within the present "Peace" organizations will lead to our eventual isolation

from the Antiwar movent unless we enter with a perspective of buillding an inde-
pendant broad Antiwar movement out of the split or expulsions that are likely to
occur Surely Lambrecht doesn't think that the leadership of the present “Peace"
outfits will tolerate our opposition for ever or even very long.

Lanmbrecht errs in thinking that that raising the consciousness of the Antiwar
movement is a straight-line operation. He should know by now that such develop-
ments are achieved thru a series of polorizations and splits. He also knows that
the first split will very likely take place over the question of whether or not
people like ourselves, soclalists, communists, or other left wingers have a right
to participate in the movement. Where does Comrade Lambrecht propose to bring those
who are Peady to split over this question but will not yet accept the of socialism.
Perhaps he intends to keep them in a deep freeze, removing them from their chilly
repository every now and then for another lecture in dialecties. Those who under-
stand such problems will recognize the cdrrectness of the memorandum, just as they oc
recognized the correctness of IBM clubs and non-programatic campus discussion clubs.

Then of course there is the question of "If we refuse to struggle for an Antiwar
program independant of our Antiwar program, then we must also reject the idea of
an Antiwar organization independant of our organization."” I'm tempted to use the
IBM clubs again as an example but for the sake of & .little variety let's loock at
the NAACP. Perhaps Comrade Lambrecht can point out for us how the Anti-Segregation
program of the NAACP compares with our program. I think he will admit that the
program of the NAACP is a reformist and not a revolutionary sociaelist one. Although
it has a program independant of ours, it certainly is an organization that we do
not urge people to destroy or abandon, and even go so far as to help build it in
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whg.tgver small way we can even as we oppose the rdf.t_en polocies of its 1ead_e;~sl;}_p, »

There is one final point that demands attention. Under the heading Entry, Opponents
Work and the United Front Comrade Lambrecht sets up his most serious (at least from
the viewpoint of implications) straw man and all purpose bugga-boo. The content of

this section complains that the memorandum does not "...define our formal relations ‘-
to the bourgois-liberal and pacifist peace organizations...." and then goes on to [ .o 1

[

give us a lecture about the meaning of "entry! What I want to hear from Comrade
Lambrecht is an answer as to the reasons for this lecture. If he is trying to say
that Tim in his memorandum is proposing the liquidation of the Y8 into the "Peace"
movement I think it should be said in no uncertain terms, for that would be a
serious matter indeed. If he is not trying to imply that then he should be sounfi-
ly condemned for trying to swing comrades to hid point of view with the inclusion
of such straw men. In reality the question of organizational Yentry", in terms of
liquidating the YBA does not arise at any point in the memorandum. Certainly it
should not be neccesary to preface every tactical statement with an avowal of the
fact that a liquidation proposal is not being made or intended. Such loyalty
oaths we can do without.

Jack Arnold
August 23, 1960

Typographical Corrections

On page 29 the first line should read veseThe minimum program
for such an organizatioN.,..,

On page 30 the fourth line should read ,...who wish to see the

educational system used to turn out skilled,..,



