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Introduction

WHY did we join the Communists? Why did we, a
.
. group of for-mer young Socialists, decide that our
place was in the ranks of the Young Communist League?
We believe that the answer to this question is very important, particularly to the thousands of' young workers
who must sooner or later inevitably learn, just as we did,
that their place is in the ranks of the Young Communist
League.
At one time we called upon young workers to join the
Young People's Socialist League (Y.P.S.L.). We knew of
course that there was another organization called the
Young Communist League (Y.c.iL.). We thought that the
only difference between it and our organization was in
methods and tactics. We believed that the Y.C.L. stood for
"violent" methods, while our group worked for reaching
the same goal of Socialism through peaceful methods.
Then came the crash of 1929. The partial, so-called prosperity began to fade. More and more of us young folks
lost our jobs, were laid off or fired. We were made to work
longer hours and the bosses started to cut our pay, usually
10 per cent at a time, until our wages were half what they
used to be. Unemployment figures rose, speed-up became
worse, relief doled out to workers was insufficient, wages
were slashed to the bone-in other words, the bosses as
usual were passing the burden of the depression on to
the workers.
As these attacks increased the workers began to mobilize for stubborn resistence. Unemployed groups were
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formed to fight evictions and for more adequate care for
unemployed workers. Demonstrations, where large numbers of workers got together, were held to protest against
hunger. Relief stations were stormed by thousands of
workers to show that the workers would not accept starvation rations without a fight.
What seemed peculiar to us, was that the Communist
Party and the Young Communist League were always in
the forefront of these struggles. At first we thought that
the Socialist Party (S.P.) was simply slow in getting
started and that we could do the same. 'vVe began to urge
action and you can well imagine our amazement when
we met with opposition from the leadership of our organization. Demonstrations were taboo, being labelled "too
Communist." We were told not to fight at relief stations;
rather letters should be written to the relief agencies
asking them to be nice to the workers when they came
to ask for relief. IW e learned immediately that we could
get nothing by coming and begging for it; that the only
way to get real results was to demand our rights to decent food and a place to live. If we came in large numbers
and showed that we could not be scared away, that was
when we won our demands.
The crisis continued, things got worse and the workers
were more and more following the Communist Party.
. The S.P. -began forming unemployed groups. All of
these groups were formed on a non-Communist basis.
The Communists had made themselves 'obnoxious (to
the bosses) by their consistent and vigorous fight for the
unemployed; but the Socialists would not be that crude.
No, the Socialist unemployed groups would use "reason" !
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The effect of the Socialists organizing the unemployed
into groups of their own was to split the ranks of the
workers. The Socialist leaders on every occasion refused
to allow their unemployed groups to carryon united actions with the Unemployed Councils, which were Communist-led. But soon the unemployed workers in the
Socialist organizations began ' to demand that there be
cooperation, unity of action, between all unemployed organizations, in order to struggle more effectively against
the starvation rations of the relief stations.
It was the lessons we learned in the struggles of the
unemployed which first taught us what kind of organization we were in.
The "Yipsels" and S.P. members and all young workers
who still cherish the illusion that the Socialist movement
can lead the workers in struggle will find this little
pamphlet of great importance and interest.
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From Young Socialists to Young
Communists
By GEORGE SMERKIN and SOL LARKS

WE joined the Y.P.S.L. some six years ago, believing
that this organization would aid us in fighting for the
workers. We felt the basic opposition between the workers and the bosses, and we understood that it was necessary for the workers to organize. The organization at
that time was purely a small educational group and remained so for quite some time. Unless we were organized,
how could we put up any kind of a fight against wagecuts, or for higher relief, or anything else? We thought
that we were becoming part of the International Socialist
movement, which would fight everywhere against capitalism. Since capitalism, the system which we live under,
the system under which the bosses keep back from the
workers the greater part of what we produce, as profits
for themselves, existed in all countries of the world except one, the Soviet Union, we knew that it was therefore necessary that in all these capitalist countries, the
workers had to be organized to fight for themselves.
Our first knowledge that something was amiss came
during the period when the British Labor Party, headed
by Ramsay MacDonald, was in power. We saw their
subservience to capitalism, the fact that they did nothing
to aid the workers, nothing to introduce Socialism, but
instead, this supposed "labor" government of MacDonald
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and He~derson deliberately cut the miners' wages,
planned and finally carried into effect cuts in the weekly
benefits which the unemployed received through the
"Anomalies" act; and then sent battleships, troops and
airplanes to India. In India, the people, long oppressed
by English bosses, were trying to gain their independence.
MacDonald and Henderson, instead of helping the Indian
workers, sent troops and airplanes to kill them, to crush
their revolt, to keep them quiet, so they would remain
under the English yoke.
This generated the first stirrings of revolt in our ranks.
vVe could not see how anyone who called himself a
Socialist could stand in the way of' independence for an
oppressed people, could actually butcher and jail thousands of workers. Why, this was exactly the same thing
as the capitalists always did! MacDonald and Henderson were simply carrying out the orders of the English
capitalists. What right, then, did they have to pose as
workers' leaders? They were betraying the workers.
The N cw Leader, official organ of the Socialist Party,
and the leaders, Hillquit, Oneal and Thomas, all praised
the Labor Party to the skies and attempted to cover up
their betrayals. We soon therefore learned that the leaders of the American Socialist Party were the same as the
British MacDonalds and Hendersons, who were then selling out the workers' interests. In protest against such
policy, small groups of people within the Socialist Party
and the Y.P.S.L. began to orgariize protest groups and
agitate for a change in policy. As our fight against this
rotten reformism developed, we learned the roles of
the various groups in the Socialist Party; some of which
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also pretended to want to struggle for the workers. The
"militants" were one such group which attacked Hillquit,
leader of the Socialist Party, criticized the European
social-democratic parties, like the British Labor Party,
and claimed to stand for the workers. But we had already
learned from the fights we had participated in that words
mean nothing unless backed up by action. Talk is cheap.
And by using this yardstick we soon discovered that the
"militants" were as rotten as the so-called "right-wingers.'
In fact, they were even worse, because they fooled
many of the sincere members and kept them from fighting against the fakers. They surrendered to the leadership on every major question. These "militants" were
bankrupt; what we needed was a real "left" wing, a
group which would carryon a real fight for the workers'
needs.
Such a group made its appearance at the Y.P.S.L. convention in 1932, where they carried on a fight around two
important questions: imperialist war and the Soviet
Union.

On the question of war, the left wing pointed out
that the bosses of all countries are constantly chasing
a~r new markets in which to sell their goods, that they
compete with each other for these markets and that they
would sooner or later begin fighting over who is to control these markets, as was the case in 1914. That was
when the bosses of England, France and the United
States fought against the bosses of Germany, Austria
and other countries for the markets. Of course it is
really a joke to say that the bosses fought, because they
always get us, the young workers, to do the fighting.
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We all know how terrible war is, how the bosses use
us young workers as cannon-fodder, killing off millions
of us, just to satisfy their greed for profits. We pointed
out that so long as we still have bosses, we would always
have war, that therefore it is useless to merely wish that
war wouldn't come, that the real thing was to figure out
the best way of getting rid of the boss class once and for
all.
Therefore we raised the slogan, "Turn the imperialist war into civil war," which meant that when one of
these wars for markets and colonies started (these are
called imperialist wars) and the bosses gave us guns
and ammunition and told us to go forth and kill other
young workers, that we would take these guns, but instead of shooting down our fellow workers across the
trenches, we would, when the time was ripe, use these
weapons against the capitalists. After all, were we not
organized in the Y.P.S.L. to do just that, to get rid of
the bosses? Imagine our surprise when the whole leadership of the Y.P.S.L. opposed this idea. One after another,
McDowell, Umansky, Dancis, Levenstein and Quick, all
"militants," got up to oppose this with all sorts of arguments, saying this will land us in jail, this will mean the
Y.P.S.L.'s will go streaming into the army, and so on.
What this really amounted to is that they were against
using the only effective method of' smashing war once it
had begun.
On the issue of the Soviet Union, a similar fight took
place. We young workers had learned that there was one
country in the world which had no bosses; that way back
in 1917 the Russian workers and farmers really "turned
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imperialist war into civil war" and once and for all chased
out the bosses. For years now they had been building a
workers' country; Socialism, for the benefit of all the
workers. True, it was not yet a paradise for the workers.
There were still many difficulties to be overcome in creating a happier life for the Soviet working class, but the
important thing is that they are overcoming these difficulties, and, year after year, things are getting better for
them. They had no unemployment there, everyone had
jobs; every worker was sure of a decent living and especially for the young workers, things were great. They
could study for whatever trade or profession they wanted
and could be sure of a chance to work at the things
they liked, not like here in America, where even if we
get a chance to study to be an engineer or something,
we then have to sell shoestrings or life insurance so as
to be able to eat. For all these reasons, but above all
because the Soviet Union was ours, the workers' republic,
we wanted to support it, without any ifs, ands, or buts.
The "militant" leaders of the Y.P.S.L. here too refused
to take this stand and maneuvered through a resolution
which gave them a chance to keep on attacking the
U.S.S.R. in their sly way as they had always done. It
seemed very funny to us that people who called themselves Socialists, should keep on attacking the only country in the world where Socialism was being built.
We began to see from these things that the Y.P.S.L.
leaders, these fake militants, were fighting against what
was good for the workers, just like Hillquit was.
After this convention the left elements organized
the Class Struggle Publishing Association, which carried
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on a sharp fight against reformism and gained influence
in several cities. This group was largely instrumental in
exposing the pretentions of the "militants" and helped
to discredit them as a force in the Socialist Party.
In order to understand the political growth of this
group, why they took the steps they did, it is necessary
to examine the major struggles in which it participated.
Only by going with us step by step in our fight against
these reactionary leaders of the Socialist Party and
Y.P.S JL., will the complete story be understood. In these
clashes the role of the various organizations is carefully
brought out. These next few pages contain the more
important examples.
What We Learned in the October, 1932, Hunger March

In October, 1932, a situation occurred which taught
us a great deal. A good percentage of our members were
unemployed. Several Yipsel families were living on relief.
The capitalist relief authorities in Chicago suddenly announced that relief orders were to be cut by 50 per cent.
Immediately, the slogan of the united front, which the
Unemployed Councils had been raising for months, occurred to us as the best means of' resisting this relief
cut.
This united front meant that all the unemployed workers' organizations, regardless of their beliefs or affiliations, should make a joint, united fight against the relief
cut. This seemed to us young workres to be a very good
idea. After all, didn't we all have stomachs alike, Socialists, Communists, Republicans and Democrats ; why
shouldn't we work together on this common issue? With11

out a doubt, the bosses would much more fear us if we were all together shoulder to shoulder, rather than if we
were all split up in three or four groups. We left-wingers
therefore decided to support this idea of united front
with all our strength, and we fought for it all the way
through.
The Socialist Party leaders, stunned by the ' magnitude of the cut and fearful of the resentment of the
unemployed should they stay out, allowed the party Central Committee to endorse the united front. But they
immediately began to scheme and maneuver to sabotage
the united front.
At a regular meeting of the County Executive Committee of the Socialist Party seven days before the march,
a motion to withdraw from and break the united front,
without any pretext whatsoever, was passed by a 7 to 3
vote over the stormy opposition of the left-wing minority.
The memory of that meeting, when the shameful decision to stab the workers in the back by splitting the unity
was made, stands out very sharply. There we were, we
left-wingers, unemployed workers, storming, shouting,
pleading that the Socialist Party should not betray the
hungry unemployed; and across from us sat the leadership, MacDonald juniors, only their names were Seskind,
Blumin, Hanock and Co. These were all highly-paid officials of The Forward, Socialist language press, all of
them receiving in the neighborhood of $60 per week.
They, these bureaucratic job-holders, dared to call themselves leaders of the workers, leaders of the unemployed,
while at the same time they carried out a real capitalist
anti-working class policy. It was then that we saw the deep
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gul f which existed between us, the workers, and them,
the misleaders. Socialist delegates to the C~t1CUS of Socialist unemployed groups, which was to be held the next
day, were similarly instructed to vote against the united
front.
At this caucus the next day ,a strange thing occurred.
The Socialist Party delegation, headed by Dreifuss, county secretary, made five consecutive motions, i.e., to hold
a parade a day after the Hunger March, to hold a march
the same day and the same place at a different time, all
motions designed to split the solid front of the workers.
The Socialist-led unemployed groups howled down these
suggestions and finally booed down their leader, Dreifuss!
One after another of the unemployed delegates got up
and said "We march." One Negro delegate said, "If the
Communists can get us bread then we are with the Communists." In spite of the sabotage of the Socialists
(among them Amicus Most, another militant!) 'the unemployed voted 78 to 18 to stay in the united' front!
Incidentally, a secret meeting of Socialist leaders took
place just before the unemployed caucus. Here Clarence
Senior, National Secretary of the Socialist Party, did
everything he could to spike the united front, saying
"Children have to be burnt many times before they avoid
the fire" and in similar ways sneering at the efforts of
the workers to reach unity. Senior, of course, is another
"militant."
The entire Chicago left-wing Y.P.S.L. in this situation
firmly and boldly fought for unity, and at the unemployed
caucus pledged their solid support to the workers. We
were openly threatened with expulsion because of our
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working class stand. In other words, the Socialist leadership wanted to throw us out, all of us, because we were
fighting too well for the workers. This was treachery.
Also, several party branches phoned the Socialist Party
office demanding that the Socialist Party officially participate in the march.
As a result of the mass pressure of the unemployed
and the rank and file Socialists, an emergency meeting of
the executive committee was called, at which the following significant statement was made by County Secretary
Dreifuss, "Unless we do something we may lose the
entire younger section of the Party." In other words, it
was not the question of aiding the unemployed workers
which perplexed them, but the fear of losing part of
their membership. The motion to re-enter the united
front was carried.
Three days before the hunger march, the relief authorities, through the capitalist press, announced in a troubled
tone "The unemployed show signs of organizing" (how
the bosses fear the united effort of the workers!) "something will have to be done. The relief cut will have to
withdrawn."
The threat of a united front demonstration had smashed
the relief cut. Nevertheless, on October 31st, fifty thousand workers demonstrated in a mighty hunger march,
the greatest which the city had ever seen. The thousands
of clenched fists which passed the city hall struck terror
into the hearts of the bosses.
It is important to note that here, too, some of the
"militants" continued their splitting tactics. On the day
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of the march, Amicus Most, under the authority of'
national office of the Socialist Party, tried to keep
Socialist divisions 500 feet from the other sections
prevent their mixing" and thereby trying to nullify
effect of the united front. This rotten attempt was
feated by the marching workers.

the
the
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What did we learn from all this? The lessons were
obvious. We learned that the bosses fear above all the
united strength of the workers ! We learned that the
Socialist leadership not only did not concern themselves
with the needs of the masses, but actually obstructed
and really helped the bosses by their policy of splitting
the ranks of the workers.
vVe learned that it was the Communists, through thick
and thin, who were forging the united front of all the
workers, mercilessly attacking any weaklings, any sabotage of united action.
There is another very important lesson which we
learned. Vie had always been taught that we lived in a
"free" democratic country; we thought that we had rights
of free speech and assemblage, and the Socialist leaders
had always said that we could use this "democracy" to
achieve Socialism, to defeat the bosses. But what did we
find when we wanted to protest against the relief cut?
We were refused a permit to parade by the Mayor and
police. Where was our right of free speech? When we
finally, through real pressure, forced the Mayor to give
us a permit, "nevertheless on the day of the march, thousands of police lined the streets with machine guns and
gas bombs and threatened constantly to smash up our
march.
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It is precisely this theory of democracy which will explain the despicable actions of the Socialist Party against
the workers. For if the working class can use this
"democracy" to achieve Socialism, then the most important task of the workers is to defend this "democracy."
But under capitalism, "democracy" can only be bourgeois
democracy; that is, the concealed dictatorship of the
capitalist class. This was proven to us by actual life; by
all our experiences, listed in this pamphlet. When the
Socialists shoot down workers demonstrating on May rst
(Germany, 1929), when they club workers demonstrating
for unemployment insurance (Milwaukee, March 6th,
1930), it is done under the slogan of defending the Republic, of preserving law and order (capitalism). We see
that this theory leads the Socialists to act in the same
manner as the capitalists. And it is because they attack
the workers, just as the Fascists do, while spouting Socialist phrases that they are given the name of' Social-Fascists.
This is best illustrated by the events in Germany. The
workers were told by the Socialist Party that to fight
Fascism they must defend "democracy." This formed the
theory of the "lesser evil," that is, the workers must support those parties and individuals who offered them more
"democracy." Obviously in such a theory, the question of
what class holds power is completely dismissed. This led
the Socialist Party to support Hindenberg as President
and he became elected with the help of the Socialist Party
-the same Hindenburg who later gove over the government to the Fascist, Hitler. So we see here a very clear
example of how the Socialist leaders actually pave the
way for the rule of Fascism, with their false theories
and threacherous actions.
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According to the teachings of the founders of Socialism, Marx and Engels, whom the Socialist Party pretends
to believe in, the State is an organ of the ruling class to
suppress the exploited class. Today, we can see for ourselves that the government attacks and suppresses the
working class. The very nature of the capitalist government makes it impossible for the workers to take
it over peacefully and use it to build Socialism. We know
that when we demonstrate for adequate relief or strike
for higher wages the government uses its police, its courts
to attack us and break our strikes. If we put up a determined struggle, then we are killed on the picket line,
put behind bars for years, etc. We can then imagine
what sort of mad beasts the bourgeoisie would become
if we were to attempt to take over power and take their
factories, mines and mills away from them. Only by overthrowing the State and putting in its place a workers'
State, will it be possible to do away with capitalism and
proceed to the building of a new society.
This was done by the Russian workers in 1917. There
they established a workers' State (the dictatorship of the
proletariat) which saw to it that the deposed bosses or
their agents did not harm the Soviet working class. This
dictatorship is a thousand times more democratic than
the greatest "democracy" of the capitalist countries. This
is so because it represents and works in the interests of
the overwhelming majority of people and against a small
minority of exploiters and parasites. In other words, there
exists in the Soviet Union a proletarian democracy,
democracy for the great majority of people.
But if we will listen to the Socialist leaders, all that we
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will hear is that there exists a dictatorship in the U.S.S.R.,
that there is terror, etc. The Socialist Party does not recognize any difference bewteen the dictatorships of Hitler
and Mussolini and that of the Soviet Union. They do not
see the difference in the class content of these dictatorships because they have long ago given up Marx's theory
that the State is an organ of' a ruling class, whether
that State takes the form of a dictatorship, democracy,
monarchy, or any other. But the Communists know that
the proletarian dictatorship fights for the interests of the
workers and farmers, while the fascist dictatorship, just
as bourgeois democracy, fights in the interests of the boss
class.
It is this fundamental difference, in regard to the character of the State, between the Socialist Party and the
Communists, that explains why the former fights in the
interests of the bosses and why the latter fights in the
interests of the workers. The very character and program
of the Socialist Party inevitably force it to betray the
interests of the working class.
When Roosevelt closed the banks in March; Hillquit
and Thomas went to the White House to congratulate
him, although Roosevelt's move caused thousands of depositors to lose their life's savings. For they consider
Roosevelt as "impartial," as someone acting, not in the
-interests of the capitalists, but above classes and for the
"people." Therefore they are against demonstrations at
relief bureaus, against militant struggles, because they
consider the government agencies to be "impartial"! All
that has to be done is to "reason" with them and everything will be all right.
18

It is only the Communists who realize the necessity
of fighting against the capitalist government, if the workers are to win their demands and their struggle for the
right to live like human beings. And it is only when
the workers adopt the tactics and program of the Communist Party in their struggles that they are able to
win more relief, higher wages and other concessions from
the ruling class.
One United May Day

On Thursday, March 23, 1933, the Y.P.S.L. City Executive Committee received a call for one united May
Day demonstration from the Young Communist League.
May Day (May r st ) is the historic labor holiday, on
which workers in all countries lay down their tools and
come out in demonstration, showing their solidarity with
the workers of every country, and further showing their
defiance of capitalism. Workers of many opinions, Socialists, Communists and others, have mass meetings. But
in the past, every group held its meeting by itself; and
the argument of the Communists for unity on May Day
seemed very strong. Surely on this day of all days, on
International Labor Day, all workers should unite in one
May Day celebration! SoThis was unanimously endorsed and the committee
called upon the Socialist Party to do likewise, and further
instructed all its delegates to the Socialist Party May
Day conference to agitate and vote for this united May
Day. On Sunday, March 26, at the Socialist Party Conference, Ed Weiner (City Secretary of the Y.P.S.L.),
Sylvia Arnstein, Sol Larks and Lila Wolman, all mem19

bers of the City Central Executive Committee of the
Y.P.S.L. at that time, as well as other Socialist delegates,
sought to raise the question of unity on the floor, but
were all ruled out of order by the Socialist leadership,
which deliberately refused to work for unity.
Shortly afterward, charges were preferred against
these four by Maynard Kreuger, who styles himself a
"militant" and after a farcical trial, full of' lies and prejudice, in which the whole substance was an attack on the
accused comrades for their minority opinions, the Executive Committee of the Socialist Party voted to expel them
from the party.
Of course, the Y.P.S.L. city organization refused to
see its leaders expelled wtihout a protest. The City Central Committee of the Chicago Y .P.S.L. voted to support
its leadership (15-4), to support the fight for unity and
to refuse to recognize the expulsions.
The Y.P.S.L. National Executive Committee took advantage of this situation, but not to support the city
organization in its struggle for unity. No, on the contrary,
they seized J this opportunity to vent their hatred
against the fighting Chicago Yipsels by suspending all
charters and appointing a committee headed by McDowell
( now national chairman of the Y.P.So.L.) to split and
smash the organization. This is the same McDowell who
regards himself as a "militant" and who gladly seized
the opportunity to act as executioner for the reactionaries in the Socialist Party.
Dancis, National Secretary of the Y.P.S.L., in speaking before the Y.P.S.L. State convention in Milwaukee,
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let the cat out of' the bag when he stated that the "cancerous growth in Chicago was cut out."
The committee carried through its work in Chicago
by expelling 90 per cent of the active membership in
Chicago. The original four expelled comrades appealed
the decision to the County Central Committee, but were
refused a hearing. The Chicago organization appealed to
the National Convention.
The young workers of America, workers in every organization, may well ask the question, why were we expelled? What was it in our actions, which the Socialist
leadership disliked? From the brief story of our experiences which we have written, it can easily be seen that
we carried on a good fight for the workers.
In the first issue of the Challenge (organ of the Y.P.
S.L.), one finds that Sol Larks was active in the Southern Illinois coal fields during the crisis which resulted in
the formation of the P.M.A. (Progressive Miners). On
the front page of the first issue, one learns of the splendid fight for the working class carried on by Ed Weiner,
Lila and Diana Wolman, and these same comrades are
then expelled!
Most damaging of all in this connection is an official
letter, written to Diana Wolman of the Chicago Y.P.S.L.
by Arthur McDowell, congratulating her upon her militant struggle and going on to the effect: "The Y.P5:L.
should have more fighters like you!" Whereupon she is
expelled.
When these expulsions took place, we immediately
made the statement that this action branded the Socialist
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Party and Y.P.S.L. as anti-working-elass organizations,
because they were driving out of their ranks precisely
those who fought for the workers, who fought against
relief cuts; who fought against higher bread prices. We
determined on this basis to make our appeal to the national convention. We said, "Let the convention decide
whether it wishes to be an organization which helps the
bosses, or fights for the workers."
The Socialist Party executive also received an invitation for a united -M ay Day. The dominant figure on the
committee, Maynard Kreuger, "militant," tried to maneuver on the question in order to be able to pose as
a "left." A committee was actually elected to "get information from the Communists." But Kreuger and his group
immediately got cold feet, sabotaged their own committee and from thence onward openly attacked the united
front idea. This open attack on unity drove many workers' organizations away from the Socialist May Day conference.
The expelled Y.P.S.L. groups retained their organization and continued to fight in the class struggle. They
continued to agitate for unity and showed their desire for
real unity by attending the Mooney Congress and by
marching in both parades on May Day, under the same
banner: "The Chicago Y.P.S.L. fights for the unity of
all workers' organizations."
The Tom Mooney Conference

At this time there came the famous call to the Free
T om Mooney Congress. This Congress had been called by
the Mooney Molders Defense Committee to rally sup22

port in the fight to free Tom Mooney, who, as one of
labor's martyrs, was framed up seventeen years ago and
has been in jail ever since. Mooney was active in labor
organizing and was therefore hated by the California
bosses, who arranged his frame-up on a charge of "dynamiting."
Sections of practically every labor organization in the
country participated in this Congress. The Socialist Party
and Y.P.S.L., however, true to their rotten anti-workers'
role, decided not to help in the fight for Mooney and
attempted to keep all Socialist workers out; but many
nevertheless came, including particularly the Chicago
Y.P.S.L.
George Smerkin, then National Secretary of the
Y.P.S.L., realized that what was going on was the betrayal of the working-class principles. He wished to
sharply and clearly bring to the attention of the entire
membership the fact that the expulsion of militant mernbers · was forever branding the Y.P.S.L.
It was decided by the left-wing that Smerkin would
best serve by attending the Free Tom Mooney Conference as a delegate from the Chicago Y.P.S.L. Srnerkin,
by accepting the credentials of the suspended organization very definitely placed himself on the side of those
who refused to accept the expulsions, and his attendance
at the Mooney Congress meant a sharp clash with the
right wing on the question of the united front.
Smerkin was removed from office as National Secretary by the leadership for participation in the united
front. The Philadelphia local of the Socialist Party sent
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delegates to the Free Tom Mooney Congress, despite
the decisions of the Socialist Party National Executive
Committee, which was to stay out, and received special
permission from this body after the Congress was over.
Socialist delegates from other locals and many Socialist
Party members representing other; organizations were at
the Congress. This shows that there was a very genuine
desire for united struggle in behalf of Tom Mooney
among the Socialist membership, but that the Socialist
leadership had made every effort to stifle this desire.
The Y.P.S.L. Convention in Reading

A national convention of the Young People's Socialist
League was held in Reading during August at which
there was very little reference to the working class. The
New Leader, Socialist organ, tells the story in its report
of the convention: "Student activities on a large scale in
high schools and colleges, official uniforms for members
of' the Y.P.S.L., and a new form of regional divisions
were the major measures dealing directly with the effort
to extend the League." These are the important issues at
a convention of a youth organization which calls itself
working class, meeting in the fourth year of the most
severe capitalist crisis!
Two days of sessions and the time about equally divided between a banquet, dance, play, parade and discussion of student work and uniforms for the members
of the organization. Despite this criminal frittering away
of time, the expelled Chicago section of the Y.P.S.L.
couldn't be heard. Pressure forced the leadership to give
George Smerkin, deposed National Secretary of the
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Y.P.S.L., the floor for fifteen minutes to state his case.
Smerkin sharply attacked the sabotage tactics of the
Socialist Party in united front efforts, pointed out that
the Socialist leaders were keeping the membership out
of struggle and called upon the delegates to adopt a
working-class position on united action.
The resolution adopted on the united front is really a
gem. The leadership, representing itself as "sincere" and
"anxious" for unity, display their sincerity by making
most of the resolution an attack on the Young Communist League and the Communist Party. In this way they
hope to widen the breach and prevent unity. This resolution goes on further to say that they demand a nonaggression pact! Why? They fear the criticism of the
Y.CL.! They want the Y.C.L. to promise to keep silent
about the anti-working-class role of the Y.P.S.L. leadership. To such a pact, of course, real fighters for the
working class will never consent.
Y.P.S.L. Convention -

N.R.A.

The way in which the question of NRA and youth was
treated at the Reading convention of the Y.P.S.L. graphically shows how far removed the Y.P.S.L. is from being
a working-class youth organization. To illustrate: It is
now well-known that specially severe attacks on young
workers are contained in the NRA. Many young workers,
boys and girls, are discriminated against, "exempted"
from the minimum wage provisions, which means simply
that they will be paid even less than the starvation minimum wages!
For instance, in the textile industry, youth who came
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under the classification "learners" and "apprentices" may
be paid as low as $6.00 per week. In the coal fields, the
youth who are employed chiefly as spraggers and slate
pickers are similarly exempted, and will be paid substarvation wages.
How did the leadership of the Y.P.S.L. treat this problem? Did they sharply condemn these discriminatory
attacks on young workers? Absolutely not. In the first
place, the resolutions committee report did not even mention one word concerning the problems of young workers
against discrimination under the codes. The problems
simply did not exist for the leaders of the Y.P.S.L. In
the second place, there was not even one minute's discussion at the convention about the National Industrial Recovery Act. There was "no time" for this "trifle." After
all, one had to have a banquet, parade, dance. One had
to discuss uniforms and salutes.

Let us approach the convention f rom another angle.
Since the employed youth were not considered worthy
of mention, perhaps the unemployed were? Again, no.
In spite of the huge ballyhoo of the NRA, we know
that the vast army of the unemployed remains. We know
that the great demand for unemployment insurance still
remains one of the central demands of the working class.
The problem of youth relief still remains as huge as ever,
if not greater. Discrimination against youth, refusal to
grant relief, assignments to flop-houses, must be combatted as vigorously as ever.
Did these questions, relating to the unemployed youth
come up at the convention? No. Nor a whisper about un26

employment insurance. Nor a hint of the problem of
youth relief.
How then can the leadership of the Y.P.S.L. dare lay
claim to the title, "young workers' organization," if the
needs of the young workers, employed and unemployed,
simply do not concern them?
Y.P.S.L. Leadership Fosters Jim-Cro~ism

Just about the time of the convention, an increased
wave of terror took place against the Negroes in the
South, with four Negroes lynched in two weeks. Attempts
were made on the lives of others. Did the Y.P.S.L. convention react to this? Not at all. Not a word on the lynch
terror; by their silence and inaction they give their consent to such lynchings. Even the case of the Scottsboro
boys, the nine Negro boys whom the Southern bosses are
attempting to frame up on the fake charge of rape, was
not discussed. '
The real attitude of the Y.P.S.L. and S.P. leadership
toward the Negroes is expressed by the Jim Crow discrimination against them which occurred in many Socialist halls (St. Louis; Hartford, Conn.; New Orleans) and
by the following quotation from the September issue of
The Torch, organ of the Y.P.S.L. in New Jersey, "Mullattoes are not necessarily inferior to the white race; in
fact, some of the greatest leaders of the Negro race have
been mulattoes. However, intermarriage is harmful socially, and leaders of both races admit it is not to be desired.
The races should be on a friendly and equal basis, but
should be kept separate in regards to intermarriage."
This is precisely the lynch attitude of the Southern
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"lily-white" boss class. This slogan of segregation is just
that weapon which the bosses use to crush down both
black and white. 1Here we find the real "Socialist" slogan
with regard to the Negroes-Segregation!

*

*

*

*

*

*

The real purpose behind all this maneuvering was to
prevent the appeal of the Chicago delegation from being
heard. As we noted before, we had appealed our expulsion to the convention. We had demanded our fundamental right of presenting our side of the case to the
convention.
'
The McDowell-Umansky leadership of the convention
feared precisely this appeal and therefore deliberately
sabotaged the work for the whole convention in order
to prevent our appeal from being heard. They will not
easily rid themselves of the stigma of this shameful action.
Summarized, what was this convention? It represented
aNew York machine--controlled meetings, gagging minority delegates. It represented a meeting which discussed
just about everything but the problems of the young
workers. The Y.P.S.L. National Convention by refusing
to hear the Chicago delegation, by voting to uphold the
expulsions of those who really fought for the workers,
definitely branded itself as an organization fighting against
the workers. The Y.P.S.L. had definitely stated that there
is no room for sincere young workers in the ranks.
We have shown through our experiences that the Socialist Party and Y.P.S.L. represent not working-class
organizations, fighting for the needs of the workers, but
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instead are groups which hinder and actually betray the
struggles of the workers. We have seen that the Socialist Party, while parading as a friend of the Negro, or a
supporter of Tom Mooney, or an organization which
struggles against war, in not one case tried to strengthen
the workers' struggles, but instead carried out a regular
splitting and betraying policy. At the same time through
our experiences, we have learned that the organizations
which best represent and lead the struggles of the working class are the Communist Party and the Young Communist League. These revolutionary workers' organizations carryon the day-to-day fights of the workers, for
the right to organize; the right to strike, for higher wages,
against wage cuts.
The Communist Party and Young Communist League
teach the workers that capitalism cannot be reformed,
'that the workers must build the Communist Party as
their revolutionary party until they are strong enough
to overthrow the capitalist boss system and build instead
a workers' and farmers' government-a Soviet America,
based on the experiences of the Russian workers.
The Communist Party and Young Communist League
continually carryon the fight for the unity of' the workers
on the basis of struggle, for united action for all workers'
demands. The Communist Party and the Young Communist League are the true revolutionary organizations of the
American working class.
Having reached these two conclusions, our course was
obvious. We decided that our place and the place of every
sincere young worker, was in the ranks of the young
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Communist League. For that reason, we decided to write
this review of our experiences.
We want to call upon every young worker, fellow or
girl, who is or will be going through these same experiences, to take his or her place by our side, in the ranks of
the only revolutionary organization of young workers,
the Young Communist League!
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