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comr OF LRPTER PREPARER AND MAIIED
&cco@ ANCE WITH REQUEST OF P.C.

: : l(arch 28, 1947.
Dear Comrade Cannong v )

You are doubtless acquainted by now with the statement in the circular addressed
by the National Chairman of the Workers Party to all members, dated March 8, 1947.
This circular states on page 10, paraé,raph 3' : .

®The references rade to Johnson in the 31714 circula.r do not correspond to the
facts as we lknow then. Whether or not Johnson has affirmed his complete solidarity
with the SWP on all questions except the Russian question, is his affair, and ome
the facts are made clear, is exclusively the subject of political Judgnent. In
view of all the other references made to Johnson, our PC at its last meeting
adopted a motion.to request - not to require but only to request - Johnson to ex-
press himself in writing on the references made to him in the circular of the SWP.
We awalt the response of Johnson who was unable to be present at that PC meeting."

!‘urthermore, at a meeting of the New York manbership held on March 12, 1947,
Comrade Goldman drew the request to the attention of the membership and went so far
as to concretize it, telling the membership tint Johnson had been requested to .
write & letter to. COmrade Cannon. Under the circumstances, I p"opose, in collabora~
 tion with Comrade Forest, to comply with the requast. o

At this stage, however, a letter which would merely nake corrections ‘in the
. SWP circular could have political implications anl effects among the rank and file
[-  which we are sure all parties to the unity discussions would regret. We therefore
F----%41l begin by making clear certain important points about which the writer of your
- circular did not think it necessary to infozm your leading cadres in that narticu-

t + lar circular. It omitted ts eay: - . —

1) That Johnson's first remark to you on entering the room was that he hoped
this would be the beginning of a long collaboration in the struggle against revi-
sionism of the type of the IKD and of the type of Shachtman and that a substantial
part of our conversa.tion proceeded along these lines. :

2') We made very clear to you ‘that the mnority rad not the slightest fear of
entering the SWP because of "the character of the regime and that we were confident
that a loyal, disciplined Minority with a serious political point of view would have
‘no fear of its point of view being »~~suppress'ed in the Fourth Interna'tional.

3) We stated also that the differerces between the WP Minority and the S"'P on
t~ the Russian question were !gerious enough." To this, you agreed. But we both
-~ consldered that our respective points of v:.ev.reprexnt'ed ‘Marxist analyses. Se~-
condly, that taking into comsideration the tasks of the Trotslyist movement in
the United States at the present time and the sitwation in the Iuternational ag a
whole, we were ready to accept the conditions which offered the basis for the task
, of uniting all efforts to build a mass party in the United States. You stated that
- you had read our documents on the American question and, although there were differ-
¥ - - ences of opproach, our orientation showed that to us in the U.S. the main task was
' the preparation of the party for the. coming American revolution.

¥Within that framework, we are now able to mrke the hecessary corrections re- A
garding the statements about Johnson in the SWP circular., We wish to say, however,
that in our opinion nothing said there required any special intervention on our
. part. At a certain stage the opportunity would have presented itself to infomm you

of any misconceptions or regrettable omissions on your part and we would have been
Quite satisfied to leave it to you to choose your time and place to correct any.
. 8érious misapprehensions these statements might have coused among your membershipe
‘We ourselves in discussions both in the leadership and in the. menbership te the
WP did not heSitate 3:0 give our ‘version nf what had happened a.nd to authori,ze ‘our
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PC to make the necessary corrections, wﬁie_h they did.

| The corrections to be made are as’ 'follovs- The ci'rculer states~

"Prior to the arrival of smith and Ted we had a meeting with Johnson. He
affirmed his complete politidal sclidarity with us on all questions except the
Russian question, and his earnest desire ts be given a formula that would facili-
‘tate his struggle and: open the road for um.fication. _

.We would like to state here tmat this meeting was an unofficial meeting ar-
ranged after the Minority had declared its unwillingness to have an official
meeting with the leadership of the SV Of all the discussions which led to ‘the
meeting our PC was informed. -The statement that Johnson affirmed his "cOmplete
pelitical solicarity" with us on all questions except the Russian question" is .
not correcte At that time, as Comrade Stein.will remember, we stated that we
preferred not to discuss the Americen position of the SWP but intended to do a
criticism of it which would be published in the internal bulletin of the WP«

"~ Yater in this letter we will take up the question of political solidarity. We are
_here merely dealing vith the facts of an 1nterview. o

- Where the statement says that Johnson showed "his eamest ‘desire" to ve given
a formula vhich would facilitate his struggle and open the road to unification,
4t ‘should be clarified as follows: We very sharply reproached tle representa-—
tives of the SWP for not having polltically intervened in the long drawn out dis-
cussions between the Majority and the Minority in the WP. We stated that one of
the requests of the WP Minority from the Extraordinary Party Convention would be
such a political intervention. It is only in this sense that we seemed to re-
. quest a "formula." fThe passage in the SWP circular is not in any way offensive
to us, but under the circumstances we think tmt it should be clarified.

 We presented a written ‘statement to the PC of the m= giving in outline an
account of the conversation with the SWP representatives. We attach a copy .of
the same, and if there is anything in it which is an ucfair representation of
_what a.ctually took place, we shall be only too glad if you would acquaint us with
the matter and we shall be ablé to correct it in wr:.ting, by statement or letter,

.. or in any other way that you might suggest. . _ s

In soction 3 of the circular, it is " stated that ”.‘th.é" formula was worked out
between the SWP leadership and Smith. You then go on'to says :

NThis formla was presented by Smith to Johnson and promptly accepted by hime

' At the same time he announced that he would accept it and carry it out in any

cage, regardless of the pomtion teken by the VP ma,]or:l.ty or any of its other
factlons. n ,

This is not quite correct. On the evening of Sunday, February 2, comrade K
of the SWP met us about seven in the evering and told us that Comrade Smith had -
discussed with Comrode Shachtman and wanted to see us immediately. Ve understood
from him that we should meet Comrade Smith and some members of the SWP. Immedi~-.
ately we refused to do so. e stated that in the capaclty in vhich Comrade
Smith was meeting us, we would not meet him in the compeny of members of the SWP.
Comrade K. informed Comrade Smith of this and Smith met.us alone. The circular
states that when Comrade Smith presented the formula to Johnson, Johnson ‘said
that he would accept it and carry it out in any case regardless of the position
teken by the WP uawrity or any other faction in the WP. This is incorrect. It
is to be coupled with the fact that a little later the circular statesy "Johnson
e.essdnnounced that he would accept the conditions in any case. Shachtman, con—
fronted by the resolute stand of Johnson with the prospect of remaining alone in
the party with the right-wing, spoke for the acceptance of the terms," _
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: 'abat actually occurred was this.. Comrade $mith presented to Jommson in ten
minutes the proposals that he had made to.Shachtmen,. and which he. informed John-
son, Shachtman had agreed to.- It .took Johnson Just ten seconds to agree, for ob-
"~ viously there was no queetion at all of raising or’ ansvrering the .possibility as
to what would happen if shechtnan who agreed would atterwarde disagree. All
‘the representatives of the SWP who lmve ever participated with'us in discussion
would be a2ble to inform you of our reiteration of the fact that in our opinion,
shachtman kas been perfectly sincere in hig desire for nnification of the or—
‘ganizations. Moreover, unification had been accepted hy.an overwhelming me.;)ority
--of our party. In the course of the diacuseions at-the plenum, ‘however, vhich Com-
‘rade Smith at tended, (:omrade Johnson fomd it necessary to make the following
.statements : A S cEoLl : .
"In the rpsolution of the ﬂP minority it ms 'b_een clea.rly established tIat our
.. attitude to Cannonism in quote is not the attitude of the majority .of the WP.

_ ¥urther, as far as you wish to take any. essnranoe of 'it, there is not a.single
member of the minority in the WP who is scared of going into the SWP without the
-majority of the WP. We have:.no need to pick.up.scraps of unity in an. undignified
mamer because less tha.n two weeks ago we had the opportunity of going into the
- 'SHP and the pre-conference with all privileges. We informed the 2C.of. thet.and
of h-hr.ndisouaeions, informed the.SWP of .our. position that - we would inform: the
“leauership of.the WP, Ve did so. .I do not expect ... and those who, think like

- him to understand that all our actions have 'been motivated by political principle
_and the necessity to try to advance in every wogr possible the correct function~

‘ing of the. preconference... the right of all-its members and prospectﬁva members,
therein included the. exietence of the P mjority." - .

. We take this opportunity of saying . tlat nothing’ that is said in this circular
.-is ,to be interpreted as reflecting in the slightest degree upon the good faith -

- -of COmrade Smith. We worked with Him as closely as. possible. Ve appreciated

. 'to the full the difficult sitvation in which he was placed. e would 1like here
%o atete thnt we ccnsidered his various procedures taken e.s ‘a whole to’ be a
credit to the movement._ - ‘ A R .

This, we .think, takee care of the fa.cte about which thore is dispute, and we
.vould 1iloe to repeat in fairness to you that we are preparod to. dig into our me-
mories and archives te correct and recorrect them to the last comma until every-~
‘body is satisfied. iany of these. facts, we should note, have been repoated to
the New York membership by Comrade Forest who was aliowed special time for so
. doing.f We append a copy sf her prepe.red speech.

glarification, however, 'being on the order of the daw, we ta.ke this opportuni-

~ +ty to clarify certain.issues upon which the Minority is extremely anxious that

-you and your leading cadres and.for tlat matter your whole party should k:now
.where we eto.nd. A . , _

1) 'J,'he question of “complete political solidarity on 'all. q'uestions except the
-_Rnssio.n question" with the SYLP. : . . _

comrade shachtman in his cimumr states ﬂT’hether or not J‘ohnson has affirmed ’
_his complete political solidarity. with the SWVP en all ‘questions except the -
_ Russian question is his afrair, a.nd ence the fodts are. mde clear, is exclusive—
1y the su‘bject of political ;judgnent. . : : - .

» ’l‘he pohtical opi ﬁ.ons of the VP Minority in relation not only to the I'IP
Majority but to the SVP are stated in the resolutions which were submi tted to the
“last convention. Then we change our political opinions on any of tlese questions,
- 'we shall do so in writing and in a manner suitable to the particular political '
- £lrcumstances in which we .find ourselves.  .In eur personal discussion with you,
you shoved that you were a.cquainted with these docvments. We take your statements
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that we are in complete solidarity with you on all political questions to mean )
what any person in a non-factiogal situation would take them to mean. But inag-
much as the questionlns been raised, we would like to reiterate that we find our—
selves in camplete solidarity with you in the main question, the strategic ap-
proach to the American question especially as ocutlined in your speech delivered
to the 12th National Convention of the SWP and printed in the Fourth Internation-
al of February 1947. In the course of seven years in the WP, the Minority has ’
developed certain conceptions which it  considers of great importance for the
International movement as & whole and for the movement in ‘Ameriea in particular, \
We are now engaged in clarifying what has been a most important experience in :
regard to all aspects of building the party in the U.'S. 4s we told the repre-
sentatives of the SWP in the first discussion, we believe we have a contribution
to make. Ve look formard to the opportunity of bringing them beforg comrades
who share with us certain fundamental conceptions, and through the movement to.
the American masses who in the last annlysis will decide what is correct or in-
correct in the proposals of the Marxist party. - '

It is necessary, however, to clarify our attitude up to the moment when the
unity negotiations were officially broached bty Comrade Smith. The Minority kad .
determined to concentrate all its efforts on making & serious struggle for the
unification of the two organizations at the coming Extraordinary Party Convention.
We believed, &s we had already stated in all our resolutions, that at the back of
the refusal of the SWP to contemplate unity was a false calculation of its forces,
that it was calculating them in-relation to the forces of the WP and not in rela-
tion to the tasks of the revolutionary movement in the United States, And we
--made it clear that this particular misconception of the SWP, vhich was probably
shared by the Intermational, would be our special target for the next period in
order that the comrades in the Intemational and the members of the SWP might be
- brought to see the problem as we saw it. At the moment, however, that unifica-

tion was seriously proposed, as a possidility, we immediately changed our tactics.,
- Whereas previously our emphasis had been on criticism of the SWP, the same ideas
would now take the form, particularly in a unified-organization, of positive
proposals. We therefore withdrew a section of a document on the miners strike
which had been written before the proposals of Comrade Smith, and it has been pudb-
lighed in thet form. We considered that at that time and hemceforth these ~
1deas should be stated in a different way, particularly bacause we had not had
the opportunity to develop our ideas in comradely association and mutual influ-
ence with the leaders and members of the SWP. o '

‘2). The Minority would like to clarify also its position on the Russiaiques-
tione In our opinion the differences on the Russian question go very deep and it
has been clear to us for a long time that they encroach upon the general politics
of the Intermational. However, so long as our particular struggle was devoted
mainly to resistance against and exposure of the political positions of the WP,
we did not emphasize more than was necessary our differences with the Interna-
tional. Now, however, that unity, in our opinion, is assured, not only in the
YeSe but in the International as a whole, we propose to make very clear to the
International what are the consequences of what we consider to be their entirely -
false position on the Russian Question. In the SWP circuler it is stated that
the line of the Fourth has been "brilliantly analyzed in the new theses of Ger-
main on the Russian question." *In our opinion, the thwsesof Germain represent a .
serious blow to our movement, particularly because they use a method and arrive
at conclusions which we cannot for one moment conceive as ‘being acceptable to
Comrade Trotsky. This the Minority proposes to express in no unequivocal terms.
But at the same time we wish to affim our considered political judgment, which
is that in the U.S. these questions cannot and should not ‘be allOwed to disruph
the work of building the American party. - : : '

3)  On the question of regime, the Minority, particularly in its resolution
on The Task of Building the Bolshevik party, has made its position absolu:abgly
- 15
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'clear. We would 1lke to add here tte follewing. We approach the prodlem of
fusion on the begis of the principles of our movement and the precedence of poli-
tics over organigzation. Vhen we state the llinorit,;, but for its recognition of
the political necessity of unity, would have had no hesitation whatever or fears
to fuse with the SWP, we were no} defending the regime of the SWP. It is neither
the first hor the primary concern of the Minority in the WP either to attack or
to defenrd the rezime in the SWP. We have based ourselves always upon this« In
our opinion, to state or to imply that in the Fourth International, a particular
regime could stand in the way of the developieat of the revolutionary movement,
irrespective of the rightness or wrongness of political positions, was a reflec-
tion not against persons but against the very principles, traditions and perspec—
tives on which our movement is based. That there have been and always will dbe
organigational difficulties ir a revolutionary movement we are aware of, We do
not in the least underestimate that, but we put them in their place and, least
of all, are we prepared to accept infomation and instructions in politica.l con-
duct on these questions from some of the examples we have been permitted to ob-
8O6XVe.,

- It is on this besis, convinced that the future of the movement in the U.S. de-
" manded first of all the wnification of the two parties, tlrt we refused under all
circumstances to take part or encourage or countenance any split of any kind.

We considered the refusal to wmify a fom of split. e held to our position,
confident that.an international conference of the movement which, not only in
theory but in actions during the past years, had proved its adherence to the
principles of the Fourth International would come to the correct conclusions To
have doubted this would have been to doubt far more than the good or bad faith,
the correct or incorrect judgment of any individuals. And we held to this point
of vWiew when it seemed nothing more 'thon the fantasies of stratospheric vision-
ariess It is with this method that we approach the problem of the proletarian
revolution, it is with this method that we approached the question of unification,
and all problems that will arise in a revolutionary movement with differing

- political opinions. You will recall tlat when we visited you, which we did only
after the WP plenum had decided to accept the offer in principle, that there

were suspicions that the offer on your part was only a maneuver in the attempt

to win over the Jolnson Minority. We told you that we did not belleve that it
wag a maneuver and we should add ot once that our conversation convinced us
completely of this and of your absolute sincerity in desiring the unification.
But we made it clear that if by any chance it should tura out to be a mwmeuver,
the policy that we had held to so firmly in the past would be continued by us. :
You are able to judge by this that the firmness which we have exercised in holding
to our position, which our faction had arrived at only after the most careful -
consideration, will not be lessened but only intensified in the struggle for the
integration and the consolidation of the unified parties as a preliminary to the
building of the mass Trotskyist party in the U. S. _

There is, unfortunately, another question to which we find ourselves compelled
to refer. In the circular of Comrade Shachtman, there is one statemeat which runs
as followsg "Johrson protesting...that he and his political friends." And later
in the same paragraph, there occurs the phrasc "Johnson and his fricads."

This circular by Comrade Shachtman circulates not only in the WP dut also in
the ranks of the SWP and in the International. This characterization of the
Minority as "Johuson and his friends® is unfortunately not new in the WP, But it
will give to others a political impression of our teadency which it is our d.uty '
to digpel.

The Johnson Minority began in 1941 with an opposition to the theory that Russia
was a Burcaucratic Collectivist State. At that time we stated clearly that the
theory of Burecaucratic Collectivism was bound to have serious consequences for
the Marxist development of the party a:d for this rcason, we held ourselves
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A8 never allowed their pelitical hostility to the line of the leadership to affect
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strictly aloof from the Carterites despite the fact tmat they vwere, like us, for
defeatisn wunder all circumstances. In December 1942, a jority of the WP lead-
ership supported theses which were the basis of the resclufion on the Natiomal
Question, finally adopted by the 1944 Convention. fThe Uinority immediately at-
tacked the theses amd made an exposure of the false political princivles on
which they were based. Ti:is we did at 2 time when we were completely isolated
from the ZTuropean movement, ard cur articles in the April and Yoy 1943 issues of
the Nevw International represent a comprehensive position on the Buropean perspec-
tive vhich are still the basis of our approach,

During this period the Minority developed its position on the Russian ques-
"tion by the most comprehensive study of the Russian econony ever undertaken in
the Fourth-Intermational. Ye studied and applied to the problems of the dsy
dialectical materialism as the philosophical basis of Marxism and published also -
studies in Marxian political ecoromy which have appeared both in the public press
and in intemal bulleting. In the discussions vhich preceded the 1944 conven-

- tion, differences began to appear upon the American question. We were not
anxious to accentuate differecnces. Ilater, however, the theory of retrogression
began to run unchecked in our movement. In our opinion, its influence was made
clear in the approach of the WP Majority to the American question and we developed
our position on the American gquestion which took final form in our resolution

at the convention of Moy, 1945.

Ue devoted great care to the serious problem of translating the ideas of the.
Marxist party into such terms and into such a form as would enable the jmerican
workers to grasp within the context of their owm mational experience the essence
of Bolshevisme To this urgent task, which we called the Americanization of
Bolshevism, we devoted a preliminaiy document entitled "Education, Agitation and
Propagendalt . '

We have made during the years a serlous study of the Negro question in the
United States and in our opinion have made the theoretical elucidation of the
principles on which Lenin and Trotsky approached this question. By study we do
- not merely mean the study of books and resolutions but we have been careful to
integrate with these the expericnces of the movement and particularly of those
comrades in our tendency who are in the orgenized labor rovement and have sought
in the combination of theory and practic the reasons for the failure of the
Trotslcylst movement in the United States tc grow in correspondence with the
tremendous radicalization of the American workerse.

In our opinion, the reception which the theory of retrogression met with in

- the WP marked a decisive stage in our differences with the Majority. We devoted
ourselves to as complete a refutation of this monstrosity as was possible to us
and we came to the coaclusion that it was necessary to draw as shorp 2 line as
possible between us and them. That we did. ' '

Our political line and organizational procedure on the question of unifica-
tion you are now familiar with. We have also worked out a method of coadue ting
factionel struggles which we belicve of great importance not only to the Auerican
' movement but to the International as a whole. At the last convention seventy-

. five members voted for us which was at that time approximately one-fifth of the
voting membership. o i

We hope therefore that it will be clear to you that the tendency which hag
‘now reconstituted itself as a faction does not consist of "Johnson and his
friends." This work could not have becn done, it could not cven have been con-
ceived of, over six turbulent years except as a struggle for political principles
~and ideas. As you will be able to julge, a substantial number of our nembership
arc among the best and hardest working, most devoted comrades in the TP and mve
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their devoting. That, with your experience, you will recognize as a very high
gualification of those which go to moke a good party member., ¥We take the liberty
of stating a remark made by Comrade Smith after he had met and discussed with
individuzl members of our tendency. He stated that it was a curious tendency in
that it was interested in theoretical questions and yet had a serious attitude to-
ward the building of the party.. That is not at all an accident. For us in this
. particular period, such a combination is a necessity for all who claim to be
Marxist revolutionaries. Our numbers may be smell but their relationship to.the
Torces which we hove to overcome is infinitely smaller than the relationshBp of
the forces of the party to the forces of American and world imperialism. The
petty—-bourgeoisie has always becn frightened oy the relationship of numbers. Ve
have never been. .

¥ith revolutionary greetings and hopes for a fruitful unification at the earli-

est possible moment that will be satisfactory for all parties,

Jy R. Johnson
F. Forest
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(The foregoling liarch 28, 1047 letter of Comrndes
Jolmson and Forest to Comrode Cannon wns preseénted
to the meeting of the Politic~l Committee of tre -
WP on March 28, 1947, Lt the meeting of the
Politicnl Comm ttee on April 3, 1947, Comraode
Shachtmnan asked a number of cuestlon% for the
record, to which Comrade Johnson replied, The
sald questions and answers follow,)

SHACH“A: ‘After our lqst meeting, thnﬂon mﬂde a’ few slicht _
carrevtions ln the letter, which 1s now Incorporated in the PC minutes.
The formcl stotus of the letter is thot it is presented to thre
Commi*tee..

I uould like to ask two questloﬁs on it, On poge 1 of;our;copii
of the lstter sent by Johnsoﬂ znd Forest to Cﬁnnon, 1% rends in part:
"Johnsont!s first remark to vou (that 1s, Cannon) on enterine the room
(that is, where Johnson met with Cannon) was that he hoped this would
be the beginning of a long collaboration Ia the struggle against re-~
‘visionism 5f the type of the IXD.md of the type of Shnchtman and
that a substantial part of our conversation proceeded nlong thése
lines," liy question 1s thls: Did Johnson In any of hls reports to
the PC on meetings he held with the C~ﬁnani+es, the SWp, lnclude in
the reports thot he had nrop0°ed a bloc to the SuP'ndainst~the WP? .

JOHNSON ¢ The_dnswer is no. _

SHACHTMAN: My second qupstion. In his cire ular to the sWwp, -~
X clalnms categorlc”le that J-hnson informed the SVP that in the event
the WP did not accept the proposal of Smith on tﬂa unity question nnd
the EPC, Johnson was nrepnred to leave the %P with hls supporters and
join the SWP., Since this is one ﬁ; the mzin cues ions that ~ll our
members are interested in with regard tp the X ciprcular and since in
my opinion it is not sdecuately 3“ prgjerlv denlt with in Johnson's

" and Forest's letter to Crnnon, I want to ask the following simple

question: Did Johnson or Forest 2t any tlime mnke such a commitment
to the SYP comrades or s“"v"n'fhinx that would warront X in ncking
that claim? . T !

JOHHSOH: The cues+ion is qdeouatel* denlt- wi*h 1n *he letter'
and previous communications t2 the PC. That 1s all. :

SH ChTM:‘. I would like to put this in the record~-

McKINNEY: I would like for thqt question to be asked Jphnson
precisely as X put 1t In the circulqr, without nny decoratlons, X
says deliberately and ﬂ”tegorlcﬂl’" in the clrcular that Johnson
made ceértain stqtaﬂentgfo iim. I would 1llke Jahnizon to sny, aid qp
or did he not mnke thet stotement, I would like %9 inﬂigt oan a yos

B d

or "no" answer to the statement in the I werUL”r-' )
SHACHT\A_Q Walt a minute - let me onulude first, Since this
1s a simple ~nd direct question In which 41l members of the party nre
Interested and in which the political honesty end integrity of John-
son ond Forest are involved nnd siﬁue nst only I but mnany other com-
rades feel that the cuostion is nst properly and adequately denlt
with in Johnsont's letter to Connon, the refusal of Johnson to nnswer
the gquestion directly and honestly ns represented by his dirlom~tic
reply to my question, casta doubt. in wmy opinion for the first tims
dlrecbly o Johnsgonts leyalty to the committee and the pnxty and ob-
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‘scures the problem of unity whlch Johnson has professed to want to
m2intain In full clarity., I therefore ask the question agnin for™a
straightforward and not n diplomntic answer. Is there any wabranty

_or basis for Cannon having made the clnim thot Johnson committed him~
self to splitting his group from the WP and Jolning the SWP under

.the circumstonces Indicated by Connon? , «

.o "JOHNSON: In the past, Jphnson and Forest hqve nlwq"s kept the
PC nnd the party fully 1nfonmed on 2ll questions denling with negotia~
-tions or discussions with the SWP or other representntives of the-

CIC concerning unity. 1In ow oplnion, however, the question in the

Committee has now reached =2 stcge where what ls nt issue 1s the dis-

. ecrediting of 2 political opponent and not the advancement of unifica-
tion or the clarification of the membership of the porties concerned
and of the Movement.,. To the same degree that consistent with
politic"l principle we did everything possible in the past to advonce
the polliticnl struggle for the unificatlon of the two parties, so now
we do rnot propose to assist the Committee in diverting the discusslon,

- We would, however, remind the Committee that the relatlons of Johnson
-and the m1nority as o whole to the Committee and the poriy have a
long history. We nare prepnred to go Into it only, however,, when 1t
-will have been made plnin to all concerned who forced the issue, what -
purposes it wns Intended to serve and those who forced it are pre-
pared to bear the full respoasibiliuy of the consequences, Ve are
not prepared ﬂt thls stoge to mnke any statements other thon those we
have made or protestnations of loyclty to this cormittee. If the

"Committee 1s dissatisfied with our stctements on the questiIons at '1s-

sue,. it 1s in commané of a sufficient majority to tnke whatever steps

- 1t pleases.  (The obove stntement, which was read by Johnson, was

signed by both Johnson nnd Forest,)

~ _ SHACHTMAN: I have nothing more to add at thls time than two
- comments3 B ' 4 : _

- One: It requires a high degree of cournge to nccuse
’me, whose record on unity is so flawless that even Johnson hns re=
peatedly acknowledged 1t, an acknowledgment which he is evidently pre-
paring to withdraw for hls own politicql purposes, of trying to util-
$ze the situntion for the purpose of 2 political attack on the John-
~son group in view of the now established fact that Johnson, behind
the back of the Commlttec, behind the back of the party and behind the
back of hls owvn faction, proposed m unnrinclpled bloc with the SWP
for the pu"pose of combntting tke WP,

o TWO’ Precisely because Johnson so deterninedly
‘eVﬂdes a simple nand straightforward questlon to which the interests
of the party as 2 whole require n slmple and sircightforward answer., e
I can come to only one conclusion: that Johnson, in flagrant- repudio-
tion of what he set forth as hls principled position in opnosin" the )
1den of the Goldmnanite corrades lcaving the SWP to joln the WP, did - «
“ make a2 commltment to the SUP thnt under the cir“u*st"nces described
" in the circular of X, Johnson would split from the P and joln the
SiP., The prosecution of our course for unity between the t\o prrtles
" 1s not only not in conflict with the necessity of drawing ‘the Holitlc-
~ nl conclusions from this in the /P as a whole but rnquires that the
party as a vhole drnw these coqclugions.

The suggestion in Johnson's 1last reply that the PC _
~becﬁuse it is dissatisfled with his declaration con tnke whntever or—
- genizationnl measures it wants agninst him is n contemptlble "sugg
~ tion becnuse it chows that he hqg forpotten slready what party he is
n mamhan a e 1543
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(At the Politicnl Cormmittee meeting of Aprll 3, 1947,
n motion wns mode ty Gatés to "inform the party mem-
bership of ths situntlon which h-as arisen out of
Jolnsonts refusol to mswer the question directly .
whether or not he intends to split the porty." Tals
motion wns lald on the table becnuse the members of the
PC deslired more time In whkich to consider the whole
question, Subsequent to thet meetling, severcl New
York Locnl brenches cdopted resolutions csking for in--
‘formrtion nbout or the publication of the letter of
Jolmson and Forest to Cannon in view of the Importance
? the subjest nnd of the rumors curfent in the party
- about it., These letters were presented *o the PC at
-1ts meeting of April 10, 1947, by the Secretarint
without recommendntion, Apter walting for Johnson to
toke the initintlve in proposing that his letier be -
‘made public to the party membership so that it "would
know exactly where he and Forest stand, and after
seeing that nelther Johnson nor Forest proposed to
moke thelr letter available to the membership, a mo=
tlon to send the lsatter to the membership was made
by Shachtman ~nd adopted by the PC with Johnson ab-
staining on the motion, o o :

. (Following this a letter by Goldmon to Shnchtmon,
which had just been received, was read into the re-
cords of the PC. DBecause this letter ls germ-mne to
the question, 1t s also beling sent to the membe rship.

. It is set:forth in full below,) : IR

April 8, 1947.
Denr Max£ .

With reference to Johnson: _ )
By no means should ycu %trent his faflure to answer in 2 stralghtfor-
ward manmmer ns something of great Importance which should become the
basis of a party discussion. Th2t would play right into the honds of
Cannon since there would be nothing better for him thm o squnbble
in our party agoinst a minority that spparently wants unitv with him
under all circumstances, i .
A stotemont 1s called for but the statement should meoke 1t clear that
we cre not nttncking Johnson for his desire to unlte with Carinon un-
‘der =11 circumstances. He has that right and if he thinks It is es-
sentlnl for the revolutionary movement we must respect him for his
attitude regardless of what we think of his sanitye.

The center of our ~ttaclk on him should be that in OUR PARTY it 15 dis-
graceful to act In a dishonest manner, for the slmple re~son that
hone sty is respected and no one would consider him na traitor to the
party if he thinks he should join with Crenon. It is.in Cemnonts
porty where dupllclty of that type hos to be prncticed, JFven in th-t
party I dAid not hesitate to st-te almost inso meny words that I would
join the WP if there is no unity. The howling of the jnckals followed
ow statoments. In our party we would not howl ~t ~ny one who belicve.
that his ploce 13 with Cnnnoni we would regret 1t ond try to dlgsunde
him but we would not howl =t him, In such a porty therefore +heye V&S
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no necessity to dissimulnte,

In frot we are building the kind of 2 party where even those who de-
sire to split can s~y so openly, .

- Johnson Insulted our party by his attempt to decelve., Johnson shows
in faoct that he does not belong to our party. ‘ ‘
We must utilize his conduct to impress upon every young comrade that
In our party honesty need never be feared, o
I do not like the kind of stutements mnde by Al Gates, that 1s, that
he 1s afrald to discuss unlty in Johnsont'!s presence. We have nothing
to conceal, On thlis question we nre abaolutely honest and Cannoii him-
- self con be present ot our meetings if he so desires., e permitted
7~ Smith to be present and everybody should have known that everything
i We sald would be reported to Cannon, ' '
- Be sure to Include In any statement you 1issue Johnson's stntements
- to the PC 1f .they nre approprinte, Be sure also to emphasize Johnson'g
- right to think as he does and to erphaslze that our position on unity
- 1s not changed in the least, 4nd do not moke the stctement too long.

s

\ Yours,

-o o Al
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THT WRCIZ ROAD

By ax Shechtman
LR B : '

1 agree entirely with Goldman's letter and, I think, so will every thinking,

) *, corrade in the party. Johnson!s conduct, which only mud-
dies un the waters of umity, comels a change ir our attitude toward him. But
yrecisely tecause of that, it is worthwhile underlininz, at the very outset, the
oint made oy Goldmen: it does not ard it should not chanze our attitude tcvard
*ne questica of unity with the 8.2, That policy was decided upon @ us & long
Lime g0 -ftor objective consideration of ke provlem. It vas we vhe initiated
it to tezin with, and not Joknsonr it was we vho worked out every staze of its
development, 2xzd not- Johnson; it vas we who did ali that was proper ard neces—
sary to oring it about, and rot Joknscn; and at 2ll times Johnson played a posi-- ’
tive role in the fight for unity only to the extent that he suppcrted our point
of view. 424 up to recently, it was precisely our policy that Johnson supported
all the way throuzh. It would be utterly absurd for us to be svayed from our
unity policy by such things &s Johnson's recent conducte As in the case of the
circular letter of X, we need only expCse it to the light of day. That is our
rethod and everyone in the movement weuld be well-advised to emulate it. That
Jobason, with even less reascn than X, preferred that his letter remein unkmown
‘to our party membership is urderstandable from more tlan one viewyuint; some
pulitical documents, like certain flewers, do better in the derk thsn they do in

mnlight. As in the case of X, Joknson's letter merits & few comments. The
following will be emough for the time being.

I.~ Jchnson is prepcring a politicel capitulation to the SiP. This is clear
not only from the undignified hunility - it is mere accurdte to sey obsequious—
ress-of his letter but by that is much more importent, its pclitical coatent.
This pclitical capitulaticn, as I tried to point cut some time ago, has decn in
preparation for mere than a year. The only difforence. now 1§ thats we have
“brought it into the open vhere everyone can sce it and judge it.

'Where two groups or tendencies, regerdless of their political origins, ap-
proach each other pelitically after a period of time (in which events, reflec~
“tion and mutual influcnce pley their parts), and eventually fird a more or less

common political lire, tkere can be no tolk of cepit:lation on either side. That

is not the case here. W%hat is lacking in Johnson's bloc with the SUP against
the WP is a basis in principle, and tl2t meocns everything is lacking. Herce, we

are desling with a cepitulation. That Johrson khas much in coumon with ‘the line .

of the SWE is not to be denied. But what is decisivewin this .case is that-.Joln-

son has in the past poriod been steadily ard, from a political point of wview, un~
justifiedly bent his own line in order to make tle capitulation ncssitle. The

STP has done its shere, toc, but the trath is that the share of the SP does nct

begin to be as great as the share of Johuson. ' ’ ‘

The share of the STP in easing Jommson inte a capitulation is represented by

two obvious Focts. Tuae first was the statement of the SVP Pelitical Comnmittee’

to its last convention ("Revolutionary iarxism vs. Petty Bourgeceis Revisicaism®) . -
Novhere in thet statement was any rerererce made to Joknsoa or his pclitical posi-
tion or his groupe. The statcment called upon the internstional Trotskrist move-
ment to reject categforically our party's positicn en Pussia and, so to speck,

to outlaw the theory of bureaucratic collectivism frcm the rewlm of Marxist
thousht, if not from the Marxist movement itselfs No such harsh treatmont was
proprced for the theory thet Russia is a foscist-capitalist state. That theory

of Jolnson vng not even mentioned. : o

The second is more recent. It is the dissemination by word of mouth in the
SWP of the view that in our party Johnson rupresents the "left wing."™ It is true
that thoge reponsitle four diseaminetine +his joke Ao =n* +hemsalves take it seri-
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ously. Anyone vho knews anythins about the SiP lecdership is awvers that it has
" no_use wnatcoever for the pcliticel tendency represented by Jolmson because, at
bottem, Johrsonis varieiy of sectaricnism and revalutionsry phrasemonzering
may have a dceremonizl" valuz in the eyes of the SiP but no precticel value. 7This
novel characterization of Johnson, however, does have practical value or at
least a practiccl purpose. : . oo

Johnson!s contribution to the bloc is far more substential and represents a
rezl capitulation, Ee is not prowd of it, because in his ostensibly candid re-
ports' to our PC of his ccnversations with the SiP leadership, he aveided any re- -
ference to it; and, e&s all the members of the Johnson faction mew, he did not
inform them of his propesal or get their authorizaticn for it. A very wnpromis—
ing blec indeed vhich has to be cooked tp in this dark wayl

However that rcy be, we know about it now. e learn from Johnscnls letter
that his “first remark" to the SiP leadership when he met with it "was that he
hoped this would be the beginning of a leng colleboration in the struggle
against revisionism of the type of the IKD and of the type of Shachtmen.' Tt

the SiP leadership scid about this humble proposal for a bloc ageinst it, has not
- yet been revealed. As recently as our last party convention, Johnson indig~
- nantly and vehemently denounced as slanderous the charge made by some of us thet
he vas preparing a political cepitulation to the SVP, that he was ir inc reasing-
ly substzntial political agreement with the SiP or, mere accurately, that he .
was bending his line to the point where it would be closer to the SWP than to use
Comrades in vwhose memory Jchnson!s outraged denials are still fresh can Judze
for themselves whether Johnson!s proposal today for a "long collaboration®

1

with the SUP against us is a capitulation or note

 The question of who now acknowledges political solidarity with whom is clear-

1y enoush answered, in spite cf the distasteful diplomatic longuage tiat belong s

enywhere but in our movement. Johnson dorrects X for writing that Johnson af-

- fimmed his *“complete political solidarity" with the SVP on all questions except
the Russian cuesticn. Johnson did not affirm this - at the particular meetirg
referred to by X. A most important cerrections he affirmed it at snother nee t—-

‘ing. Therefore, he writes, "We take your statemcnts that we are in comnlete
solidarity with you on all political questiens to mean what any person in a
non-factional situation would take them to mean." (Non-faction:l situation or
factional situation, an elementary knowledge of the Znglish langunge ensbles
ényone vho hears that "we are in complate solidarity with you on all political
questions" to teke that to meen that...there is complete solidarity on all poli-
tical questicass) ".,.we would like to reiterate that we find ourselves in com- -

“plete solidarity with you in the main question, the strategic approach to the

American question especially as outlined in your (Cennonmts) speech delivered
to the 12th National Convention of the SWP and printed in the Fourth Interna-
tional of February 1947,." ' S

So, barring the Russian question, Johnson is in complete solidarity with the
WP on all »olitical questions end especially on the anelysis of the situnation
.and the tasks in the U.S. ‘hoever may welcome this conversion, must at the some
- time acknowvledge that it is so recent as to fall into the category of overnizht
chenges.  The SWP position on the situation in the U.S. was knowma at the time
of its last convention, November, 1946, Cennonts speech, outlin_ing—;'this Posi~
tion, was made public in the Fourth Internationsl at the very bteginning of the
- year sihortly after the miners strike. Ve have the rizht to assume that Johnson
~was acquainted with the "strategic approach to tke American question" of the
SWP “"especially as outlined in your spcecho" But in spite of this fact, John—
- 8on was able to write practically yesterday, tlat is, on Jamuary 11, 1947, the
. -following stern judgment, not only about us but about the SWP as well; "Yeither

‘the WP nor the STP has the faintest conception (v emphosis, MeSe) of what is -
- propaganda for ¢ social program today in the U.S." (5P BULLETIN, VolsII, No. 1,

pPe 22). .54-7



ol Sl . .

Thet is not.all that Jchneon wrote ebout the SLP in Ja_nuardy 1947 for publica=
tion in Feoruary 1947, Thet is all that he &llowed to appeer in the party _
BULLZITIA, but it is net 21l thet he orizinally vrcte. Boiween the writinz about

the SUVP and the mimeozrephizz of the writing, trere iztervened the new prospect
fer waity. It is now vrliuin thmt for Johnson this moent the new prosract for a
tioc with the SUP against us. Eow? By a capitulation to tis SiP. Tmt is Thy
Juuvsonts article cn the Gensral Strike, in the party BULLSTIN referred to,
T.nally evpeared as a savere assault uron our pcint of view, even thouzh in the
original writing there was an equally.severe assault upon the SWP point of view, -
Upon his iusistence, he vas allowed to delete a pege {pe 21) from his original '
articles. The deletion was necessary nct on the ground dishonestly claimed. The
- rsal grourd was obvious. To have made public his criticism of the SyP at that
time would hove made it impessitle even for so agile a man of principle as John-
son to cloim, a very few doys later, thnt he was in complete peclitical solidari-
ty with tae §.P position cn the pmerican Guestion, "especizlly as outlined" in
the specch of Crnnon. Vhich Cannon? The one he attacked with kis superb re-
leatlessaness on fonday but which 2 quelity quite different from relenlessnoss
impelled him to surpress on Tuesday. - .

Principle? Principle? vhai is principle to a hungry man? Johnson has been
hungry for the bloc with the SWP for 2 long time. At last the blee is in sizktl
For fear thot a heavy load weu:ld impede him in the rush for the tloc, he prompt-
-1y uvnloaded a little peliticul taggoze and bur: ied it in the sarnd. Disinterred,
bsre is vhat he wrote in hiz original article: " :

"Le$ us now look at the other section of the ven.uard, tke SUP. On December
7, an editorisl of tre ililitent on the fromt pnge riiterated the following idea.
1In every city ani coumir the labor uniors rust ferm their own united labor con—
ferences, mobilize actions on behnlf cf the miners ard dezond ttet the union
. leaders call a similar confereace on a rationwide scale.! I take this opportuni-
~ty to sy trhat the Johnson linority is vastly plensed to see the role which propa-
- ganda for committees plays in the 1life of the Fourth International in the U.S.
It is not yot understood either in the WP or the SWP, some of it is ridiculeous,

- some of it pure adventurism, but at any rate we are all mere advanced rerd than.
we were last ycar., The SWP clso scemcd to urnderstand the role of the burccucrats
- YBut the top lenders of the CID and AFL are too narrovminded, too blinded by their

own bureavcratic interests Lo taks this imperstive step cn their own iniktictive,!
This is nct too good. Tue vureavcrais f2il because they are afraid of any ‘
mass action which even faintly challenges the ctate pewer. But et ary rote it
is a veginzing. Ard what next? Nothing.. Ve said it. Campaign? Educatioa?
not & line, : : o :

"Carnon, Lowever, is much sharper then Shachtmrn. By Decamber l4th ( the next
issue of the Xilitant), the necessity for the general strike was cryirz to the
heavens. The Detroit workers nd decided to czll cme, Reuiisr or no Reuthers
So in the December 14 issue, on page 1 of the iilitant, there is a two-inch box
informing the Nilitant readers that on tle dey after the decisioa of the Federzl
- Court to fine trhe miners, James P. Connon Yissucd o stoterment! urging the leaders
of ull unions tc ccll a nationwide 24 hour genersnl pretest strike. 10aly such
- an action %will g¢ive pouse to tic bi:z business gevernment conspirctors who have
launchpd ths atteck on the miners os part of a scheme to crush the labor riove~
mente! Isnlt this marvelous? Shachiman, the leader of the WP, and Canzon, the
. leader of the §'P, both of them constituting the venguard of the vanguard of the

venguard, both decide, one on the 14*h and the other on the 15th that the real
thirz which would heve helped to sazve the mincrs wes & generel strikes Connon
says his in five lines mné thus is adle ot ary time to show tint he proposcd 1 t.
- Shachiman soys the saie in 5,000 werds wiich enable him to say tiat he didnbt
~ propoese it. In theory the difference is great. In prncticc there is nonce
It is this fecbleness vhich determimes all aspects of the political life of the
Fourth Int:rntional in the United Stutesglh ' g 1548
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Isn't the rigidly principled besis for the bloc for the "long colla.’oomtion,
perfectly clear? The SWP coftvention took place in Novomber, 1946. That is
where the resolution was adopted which came out categerically and unzmbizuously
in favor of & socialist revolution in the United Stutes, that is, for that ¥stra-
tegic approach to the Arericcn questicn" which had such a convulsing effect up~
on Johrson. Bat evidently that "sirztezic .cpproach! was so dumbfounding that
it required guite & vhile before it pemetrated Jopmson to the point vhere ke
fourd himself in complete solidarity with it. A good two months after the SP
convention, Johnson st111 attocked the SWP and tle %P on the "main question.*
The unsparing critic found that both ore pretty much elike ond that neither one
of then s the "frintest conception of what is proragenda for a social progrem

odaz in the United states." In theoiy, he generousl,,r acknowledged, thare is a
éifference. In prectice he stermnly insisted "there is none" between Cannon znd
Saachtman, - Eowever, "Canrnon is iruch sharper than ‘Shachtman " Sharpert Or.
better yet, much sherperl There is o resl differemnce for you&

Se, I am in commplete political solidarity vwvith 2 man who is much sharper
ezainst the m:a who is nowhere near as sharp. He is the indiccted man for me to
esteblish collabvoration - a long cnes God help enyone vho raises nis voice
ageinst this Great Princ:.pled Blocl Upon him I will turn the full force of 211
ny water ‘oistols, - '

There still remeins the impertont Russian question. Perhaps we ought to say
the qucstion thot used to be importont. Here ars scme exomples of how importont
this question used to bes : ~ '

WCentral to the development of the Fourth Intermationsl is the position of
 Trotsky on the Pussion Question. This posiiion was held by the majority of the -
International &ll thrcugh the war., It resulted in the shocking misleaderskip of
the worlinz class as to the motives and objective results of Stalinist interven~
tion in Turope. The climax came vhen the Fourth International sowed the most
criminel illusiors in the minds ol the masses in Easicrn Iurope at the asproach
"of the Red 4irxy. This policy flows neitker frem the sterility nor the confusion
of the Fourth Intcrmational,din Zurcpe or in America, but is the direct and ines-
capcble result of the attempt to agp"v an untenable nclitical 1lins based upoan
the theories of Trotsiye . e :

"Todey, when the im;:eria.list eims of Stalinist Russia are patent to the vhole
'world, the Fourth Internationsl contimues to preach and base policy upon the
thcory that stalinist 'Russia is a degenerated woikers state to be deferded by
~ the working class. In an eiZort to defend its indefensible stand that the

Stalinist puresucracy could ‘not survive the ricors of war, the Socialist jjorkers
Party has becn drigen te the ridiculovs position that the imperinlist war is not
yet at en end. For tie srfme reasons, it discrients +the workings class and cor—
fuses its owm »osition wita thnt of the Staliaists by cmphisizing that tke ex-
ponsion of Soviet Russia is Gue to the nccessities of self-defense. Iy this
meons, it crn 3o nothins elsc but strensthen Stalinism in Russia, weakesn the
critical 21:uents in the Staliaist and otker workins class parties, hendicap it-
self in its atsccls upen Stalinisn, gricvously discricant the conzept of 2 TOT
ers Lt. t ~nd cevocinte the lUarzist dectrine with ths dofense of to4 - litorirnisme

enc2 in this indefensivle dectrine has underun,d and will cvorntirme
Qe nolitical and orzenizetion strenatq of the Fowrh Int’\ra.atm.ml.

d‘(“

"Ry its stond orainst the dc_e*xse of Ruseia in the imp“riahst rar,.‘ha work-
ers Portr distinguished itsslf as the oxzly narty in the Fourth Inter.n‘*ouml whick
cloarly and consistenilr varned tne m'a 5 SCS rrc;,'. in pdvance &goinst ﬁhe c¢enzers of
_iStﬂll‘lc‘l and tne Red ‘\*'rl_.“

. This jtii;;ncnt is severce, but -i;s e n be scen, it is both accuratc and restrained.
I heve queted it, with oy own anshasis, from the officizl Jeknsonite resolution
(WP BULIZTIY, Vol. I, No. 11, April 7, 1948, p. 28), prescunted to our last C‘Oétzy

vant danm Al s oA A noem
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Eas Johnson chonged his mind on tiis? In & sense, no. In his létter he stiil
speaks of the "entirely false position on the Rasian question" of the Fourth
Iaternctionnl. In ancther sense, however, Johnson hes nade 2 "little" chongeo
In his letter %o Crnnos he soys thot He told the SiP thot the" differences beiween
"them on the Pussinn questiok were "seri ous enou;,h." To, this, ‘they egreed. Then

- follov's {ke senténce which obsolutely ‘deserves to be rs\scued from oblivion. It
hows low wonderful is the ‘»‘nblisb langwagiand how delicetely the wcids in it
cm e stung tegether by o litertry persoa. (That is onl,"one of the thinzs 1%
swus.) Johr.son writes:s "But we toth considered thot o'uv- respective pointsof
view represent larxist ~nalrsés.” Jskdag apert, isntt this priceless? Isalt this
a pearl, in fact, a vhole string of pearls? - Think of all’ the winged phrases in

the literature of ¥arziem and tell me of ‘one you can compnre tzis with. ' You
cm;lc}n!p ﬁnd oze if you 8pent a month 1oosin,; for 1t.

I say Russia is a fascist state; the most’ fraSCiSt of all fascist Suf‘tes, the
most hizhlr developed, that is] the tost degenerzted of all capitelist states,
the wlticnte outcore of capitalist baroo.rism. You s&y Russin, is o workerst
s+ate ‘someévhat degenerated, to bo sure, but & workers! state *us‘f ‘the same. Ccns,
le Us be honest becauss we are honest ‘people. There is a di‘fe“ﬁnce between us
axd it is "serious emough." A fnct is a fact. 3ut wknt the hell, shall we maike
a moyntain out of a'melehill, whan it is so much i re convenient to zoke 2 mole~
hill cut of a mountzin? Ve are not onl,, honost people, tut, damm it all, we are
Marxists. And vhat is importaat to = iarxist? The impertont thing is thet an
annlrsis should be a l~riist analysis. ILet som :eone dcny thatl And I s&y tint
"our respective po:.nts of view represen’c uarx:lst analyses. Let somebody aeny
tnz*tt : ..

: I say this foscist state must be defented in nezce or in war. ‘You soy Russia
must be deférnded. I am for unconditioanl defectism, You ars for unconditional’
defensism. The difference is "gserious enouzh." There are some people vho say
‘that "this diffcrence nuts us on opposite sides of the barricades. Boh, mlicious
peoalel "Not }.{an-istst They dontt unde erstand what is impcrtent. The 1m;._~'ortant
thing, is- ﬁm.{; our respective vievpoinis represent Marxist anelyses. It is true,
‘and more t¥n e litile embarrassing: I shoot in one dirasction erd you shoot in
another direction.  But that dces that matter? No cne is going to get hurt be-

- cause, you see, after all, at bottom, in the last znalysis, e.nd looked at 0bjec—
tivel;, ooth of us have arxzist ana]yses. h

nd what is the red cclor you ses on my fece no'n? The 'blusq of shame? UNo,
the blush of shomelessmess. Or ‘érasps it is pothing but the flush of excited
eagerness to achieve abdloc’ 'm..c-;, by the 0ld stapdar ds, used to ‘be called un—
pridcipled. That is vhat it is’ st:.ll called. And 2 capitulation is still called
a capitulation. B o ' o

II.~ Joinson!s meneuvers for 'a dbloc agrinst us - fer a polificc_l success
which he w.8 uraple to achieve iu our rerty after vears of free, open, democratic
and coatinuous discussion - have their importance, bus taey are secoudary. Of
‘primory importonce is the qu-*s*i"n of unity oetvee the two parties and of low
the misy is to  ach leved. : ' o

Te aré for a golid unlty, o ]rs’cinc' unity, o heclthy uwni*y that will ‘build up

& honulihy party. To alloy ‘nc apprehcnsions of the S7P, we have told their re-
Preseniatives repeatedly, for two yeoars, that wo would bu the bizgest political

, 1dlots, and woull stzum ours:lves ns such ineradicatly, if we hrd in nind the

idea ol mith.c- on .,.ona;.,y' anl spht ting on Tuesdsy - or the ‘next day or the next
"0&” _ Such on'utterly irresponsible nlca would c:o..-gro_miso t‘ha ":ovem ent ter-idly,
md us &long with it. We are not jusi for wity "in E,Laeral " ¢ are for tnis

unity, we ore for unity now, not oaly becouse we think it is noce.,sary in the ab-
stract but because we are convinced that it will work - to the benefit of th
woriing closs, to the tenefit of the Trotslkyist movement, end to the benefit of
our tendency within it, But it will \7011- only if ths foundat1o.1 of the mity is
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sound, only if we £0 about it the right woy. The right way mesnss an irreducible
mirnizum of diplomacy and maneuverinz, and & high moximum of fra.nlmess and nutwal
understanding. We have followed the policy of saying to our membership exactly
vhat we say ameng ourselves in the leadership ; wnd of soying to the SUP
exactly whai we sy te our meubership. Ve ha.ve net concealed te differcaces be-
tween us; We hove not arGificially magnified them or artificially minimized them.
We have said openly why unity was impossible or impraciicnl at ore time, and
vhy it is necessary and practicel tcday. ,mong the results of this course was
not only the overwvhelming approval of all the comrades who support the party
‘lesdershir politiczlly, but the approval of every sinzle step We took and every
sirgle docent we trote in the unity oy the pclitical opponents of the leader—
ship insicde tke party, the Johnson £Troupe.

%e have con’istently taken the positlcn that we kmow vhat the differences are
between the two parties, and trat these differences are significant and deep.
We added, the only cement strong exough to hold togetler ia fruitful union cem-
races holding these different views, is.a full and gcnuine part;y denocrecy which
agsures ary minority on unrestricted ideologic&l life and the necessary vpossi-
bilities of baccming & mejority in a normal woy. We trke this occasion to say
for the hundredth time: without tkis cement, 2 real unity cannot take place or,
if it does take plece, will not be soldd. . And we mey add further, anyone who
denies this, may be talk‘ing for unity in the most sincere *-ay, but he is not
really worlzinz to moxe tle unity effective.

Party democracy, motslcy pomted out ‘mere than once, is meaningless unless t he
membershin is ept continuwously infoimed of all the fzcts relevant to the provlem
before 1t. A decision taken without a kmew lede,e of the facts is sure to be &
wronz decisione. = So also with a decision taken on the basis of falsified facts,
r=gard1ess of nhether the fulsificctions are deliberate or um’i'cﬁng.

Thesg cons:.der's.tions too, hpve decided our pohcy on the unity questlon. From
the very beginning to t’qe present ‘day , we kept.all the comrades informed of the
facts, both in circulers and in oral reperts delivered to the membership by the
represertatives of the National Cormnittee. ‘e mode public every single document;
even the “confidential' letters sent to the comrades of the ifincrity while they
vere still in the SWp were nubhs..ed in our party BULLZTIN, which is avrileble
not only to our party zreubars but a2lso to the SiP. How good couild a unity be if
a membership entered into it without on understanding of all of the relevant facts?

, ‘That is one of the considercticns which caused us to insist s¢ much upon the

- need of o collaboration between the two parties and their membverships as a test
of the practicability of the unity and a preparation for its achievement, Uith-
- out prejudice to either party, we argued: the two mexmberships must get to imow

" each other ond to work side by side with each othar. In the course of this

~ collavorztion, they will be able to julge each other not merely on the basis of -
vhat they have been told or have rcad, but by vhat they see in practice with
their own eyes. They will be abls to check with each other on "stories" tkal
are circuleting. They will be better ablie to judge the extent to whicik the thee~-
retical or politiezl differcnces wmakss possivble common practical work in the
class strug_le vhich is ancther way of saying, trhey will be able to scu nhow prac—
ticael unity is. A unity which is made or even prepared exclusively at the top,
2lready nas at leost one strike against it. . :

. Let us be mere concrete. All our comrades are now acguainted with the circu-~
lar letter of Comride X to the lecding militants of the SiP. Vhat was contzined in
it was comuunicated orally to virtually the eantire SVP membershipe as I wrote in
oy circular to cur cwn part; (March 8, 1947), the letter of X did not and could
not change our position on the uwnily question. But you have to be dlind not to
see that such a letter affects - and affects adversely -~ the prospects of .tie
unity. This should te evident not only: to the most ardert supperters of wity

but pracisely and primarily to such comrades. W%hy? Tie ancwer is simple and ¢ leor.
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If I give the memvershin of my party an utterly incerrect picture of why I am
in favor of unity or of vhy the other party is in fovor of wnity, I em, it is
true, swing some doubting peonle in favor of the ideca of unity, but obviously the
unity itself will knve a very sandy fourdation. ¥%hen the true picture is re-
vocled, as eventually it is, I find I have grined nothing beciuse tie comrades
will say; Tiis is not why I locok & pcsition for vnity -~ I was for unity on an
entirely diffarent basis, I hed an entivel" differert impresslon of the situntion.

If it is reported thot an Azbicdextrous orncnert forced ths T2 leadarship to
accep? unity A-in t its will by putting a "krife at its throati and e pistol
at its hend,? the results are equally tad in both parties. I the SWP membership,
the report will necessarily nroduce an attitude toward our comrades which, as
evervone of us vho hus encountered it 1"‘0’75, dces anything but create an atmos—
phere conducive to wnity.. In our owma party, thic report, if it remhined. uncor-
rected, would necessarily proiuce confusion, comtempt for the leadersiip (vaid
would bs en.,1relJ *ust;ﬁed if the report were trus), and even opposition to
unity. 70 avoid this, & circ .Jar ves immediately sent to 21l our members in
which the facts were corrected and tre record set straight insofer es we “ere
able to do this. Do we thereby svrve the in’cﬂrests of a solid unity or not?

Yow, what is Johnson' ettltude? Ecre is & s:Ltuation tla* calls for poli"ical
honesty and forthrizhtness. Neither at the PC meetirg, where the letter of X was
first read, nor at the New York membership, vhich wec held:after we hal seen the
letter of X, did Johnsen or his fricnds (oversensitive people, please notes- I
mean, as usui.l, political friends) Tird it necessary te-make a single comment on
it or a single propescl with regard’ to it.  The X letter speaks repeatedly of .
Joknsonts position and rekes 2ll sonts of allegations about it.  Some of the
points made in thet lester caanot be dsalt with Ty us;. tzcy can be dealt with
‘only by Jonnson. The membersiip is nesurally end preperly intcrested - for goed
pelitical reasons end not out of idle curiosity --in the tmt:z or felsehcod of
taesz allezations, which only Tohnson can estavlish, or which ha-is in o better
position to estcolish then we are. He is urnder a political obligation.to speek
up, without cnyome heving to tug at nls .,oneue. But '-'Johz;so does not- feel any
necesut‘/ for speckinge B s .

It is only when be is boxed. off into a ccrmer that he seys - something. He
writes.the letter to Cennon rich the PC reguested. Even then, the letter sayss
"ge wish to sgr, hewsver, t;.et in our opinicn nothins 'seid’ thera (1.e.,_1n the
letter of X) required any special intervention on our part " s

Nothing said in the X 1:.- ter ra craired a Stut""'le froq Jormso* oy not?
Doesnl!t it metter vhether the statem»*nts, e ulkmtlons, made aboat 1s and es—
pecinlly abovt Jchnson are true or false? DOuS“"t it matser whether tre state-
ments, the allegations, rmade avout us 223 especially abouw Johnson ars true or
false? Doesnlt it amtter if the readers of the X letter - which reans the mem-
bers of the SWP - accept false statements &s true, and bese their position on
unity. upon such statements? Doesn't it matter if $he members of Johnmsonts own
part; ere koenl;s interested in the truth or falsicy of Xt's allesntions aboub
.EOh..oO’l? Does Johnson believe thnt misreprescatntion o¥ falsification or dupli-

ity is as good as any othor basis on waicz to est..ol.;sh a L‘lltod party? '

Jornson comslied with our request ‘that he evpress hmseli‘ on txc X circular.
Be finally h:x.;c.ed the PC 2 ceny of the 1lct ter sent to Cenncn. . The question of
Johnsun!s position on tais scere was slready being discussed amons the membership
a2t least in ew York, as wos only proper. The noxt mesting: of the PC mad several
resolutions from Yew Yorl tranches 1*1q:11r1n,, about - Jokasoal!'s statemcnt. Ve
waited in vnin for any preposal from Jormscn to make hils letter to Caoanen avail-
able to the membership. Ihet motion had to be made by me. It was adopted with

Jolnsen cbstaining in the "'oto..

Joinsg on‘s coundunt in thl., :mtt"r. while 1n:,xc-a.,ablu, is \mﬁ.CI'S.'aJdable. His
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letter to Cannon, for all its c¢iplomacy (which ought to be left to the United
Nations where it belongs), &nd all its ambiguity and all its "clever" Philcdelphia-
lavyer formilcations, convicts him of wint we heve successfully mede uapopular in
our party - political duplicity. Eis proposal to the S'P for a bloc against us
vwas made in the dark, was never reported to us, or, so far as we know, even to

the members of the Minority group. Eis amnestying of the SWP on the. Russian ques—
tion was made in the dark, and vas never mede kmotn until we forced it into the
open. He continues to diplomatize with the perty and its leadership on the

simple question, which requires only a simple and honest ansver, as to vhether or
not he committed himself to the SWP to split from the P if we did not "capitu~
‘late" to unity. Diplemacy and small-time mencuvers behind the scenes are not
calculeted to smooth the road to unity. :

Finally, Johnson, regardless of whet motivates him, is encouraging an attitude
vhich militates against the healthy unity and the kind of party that we have al-
ways had in mind. The self-suppression of the criticism of the SWP in his artick
on the general strike symbolizes it. It should be offensive to the SWP as it ig
offensive to us. Ostensibly, Johnsom eliminated the criticism of the SWP frem
his article in the imterests of unitye. The suppressed secticn Ims been quoted
above in full, Read it again. Agres with it or not, it is nevertheless cbvious-
ly a political judgment, vigorous but not violent. " If such an objective criti-~
cism (again, be it right or wrong) has to be suppressed from a publication which
has, alfter all, such a limited circle of readers, because its appeararce would
_ presumably keve an adverse efiect upon waity - then that is so clearly implied by
the suppression cannot bat be offensive to the §iP and its leadershipe TFor John-
son is soying in effect t¥at the 'S’.IP\'S suppert of unity will diminish when it
sees even so restrained a criticism of it publisled fer even so restricted an
avdience. The implication for the 5P is not vexry flatteringl ZEspecially when
at the same time Johnson does not suppress kis criticism of us, evidently feel-
ing thot political discussion and criticism dan have no effect upon our partyts
suppert of unity. It is a distinct disservice to foster the jdea that discussion
ond mutusl criticism are somehow incompativle with collaboration or unification
with the SWP. This idea is teing fostered sufficiently without Johnsonls =2ide
It is a disservice because it cen only strengthen the belief of many SWP comrades
trat discussion and criticism are some sort of "luxury® in the movement that
can be tclerated snly at rere intervals; and because it can only strengthen the
apprehensions of those of our ¢'m comrades vwho beclieve - wrongly, in my opinion -
tlat unity can be achieved only by the suppression of their political views
end tlmt this is too high a price to pay even for unity.

; We say for the hundredth time timt we are kot for converting the movement in-

to a mere dcbating society, tlat we arc rot for endless discussions, that we are
not for discussion as a substitute for activity in the class strugzle, that we
are not for interminable dilettante or academic debates on what is the sex of
every anzel and how many con dance on the point of a pine Everyone who kmevs
our party and its life knows that this is true. But we also repcat for the _
hund redth time tiat we are for a party vhich assumes o full and free idcological
1ife, which assures all the necessary rights and possibilities of development for
any and all tendencies that are a legitimate part of the revo lutionary movexent,
which considers discussion and criticism not es a luxury or as something toler-
ated when there is nothing better to do but as an inseparable part of the life-
blood of the rovement. That is wkat we have in our party now. Tuot is what we
went the united party to be - that anl nothing else. *

Thosc who hnve contrery ideas are entitled to them, dut far from yielding to
them we intend to combat them with all the necessary vijor end a full sense of
our responsibilities. Ve have never concealed this, not from onyones Our pre-
posals in this respect are no sccret, and that is attested among other thinys by
the fact that my circular of March 8 to the party members was also sent to tho
comrades of the SWP lendership and the leading comrades all over the iorlde Ve
have no usc for pettifosring, chenp-jack mancuvers, fancy diplomocy or duplicity

nnA we have no nced for theme Whoever employs these devices stamps himsclf a’c-s-
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cordingly. e
*

3 In cornecticn with the questicns asled him i1 the PC for the purpose of a simple

= clarilicatica of the facts, Johnson rade 2 siotenent tiet what we are ziming at

;. - "is the ciscrediting of a neliticnl oroonent end not the advancezent of unifica~
tion." This accusation is rmde by the comrede who Just wrote in his letter to
Comnon "that Johnsont!s first remark to you on ens erin; the room was that he
hoped that this would be the bezinning of a lerz collatoration in the strugzle
a:;7inst revisionists of the type of the IKD and of thz type of Shachtmrn oxd
that a substratinl part of our conversation proceeded elong these lines,* The
accusction, cousegue“tl‘,', is a little rash. o
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~THE GENERAL STRIK®W 2D AMERICY LFBOR TODAY

8y Ernest Erber

- Though no one in the leadership »f osur party propased that the”
party advocate a general strike ns lsoborf!s counter-move %o the court
action against the minersi, the gquestion .ias raised in » number >f
branch discussions, Thoush the older comrades, with whom the cues~
tion of the general strike 1s ABC, cenlt with the matter acdequately .
In the discussions I have heard obout, it 1s well thst we devote = <.
some space to a written presentcotlon of our long-establishedrand = - -
fundamental point of view on the subject, perticularly as 1t relates
to the party's estimote 5f the imericon lobor movemdnt today. This

Is mnde all the more necessary by some of Comrade Johnson!s rem~rks on
z the general strike in his asrticle In o recent issue of the Bulletin.
E (Vo1 II no 1) Those of Johnson'!s remsrks thet sre unintelligble will
3 harm no one, But since some people will insist upon extracting sonme
ideas on the general strike from th:s article, it cnon only be con-
sldered a contributlon to general confusion on *he subject, e will
reserve speclfic reference to Johnsaon's formulatinsns for the lattér
part of the article, (Ve almost wrote "Come to grips with Johnsons
.. formulations. Thils we confess is not guute possible., Tryilng to

Bome to grips" with Johnson leaves one somewhat in the ppsition of the

charecter in a Russicn drama whom Lenin often quoted somewhat os

follows: " I selrze the fell¥ by the collar! ond what do I find?

The rascal has no collar}")

Wret %3 o gensral strike?

Unless we are clear on what is referred t> under the hending
2f the general strike we can expect 1o clearity in a discussion of its
role, There really should be no dispute, hovever, on the nedning
of the term "general strike" among *Marxists, It has 2 long history
and has achleved a most specific definitisn, We might add, that
anarchists, syndicalists mnd most bourgeols 1desl-gists hnave shared
thls definltion-with the Marxzists, The need for extra care in
clarifying what we are tnlking about arises from sorie curious passages
in Jolmsont's nrticle, (e have in mind, for Instnance, his reference

. to an nlleg+d general strike in the U,53.41., in 1936)

The essential feature of 2 general strike is that 1t 1s direct~
ed agninst the state, DBecause 3f this, it has a specifically
politiczl character, regardless of what gave ° rlse to it originally
or what the formal demands of the strikersare, The alm of a generel
strike 1s to paralyse the economy (industry, transport,corrmunication)
and keep it psralysed until the state yields to the demands »f the
strikers, -

#There anpears to have been a2 wmistden Impressisn on the part f

gsome members that Comrade Jommson favored the slogan for a general -
strilfe. Though Johns>n may have said or written things that contr-
buted to tihis impression, a caoretul reading of JoWmson's article

in the Bulletin as well 23 the minutes 5f the PC meeting on the

miners! crisis give no grounds for imput‘ng this fals» position to

Johnson,
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Bu: <o not sonc genern~l strikes have eccasnmic demonds?

In some gencrcl strikes the fopmel denands have been econonic,
But thls has not in anr woy dtered the fact that it vins a 2{11t1€ﬁl
strike, l.e. alned a% forcing the state t9 7leld., "An =oxanple o
this 1s the Britlsh General Strike of 1926. The strike arssc out of
the long drawn out dispute betueen ths min2prs ond the coal operantors,
Howrever, from the very sutset the real spokesmen for the operators

was the government., The renl negotiatisns that nreceled the general

strike were between the leaders oL the General Council (Bevins~

Ttomag) ond Frlme Hinlster Baldwin, The government had set up 2

Royal Commissizn on the Conl Industry headed by Lord Samuel which,
along with other recs=mrendati-ns, had rsked thet the wnages »f the
niners be cut or that trhelr hsurs te lengthened. The aperators, of
course, quite ngreed. The governnent was determined to force the

- garuel formuls down the throats »f the miners, It gnve 1its complete

sunport to the operators when the latter br-ke ~ff negotintlons
with the minerstnational leadershir cad stated that they would mly
negotinte sn ~ district trsls, ‘/hen the miners! uni-n refused, the
sperators begen a cnmpnign of lock~outs, The general sfrike of
British lrbor was nlmed ngalnst the government's attempt to force
the Samuel Report upon the ninerst! uniod, Lacort's ory of "not a
peany off the pay, 20t n segond on the doy " was msst certninly an
economic Cemond. But tho Gsmeral Strlke was a glgentlic test of
strength between orgrnizcd lnbor nnd the capltallst state, It was
in every sense a paliticszl strugzle,

The strike movement thot broke nut in France uron the vietory
of the People's Front in the 1936 elections was siaslarly a polit=~
fcel strike thet nade formal economic dewmends, Though the strikes
were directed against each individunl enterprise, the key demnas of

e 40-hour week rnd two-wecks vacrtion with pay unified the strike

" moyement nnd nmnde 1t Imnedintely a question of nati~nal governmental

policy, The whole sense »f the. strike movenent wes 2 say: e
kave won the electi-ns, It is o~ur povernnent, Let “ur governnent
force the bourgeosisie to grnnt sur denands,.," ‘/hile the sit-in

stiikers occuvied the copitrlist!s properties, the real intent of

the strike was td hold 2 club over the head of the Blum cnblnet.

Whether the demands of the strikers esre for the right to vote,
the releanse of class wor prisoners,the dismissnl of an unpopulnr
minister, the granting of na constitution, or simll~r obvisusly
political demonds, or whetheun their dem~nis nre for nore wnges,less
hours, p~oid vacations, or similer cconomic demnnds, the essentinl
fenture of u generl strike is that The w-orkingclass sneks > force
its will upon the state by exira-parli-ment-pry methols, l.e. the
economic parnlyiis of the natiosn, “hether the formnl dennnds are
political or ecsnomic is tkerefsré not decisive, An nction under-
taken by the entire working clnss against the capltrlist state (as
the executlive committee of the bourgeoilsie as a whole) is by virtue
of thot f£oct alone o politicnl struggle,

Can a general sirike e successful?

e

Morxists hnave held thot it is hishly improbable thnt o genersal
strike ns such cnn geln its demonis, The best argument for this
conteution is supplied by tiie bourgeois 1ldeologists. They have
greeted cvery general strike with the ery that the workers sare
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secking to dlctate to the govirhment, th-% this constitutes the end

of gavernment by law (i.e. thelr law) ~nd the beginning of govern~

ment by "mob rule”, etc, For the capltalist atate to concede to the
pressure »f the general strike means for it to abdicnte iis pisitisn

as the sole source of politic:l nuthority, It rust then admlt that
1t can wield the power of government only sa fdar ns the organized
working clrss permits 1% ta, ' This 1s the same ns saving that a .
government thnt yields before a general strike is already in a reve v
clutionery crlsis, It cannot merely yleld ~nd g0 on governing cs if
nothing had hoppened to fundanentally alter its stntus,

Whén the Tzarlst government yiclded beforé the strikes in 1905
it deeprcned the revolutisnary crisis, However, the Tzarist govern=-
ment ylelded only In order to galn = bresthing space in which to
preparc the counter-revolution which would restore the government =s
sole ruler iIn the land, E~d the Baldwiln governrment bnen forced to
vleld before the General Strike of 1926, = full=-btlown revolutionary
sltuation would have develsped in Great Britain., The lef+-wingers
woull have swept Into the lealershlp of the General Council on the
wave of triumphant enthusinsm of the working class, The local
Councils of Actlon would hnvz emerged n~s sources of dual power, per-
foraming the functlons fulfillecd by Soviets in the Russinn Eevslution,
The position of the crpit-llst stnte would h-ve continued to “eber-
lornte unless 1t was ~ble to'strike a countef-tlow ~nd reszoup the
stntus it lost in the strike, No motter wh-t the speclflc issue, the
riethod of the general strike is inherently revolutissary, A& -
successful general strike immedistely plntes on the order of the day
the questlon: who 1s meoster in the 12n2? 4 successful general strike
therefore, 1s but 2 prologue to the strussle £5r power, :

Ls with nll sneclal phenosimenn, osne cnnnot arbitrarily sor that
. ngeneral strike that ~chieves 1ts demands without creating n rev-
olutionary situntion is an impossibilitvy, However, it would have to
be compounded of such unvsual elrcumst-nces as t» be consicdered =
rarity, : ' '

What is there obsut the method of the general strike that mokes
v _revolutlionrry? . * ‘

Formally consldered, the generzl strike is nothing but a cessa-
tion of work carried on, n>t in o single Industry, but in the entire
econamle life, If bricklerzrs decide not to ds any work until their
demands are met it 1s considered their legnl right, No one would
propose that they be driven to work at the point of 2 bayonel, no
natter how <uch thelr action may be densunced in the bourgenis press,
Then what 1s so terrible if bricklayers decide to sktay at houe to-
gether with auto workers, railrasd men, %rcolley operators, wniters,
clerks, truck divers, telephone workers, ~nd 2ll other scecti-ns of
the working class? Formaly considered, nothing, ‘ : ]

: However, n genernl striks is not welghed by 1is legal formality,
It is welghed by the consequences in the renlm >f econ-mic actlvity
and prolitical nuthority, ‘hat is the aim of ~ genernl strike? To
parnlyse sconomic life,  All cconomic life?  Obvinusly not, since the
worlkers are as ruch in need of certnln economic ackivity ns ony osther
section of the population, In ~ddltion, humanitarien considerntions
dernnd that hospitals ksop szen, th-t =mortu-ries continue to 2pérate,
that services essentinl to health e-ntinue t> function, etc, Or to
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put it —ore bluntl;r: uorkers hove t- e~t, too, génersl strike or
no> general strike, . : '

wWe dlscovdr then, that a general strike 1s not n complete
cegsation of economic life, It is, rather, = plonned reluction of
‘econsmic sctivity 45 the minint cetermined ov “he general strike
- leadershiv, '

_ 1w hat does this mean? It mecns that the genernl strike leader-
ship trkes ints 1ts hnands the povwer Lo deternine wnigh wheels shall
turn ~nd which wheels sholl stond still, Bebies need nilk., The
strike cxmittes rust therefore grant ¢ permit for 2 specified
nurber 5f trusks to rove milk into the citles, 4 substantical :
‘sectisn of the popul-tion lives in premises without conking facll~
tties, Thaeyr mst have nceess £ restnurnnts, Trie strike comal-
+tees rus3,.therefore specify that o certnin number >f restourants
nre permitted to reanin open. Essentinl trucks require gasoline.
Peraits rust be gronted to speclified geos gtotions o5 remain open.
“flow is this déone in prrctice? The atrike cormittee estnbllishes »
‘gub~cormittee on permits whith plans the eaentiol services, listen:
to compl-ints, requests, etc, The committec prints permit placard:
to> be displayed on vehicles ~nd on business establisiments 1n
operation by permission of the strike léndershlp, '

. What does this medn in-practice? It menns that the control o!
"economic life hag pessed ‘ui of the hnnds »f the bourgesisie and
‘1§ concentrnted in the hands of the ~rganized working class,
Permission to engage in-econamic activity must now be secured from
a bsdy that 1s extrs-legrl, th-t 1s nowhere recognized in law, A .
capitaiist connnt appecl from €2 decision ~f ~ strike committee,
He crn onlr trke steds to osverthrow its de fneto nuthority. This
suthorlty is implicit 1y a chnllenge %o the suthority of the cap~
1t:11st state, The mechonlcs of o general strike soon pose the
cuestisn of whish cuthorlty will rrevnll, . '

This questlon is poused becausc the steps taken by the cap-
1tc1ist state soon transform the role of the striké cormittee from
an implicit challenge & the stnte povier ts nn.explicit challenge.
The stete, 78 the rallying ceunter of the bourgeoisie, sets abput
to crgenize its forces to breck the strike, For this purpose 1t
n~ecs, nbove nll, communications mnd transport. The questinn
arises: shall telegravhers tronsmit government orders, cormmunicues
etc. Shall racdlo statl-ns be permitted t2 snerate to spread cnti-
strike propagonda? Shall tralns be operated that move trHops intc
strrtegetic locations for use against the gtrilkers? Shnll alr-
ports be permitted to functlion that service planes carrring
government offlclals on anti~strike -missions? Shall printers be
pernmitted towork on government proclemations ngninst the strike?
The strike becomes, therfore, not only » paralysis of bourgesis
economlc life but also ~.f the capltallist stote, ‘

. But this questlon hns another side to 1t. Just =s the. strte
neecds communicatisng and transport to disorgonize the strike, so
the ssrike leadership needs the garme frcilities t» orgmnlize the
atrike, Mhe strike lendership must remain in constant contact wit
{ts. sub-Civisisna, like a gwmeral stoff of =n ~rmy, T+ must suppl
general infarmction md inspiration to the ranks. It wmust use thr
telegraph, r~din  and newspapers, It must usc plars ~nd ~utom~bll
t> dilspatch i%s courlers, orgrnlzers, etc. It must decide to say
to the st~te: you may not use these facilitles but we shall, Or
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we shall share these fnacilitles,

It shovld now be apparent why it follows that . state thnt
ylelds to the demonds of o genernl strike hns abdlented 1ts posltlan
as the sole source of governuiental nuthority,

Vihat steps dses the state take under these clrcumstrnces to €
breck the strike? Though every act of the strike may be strictly
legnl, the stnte acts, not on the legnl formnlity involved, but -

upon 1ts p2liticnl essence, It sees the loatter in terms 3f a civil
war, n revolutionary chnrllensge of its nuthority. The strte conse-
quently walves =sll constitutisnal ond legnl procedures (or quickly
prsses such emergency laws or executive orders as to give a legal
fig~leaf to>. 1ts sctions.) It brings int> pky the entire state
apperatus, malnly the armned forces, plus such volunteer forces it can
gather from the population, malnly the middle c¢lass, - It commandeers

railroads, selzes quﬂunicﬁtions systems, tnkes over newspnpers, etc,
'In other words, it seeks %o deprive the strike leadership ~f the
materials of war nnd gather these In 1ts -wn hands. It floods the
country with propaganda and misinformation sbout the strike, It
errests strike leaders on any flimsy pretext, It inglites "iicldents"
for purposes »f firing upon criwds and terrorizing them. It spreads
suspicions >f one sections of the workers against nnother, Negro
agninst white, skilled agalnst unskilled, etc. The state need not
use 2all of these tactlcs, IHistory reve“ls, however, thnt every
general strike has been fvught with some comblnea tion of them,

It now becﬂmes qppﬂrent Jhy the generﬂl strike cnnnot easlly
succeed as 2 general strilte. The waraers cannot wnge a strike when
the bourgeosis stcce L1s waging o cilvil war, If the workers are to
prevail, the methods of civil war must we nnswer. 1 with == the
methods of civll war, : SR

- Py Marxists then discard the genernl strixe ns a tactlc?

Not .at all, The only stricture the larxlsts inslist upon 1ls
that those who speﬂk of n general strike know what is iInvolved and
do not play with the slogan, For the lorxlst, the general strike
(at lenst on anotisn-wide scqle) i1s tmminently relnted to the revo-
lutionary crisis nnd the struggle for power., It follows therefore
that one volurkrily embarks upon & general strike only when one is
prepared. nlso for the revolutiwﬂﬂrv crisis nnd the struggle for
power. - -

, However, ‘there nre situqti'\nu in which the revolutionary party
“hns no choice but to embark upon = gener~l strike because the conse~
quences 2f not striking con lesve the working class in = position
that is far worse th n any that could ensue frﬂm a fefentec general
strike,. :

Inother situntion i3 the immediate thrent of a fasclst selzure

of powier, If this ngger finds the working class divided nand under

a n“n—revvlutlwnﬂry lead ershlp, o genernl strike c~n bring cbout a
situation in which the workers forge = fighting unity, heighten
their mornle ~nd prepnre to 3o over to the effensive. If the fascist
~or reartisnary forces ore not very strong, the genernl sthlke itself
may disrupt and destroy thelr cttempted cﬂup, ns happéned in Germany
in 1920 with the Kopp putsch, However, 1If the fasclst thrent finds
the workers wnited under the leandership of a revHalutionary party,
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‘the intter would be rost foolish to begin the struggle with a general
strike., Under these circumstances the party must prepare the work-

" ing class for civil war, 4 general strike which in theory, psara-
lyses both sides equally usually paralyses the workers freedom of
maneuver more than the enemy Iin practice. The experiences in Spain

in July 1936 testify to this., In those cities and areas where the
fascist uprising succeeded, the general strike was guickly broken

by troops mann!ng transport, etc, In those citles and areas where
the issue was In doubt, the general strike was more of a hindrance

to the workers than to the fascists. Trotsky offered the Gernan Com-
runists some sound advice on this score in 1932 in his pamphlet,
"Germany -~ ‘What Next",

fnother circumstance under which the general strike can play an
important role 1s as the Tfirst blow against a dictatorshiv. ihere
the working class mévemunt has been illegsl and unity of action on a
nation-wide basls is difficult, the general strike slogan serves
1deally as the means to combine their opposition to the regime and
glve,it a unifled and organized force, It permits the workers, who
begin In o state of disorgonization, to organize in the coursé of the
strike while simultaneously disorgenizing the forces of the state,
It is highly probable that the decimnted working class movement of
Spain will again find a common volce and a unified front In a general
strike movement against the Franco regime. Here too, the success of
the general strike can have ohly -one outcome -~ the overthrow of the
regime, : :

What would have resulted from a general strike agalnst the
court action 2gninst tne miners%

The greatest likihood would have been a disastrous defeat for
U.S, labor. To seek to reverse a court declsisn by a genmerals strike
is a serious undertaking., The government would have to be ind espar-
ate straights to yleld under these circumstances, It would have to
be in such a serious position that it would be prepared to practically
dissolve the authority of the courts over lator., It would take this
step only In order to galn 2 slight respite from the pressure and to
prepare a counter-revolutionary blow that would not only aim to re=
store lts own authority but 2lso to render labor impotent to repeat
its action for a long time. However, any serious examination ¢f the
scene in the United States today will reveal that & strike led by the
labor buremucracy would have such slight chance of being effective
enough to make the government back down that the probability of ca-
tastrophe would be related to 2 defested strike and not to the after=-
math of a victorlious strike. .

The consequences of a defected general strike for American labor
today would be far more serious than those for British lcbor in the
Years after 1926, HNor is 1t correct to regard the pcssibility of 2
general strike led by Lewis, llurray nnd Green as sheerly utopian,.

It 1s, of course, the last thing they woulé want, But history shows
many examples of the most conservative labor leaderships being pushed
into nctions they could not avoid, There was slight prospect of this
occuring in the course of the rccent crisis, But it must, neverthe-
less, not be excluded from our calculations,

A wWlth this review of the general strike and its relationshlp to :
the American labor scene today, it becomes napparent why no responsible
leader of our party (and that includes the entire Iendershin) advow
cated the genernl strike ns the nnswer to the court action; 1560
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2ut could not the unions have gone sn o 24-hour strike in pro-

test?

Yes, most certainly, This may hnve Deen one of the means we
would have cdvocated in the joint l-bor councile called for by the
rarty ( The motion of fthe PC on December 6 called for the orgonlzam
tlon of local snd notionnl jolint labor covncils, .constituted by T
delegates from various unions, Johason sought tc amend shis *+5 ‘meke
these bodles Soviets. The Iimpossibllity of having Sovliets this vear
should be apparent. to Johnson, I'is own conventlon resslution of a
year ogo scid "within two years",) ‘ -

-»

-Such 2 24~hour strike, hovever, has nothing to do with what hns
nlways been spoken of under the hending of a general strike., Such n
24-hour strike is a gigantlc lator. demonstrztion, 7hat i1s » demonstr-.
ation? A show of force, o threat, "winn:s 1f o general strike? 4n
extra=-parlizmentary rctilon to force o demand upon the state, o one
whno has been in our rmovement more thon o year could rossible confuse
these two cecidedly different toctlcs, Just as soon confuse o plcket
line before the White House and lts seizure, '

v

.0n prge 21 of Johnson's article there appenrs o section uncder
the lmposing title of @hs Genernl Strike in Theory, I defy anyone,
includinz the bright, young tuecreticlaas 1n Johnson's faction wrko

know absut everything there is to imow, to moke head or tall sut of
what Joimson has set down there upin the ever-pntlent paper.

(For o time I was convinced thnt the precedling sectlon which
appears a8 & blonk sprce must have been even more wierd. I was sure
that even the -roper had rebelled and had refused to have nny further
nonsense prin*ed on it,., Lowever, inguiry has revealed that this
blank section was originall$ an attack upon the 3P but was deleted
by Johnson In the churse of a unity delirium, All we can say 1s that
Cennon got off easy. All he needed to be renrieved from Johnson's
withering pen was n nod toward unity, Since we have not onlv heen in -
favor of unity with -Johnson but have practised it these many years, we
are so?ewhat at a loss ns to what we can ¢o to gain refuge from his
wrath, : ’ -

Wirites Johnson: "The general political (underlined in originnl)
strike and the Soviets appeared in TS05 owlag to the stage of devel-
opment of production.” o

‘ihere? 1In Russia? Becnuse its developuent was so low? Or, so
-high? 1If so high, then why nnt in the United Stctes durlng the 1860's
or 1370's? If so low, then why no%t i1 Rumanla or Turkey?.

Vext sentence: - "In 1936 in France ~nd in the U.S. appeared a &
new stage, the general strlke for economlc demnnds (incrense in wages,
. halidave with pny, etc.)" ' :

Wag this new stage o higher or lower one? If hisgher, do we ' go
frum poli+ienl strilies in 1905 to economic strikes in 19523867 ‘/hat
about the ztrike movement for on eight-hour 3y in the US in 18867

- .0r wos this-a lower stige? Genewal strikes for p litical demnnds and

- those for‘economic dem~nds =~re 2ll poalitlesl strikes., The Russian
strikes In 1905 nlso had economic demands. If someone told Jolnson
tht t here wns n genernl strike in the US in 1936 he was rulling
Jolmsomts leg »nd its ahoui time +hat Jobhngon c-ucld; an, 166V
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I have explrined in outline, particularly

iext sentence:"Today ns
in the U5, the whole econonic Oevelopment =nd the social form it en-
genders, poses before the zsr ters the peneral striike ond. the forma-
tion of cormittees for t:eir ez qﬁmic demends, " : :

Yes, it "poses" thz gene al strike. But skhould we acdvocate 1t?
Shoulcd we hesten it? Encsurege it? Hot only does it"pose™ the forma-
tion of commltices for the woni ers scononic demnn 1ds, but the workers
qlrcucv h~ve such committees in most industries;Shop steward ¢ ouncils,
shop vammltteeﬂen, etc, Our %asit ia to pose before the workers the po-
11t1lcsl demands of ilnbecr. ‘

Wext sentence: "Phis is the socinl structure, the mould which
gives form to the exploding wrath of the workers." :

This 1s slso & bit of rhetoric without content.
Next sentence:"The workera In the Commune behoved as they did -~
because of the soclal structure determined by the st:ige of development
of p;oeuution“ : -
Fow ald the Comrune snegk in her- under the he"c‘in'T of "The Gen~
ern trike in Theory"? AA just how é1d the workers In~ the uommune
behﬂve? "as they uﬁi, Why? Becsuse o1 the sodial structure." A nd
what was thet? "”hqgever was ¢atermined br thie state of development  of
production", (Fsinily) Oh, I see. :

Next sentence: "The same spplles in 1905",

¥ithout q ﬂﬁvbt. ‘ . ‘ '

’Xox‘ sentence: "The snwe opplies to the US in 1946",

Ang 1n_1947, boo, we ‘bet, o :
Xext sentence:"it iIs within +h1° framework +hﬂ+ & party functlons
ihat framewsrk?"?he sa~1 1 struc ure, vou d. e, Lbove cll as

determined by the "stsge of development 5f production,” :

Mext sentence: "That is why the Us bau”gﬂa*sie and the workers

are concerned empiricnlly with L“e wenerql etrl M :

Good, - As.long»qs they doa's g

get
the genernl strilke, Cets qui* confu

taﬁ*led up .in th tl ﬁrv of
sing,,Vﬂu know,

Next gentence: '”hat 1s Zhy the mino*ltv nmakes this i*s ba qlc
stra tegiv-qrientﬂtloq.“ :

wWhat? The geﬁénﬂ~3?91?b? . Then vhy. doesn't someone propose it?
Its quite evident that Johnson hos no gcuch intentions,

fiext sentence: "The party of the Fourth International does as we
havs seen, : . :

Pardon ue, Comrnce Johngon, s you | have seen, Eow could we see -
when you aelete the seation on the Party of the Fourth Internntlonal?
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| A QUESTION TO CCOMRADE FCRIEST -~
By Irving Howve

In her reply to co-rade Gates' criticism of her OQutline of Cepltal,
corrade Forest ralises an interesting problem., She attenpts to revut
Gstes! criticism of her staterient that her outline fell into an
"jdealilst" trap on +he question of the "inevitability of socialism,"
How this problem is rather comnlicated, and something of a chestnut
too; T don't wish to discuss it here at all, ‘/hat interests me 1is
Worest's defense of her staterent that lMarx'!s znalysls of capitalism
1s based on his concept of "the inevitability of soclalism,”

Forest's .original statement as Gates noticed and as anyoae just re- -~
motely ascquainted with historical or Fhilosophical methodc? ogy cennot
but help notlicing, 9s "pure idealism." Forest wrote:

"Tt 13 because Marx based hlmseif on the lnevitability of )
shclnlis:t thot Ne could discern toe law of motion of capitalist
society, the Inevitabliilty of its collopse.” ' S

To deny this &g did Gates ond as rust any Marxlst ot all concerned
with the simplest aspects of scientiflc metnod, 1s, Forest infers, -
"to bury The dialectic in the &ebrls of pragmatism.," OShe then offers
a nmost interesting but qulte irrelevant quotation from Rosa. Lunemburg
to buttress her point. ‘ ‘
But let us try to get to the heart of the matter; quotations or no,

If it is true, 2s Forest says, that the discernment of the laws of
motion of capltalist soclety was possible for ilarx because he based
himself "on*he lnevitability of soclalism”; them we must osk how did
Marx deduce "the inevitability of soclallsm'to begin with? IT 1T s
mandlalestsce " To deduce sometning from present-day events, trends
and facts; which it is claimed will Ve inevitable In the future, that
1s if 1%t is "undialectlical" todeduce future possibilitles, probablli-
ities or inevitabilitles fr m contemporary actualities -- then how
the devil does one deduce them? '

Forest declares that to deny her conception is to use " a simlilar
point of departure” as did "the bourgeols and petty bourgeols critlcs
of Marx" who claimed "that Canital is an unsclentific work because
‘Marx believed in Socinlism Tong pefore he gatherad data about the
economic organism of capitalism.! To which Harxists have 2lways
replied that llarx's econwemic data and theories in Capit~l are veril-
fiable opart from hils ssclallst beliefs;that they retnin objective
sclontific validity apart from Iarxt's politicsl inclinatlons before
writing Capisal,

“From on examinction of what exists, of what hns existed nnd what we
~8ec developling -- that is, the tendercles, the possibilities of
"developuent within cnpitnlist society -~ Marxists deduce the necegs-
1ty, the possibility, =~nd, if you will, the "inevitability of
soclalism” (slhoctever that loast phrase may menn, or whakever meaning
may be ~ssigned to it.) Why this method is "un~dulterated fmerican
pragmntism" (why "unadulterated” and why "Amerlean"?") nund if so, why
there 1s cnything wrong with it and contrary to finrxism, I lenve 2
other, rrafonunder minds,
156%
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Forest =-=- in her oun sncll sny is doing wirk Umpx scid of Terel:
starding the iatter on fhe Lond == ghrtar a z2onzant: the "inevitahile
ity of socinlism,! o deduce this “THeVIT 2T F7T Tpam 2ovtemporary
sseinl devebonent ls, she tells us, prommatism,  Foon vihere, then,
does_she caiuce 1*%  Fronm gocliaty, ir>: socinal jovclouzen“v Eut in
£ant cnse, she with poor Gntes 13 lost «mong "the debris of pragantism
Fron ker wilshes? Then she 1s simnly a philos aphic-l tueulhst!

Put we shall not bel-~bsr the po inﬁ ~nyrmore, By now, I think, 1%
a) "3 s zee, If not...

Siace I 1ay @m0 ¢lailn £5 acholr 'rshiz, T c¢onant sry how mony crimés
have been cormltted in the neme sf "inevitablility of soclnalisn® But
surely never ~ny:hing quite =2s ridiculous ~s csmprndé Forestls 1Q~is-
tence that a teliel in thnt theorr 1s necess-ry 1a order to exsmine
caplialist aoct ety In » MarxTs® woy, “Vhich ju«t goes 95 show thntns
you 1iive, 7ou lenrn, .

156 4



el

Note: The following smendment to the document "The Fourth Inter-
nationnl and the Europenn Socinrl Democrncy"(Perty Bulletin
Vol 11 Ro 1) wea presented to the Politicrl Cormitiee by S
Berg on Pebruary 7, 1947, The amendiment was not carried,

)

F|

AVENDNENT TO DOCULTNT: THT FOURTH LUTFRVATIOHAL /ND THE TUROPTAN
‘ SOCIAL DENOCRAC

(Insert on page 6 of M,S. document in place of +he sentence deall.g
with Fronce,)

There are serlous considerations wvhich would make 1t an error at
~the present tinme to-propose the application of this general Turopean
perspective of entry into the Soclal Democracy to France, It must be
remembered tha* while ths 4th Internationclists can influence logse
- centrlst tendencles snd leftward moving elements inside the Soclalist
Partles, they core themselves subiect to pressures under such clrcum-~
stances., The Trotsirist cadres are for the rst part very young and
Inexperlenced in continental Zurope, es-ecially because of losses under
the Nazil occunation. Refore consldering the risks thot these 3adres”
would run in entry, consider the ¢ifficulties faced by the Trotskyist
groups in the Social Dermecratic partles in 1934-193€, when these groups
had leadershiv of a2 high political caliber developed in five vears of
the Intense political 1ifz of the small Left Opposition. »

These groups hac some suzcess within the Soclallst Parties,
Nevertheless, sxamining the r esults of this enrlier entry in France, we
find that the Rolshevik-Lenninist Grouvp gave birth to a centrist tende-
ney at that time, which resistcd any parting of the ways with the
centrists in the SP, snd In the end caused = disagregation of the 4tha
International's forces In France in 1936, when we atfempted to create
an indenendent revolutionary p:rty there., The Trotskyists emerged
only slightly enlarged, and from 1936 to 1939 the centrist tencency
in the SFIO remeined tke mnin pole of attraction for revolutionary -nd
militant workers. ’

Does this mean that entry wes wrong in the first plrce? ¥o, but
it does menn that entry is not » ~et prich qulck scheme, but only 2
rather depressing, though unfortunately necessary, alternative to
continued isolation as a small sect,

Therefore, where n section 4th International does show -
serious progress in size =2nd co: lons with the mosses, even though
not takineg ziunt strides, entry is not justified. This is the caze in
France, Our French sectlon, which has grown from 500 to 1C00 members
In a little cver a year, consists nlmost entirely of woung inexner=-
enced elements, The 1resent majority tendency in the French section
menifests onpertunist tendencies on ane questions, md the nort- is
diviZed into nat least five tendenices with adckEional sub-tendanpigs.
Such a party could probebly carry throush the tactic of entrv/SRLH
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a serlous split in its ranks both on the wny 1nto the French SP nnd
on the way out later, Ifennwhile, the party would have largely cut
ltself off from 1ts present sources of growilh. The PCI reported
that 2075 of 1ts recrults c:-: directly from the renks of the Communist
Party. These elements :111¥BEenlk from the CP to Join o faction of
the SP, :

In the unicns close working cooperntion has been nchieved betveen

the Trotskrists and unaffiliated revolutionary workers throuvsh orge
anlzotion of groups of supporters of “.orkersiront," the ps,er of the
revolutionary minority in the CGT {(which the Trotskylsta gshare
responsifllity for edlting), That this tendency 1s not smull 1is
Indicated by the fact thot ot the last CGT congress, 1ts platform
recelved the votes of -holf of the opposition to the Stalinists, thus
" belng as large as the refornist opposition tendency =2t the congress,

The results of the French elections demonstrated that there now
exists a lorge minority of French uvorkers that prefers to "throw avay"
lts votes on the PCI, yet 1s 2luost entlirely unorganized politicslly.,
Furthermore, the ‘election figures, district by district, indlcate
that these particular wori.ers vote Stalinist when unable to vote POI{
They 2l1s0 coannot be effectively reached if we are inside the Sp,

. Of course the rejection of entry 1n France should not mean
lgnoring thic symptomatic irmportance of the centrist group, which has
developed in the French SP, nnd achleved a majority of the last con~
gress, Fractlon worlt, especlally in the Soclalist Youth should be
intensiflied, together 4 th every pocsibvle attempt at local united
front actlon,. The pressure of events may result in a snlit " In the
French SP, Since there 1s no Stalinlst tendency in the party (un-
like Italy), this would mean the coming into existence of an inde-
pendent left centrist psrty, simllar to the PSOP of 1938-1939,
Speedy entry into such o party before it crystnilized would be
mandatory. : ' - o ' ' .

Saul Berg
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ON GUARD!
| By Munis and Peralta

#* £ %

In its report to the October session of the IEC, the Interna~
tional Secretariat deals with the preparation of the iorld Congress
of the Fourth International (Internal Bulletin, December 1946), We
must say right at the outset that this document satisfles us in no
wise because it contributes not the slightest substance to the dise
cussion that ought to precede the Congress = quite the cont rary -« and
in the abgsence of this dlscussion, the Congress, Instead of leading to
the constitution of s genulne world perty of the soclallst revolution,
wlll be the Introduction to its organic decomposition.

In this document is felt a timidity which 1s in striking contrast
with the scope of the tasks that devolve upon us. Unlike Jean Sar-.

| ment ("I am too big for myself,."), the comades of the IS and the

IEC repeat_to themselvea, " I am too small for myself," all the live-
long day. Indeed, we are told that the Congress "must be primarily

kg Congress of the organizations that have ablded by international
‘disclipline and which maintained normal relations with the leading

bodles." They are trying here to cover up with the word "discipline"
the blows inflieted upon the very principles, upon the written pro-
gram of the International by, for example, the Canadian section, In

. the eyes of the comrades of the leadership 1s not that loyalty to
revolutionary principles which constitutes our reason for existence

a thousand times more. impertant than the observance of disciplineé
and "normal relations with the lesdlng bodles," even though a lot
could be sald about normal relations so far as the Canadian séction
1s concerned? We, however, accuse thls party of having violated
surreptitiously the principles of the Internstional on the question
of the war and of having had an opportunist attitude toward it dur-
ing the last imperialist conflict ("non-support” instead of an sctive

" and consistent opposition), Besldes, what 1s & discipline which
clings to the external organizatlonal forms (normal relations) in

order the better to violate the principles upon which they rest? 1In

- ‘reallty, I1f the discipline were adhered to in the full sense of the
- word, the IEC would be obliged to forbid the Canadlan section, and no

doubt other sectlons, admittance to the Congress for having violated
the ideologlcal disclpline which is certainly more important than the
formal discipline which is dealt with here,

What exactly does the IS understand by "normal relations?" The
position adopted with regard to the great revolutlonary problems or
the courteous letters that are exchanged with 1t? Por a revolutlon-
ary leadership, it would have to be the position adopted with regard
to the great revolutfonary problems and, in that case, we would be
obliged to set ourselves against, at the very least, the participa-
tion of the Canadisn section in the Congress and - who knows? = of
the IS, As to the former, we can assert that 1t held an opportunist
position guring the war; as to the latter, 1ts inertia in the in-
vestigation of thls matter permits us to assume ideological complicl-
ty with the former, -

Between the Founding Congress of the Fourth Internatienal and
the Congress now belng planned stand all the war years, during which.
the IS was cut off from all contact with the major portlon of our

'3i,sectidns in Europe and Asla, angd during this time 1t was unable to
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play the leading role for which it was designated, As a cons equence,
most of the sections found it impossible to malntaln the "normal re-
lotions" in question with the leadership. Ape they golng to be ex-
cluded from the Congress? 1In reallty, what is hintéd at here by
'~ "normal relatlons" is the acceptance without a murmur of our particu-
1 lar wer program In its entirety., So true is thils that in the follow-
Ing paragroph the report of the IS declares that orgnnizations "which
set conditlions for their membership in the Internstional" cannot
participate in the Congress, What conditions sre involved? 'Je are
_not told and this very silence reveals, their noture., All thst can
be involved are demands relating to the reconsideration of this or
thet point of the program, These demands we support unreservedly,
even If they touch upon certain points of the progrem which we con-
tinue to consider valid. Nothing 15 lost by discussing them; on
the contrary, we will galn by having them further clarified for the
whole of the Intemational, . . ‘

- In foct, the whole attitude of the IS cn the preparatory discus-

sion of the World Congress dlscloses that its primarv interest 1s

to safeguard the prestige of the leadership from which the Interna- .
tional suffers to the polnt of teing incepable of plaving the revolu-
tionary role 1t should have In the struggles ncw belng heralded,

We are not the only ones who say this; other voices are being raised
-In the Intemational to alert the various sectlons agalnst the
maneuvers belng prepared behind the scenes, The Minority of the
Canadlan section alrecdy speaks of the Steolinist methods of the C,
leadership, shows the cepltulatory consequences cf the policy fol-
lowed by the present leadership of the Internationnl whose procedure
"betrays bureaucratic designs.," Today it is the Mexicm sectlion
which 1s obllged to protest ngainst Comrade Smith who, In the name of
the IS, insists that Colrade Red, expelled after having resigned
from the organizantion, be put back in the poslition of leader which
he formerly occupled In the kexicmn section, Why? Becouse - al-~
though Comrade Smlith's. letter does not breath a word about it =-
Comrade Red supports unconditionally the policy of the leadershlp of
the Internntionzl, In addition, Comrsde Munis 1s confronted with
velled threants of expulsion by the leadership elected by the pre-
conference with the sole misslcn of preparing the envisnged discus=-
sion of the Viorld Congress, even though it has not. the right to ex-
pel myorie because of its restricted authority, We could also speak
at great length on the circular of February 22 last, addressed by

the IS to all the sections of Latin Amerlca, which plainly revecls
the same maneuvering spirit, All these indications and facts show
that an unhealthy atmosphere prevails In the summits of the Interna-
tional, It must be dissipated immedintely if we want the next Con-
gress to be in 2 positicon renlly to define the revolutionary policy
incumbent upon us In the present period. Instead of employing all
sorts of subterfuges for the purpose of evading or restricting the
discussion which is the very coridition for the effectiveness cf the
Congress, and thnt with the aim of preserving the prestige of leaders
whom these very precautlons revezl as belng conscious of their guilt =~
the lecdership should organize the discussion loynlly, ond extend it
so that none of the principsl problems of the workcrs movement may
be reglected, The IS ond the IZC should intervene in the dlscussion
to launch and orgmnize it and not to restrict it,. o

It is Indispensable to draw up na sincere, preclse snd detniled
; balence sheet, to exrmine thorcughly what was the attitude of the-
. varlous sections during the Imperirlist war, The IS in no wny motl-
- vates 1ts refusal to put on the agenda the guestion of the position”
of the sections toward the imperialist war and the national movements.,
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Thereby 1t ccknowledges that nll the sections had a correct positlon
toward this problem and wnants to have this thesls acknowledged by
the Internationzl, =ven if all the sactions had followed an Intransi-
gent revolutionary policy, this examination would be necessary, -
That 1s not the cnsze, hcwever, mnd it would be too hard to show that
tiIs happened because of the ycuth ¢f our movement, the complex prob-
lems presented in the course of the weor, like that of the occupatlon
of Europe by Nazl imperializm and by the Anglo-Americnn snd Russian
imperi~lisms, This questlon of the position of our sectlons during
the war, therefcre, deserves to be dlscussed in detnll, The mlstnkes
must be denouriced smd n resolution must te n~dcpted on this question.
Vie- are of the opinicn th~t the decisicn of the IS to devote a part
of 1ts rerort tc thls problem does not permit the ample discussion
which 1s necessary, and clenrly revezls the desire to cover up mls-
t~kes thnt the Internsticn~l as a whole cught to know In order to
be in " position to avold them in o similar case and if a healthy
regime 1s to prevall in the Internntional, Thus, nobody knows what
was the attitude of the French section durlng the war,  What posi-"
tion did this sectlon hove towrrd the "nntional liberation mevement,"”
_fthe guerrillas, etc,? Nobedy knaws 1n detnll, except for the well
informed clrcles nt the top.., The rink nd file of the whole Interna-
tionsl not only has the right to know 1t tut it must kvow it In or-
der to be able to draw the indispersable lessons from lt, s.oecevcece
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- All these restrictlons tkpt the IS wrnts to impese upon the dis-
cussion get their fu:l meemnling 1f we conslder the limit~tions that
the IS, In its circular of February 22, sets for the participation
~In the Congress of the sections and groups of Latin Zmerica, If the

IS has recson for promoting the unificatlcen of the vrrious groups
exlsting in different countries, to the extent where no serlous
political difference sepnrntes them, this is not 2 rensor why the
groups that have not nchieved unity should be pushed out of the Con-
gress., As for the conditlon Imposed of nccepting in ndvance the dis-
‘cipline of the majority of the Congress, it 1s unique In the annals
of the workers mcvement and the comrndes of the Xinority cf the '
Canadlan section ars perfectlr right in judglng that 1t Is "not very

~ wlseé and folse," That ‘1s the least you cen sny about it] We con=
 sider this demand nbsurd becruse 1t is pntently imposed to prevent

a militant or a group of militonts from rising up ngalnst this or
that deciaslon token by the mnjorlty once they nre expelled becnuse of
thelr dlsrgreement, Besides, this conditlon betrays the fenr of Fac-
tlons whose legitimacy 1s nevertheless ncknowledged mnd it alms at
the constitutlion of a monollithic point of viev, e protest ~3ialnst
this demand and ask the IS to reconsider the cdecision 1t has taken
cn this point, : -

~ If the IS does no% see the need of entrusting the plenipotentinry
World Congress with the discussion of the conditions In which vnrlous
tendencies m-y coexist in the Intemnational it 1s becruse 1ts
burequcrntic teridencies m-ke it prone to deciding all probtlems Ly
the ~pplicntlion of n formnl discipline which mny have o nice effect
upon inexperienced eyes but which berrs within it a germ of degen=
erntion whose effects will not be long In making themselves felt
throughout the International, impedlng nll progress of the sectlicns,
ruininc all possitidity of ideclogicnl renovation for the Internn-
tlonnl, striking 1t with sterillty snd lmpotence In face of the
“revolutionnry events which nre in proparation, Thot l1s nlmost ;in=-
evitable if the IS succeees in moneuvering the Congress as 1t Bns up
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Finally, we nsk that all the groups and parties which adhere to
the 1d2ns of the Fourth International be invited to participate in
the Ccngress with 11 rights, We have riothing tc fear -~ quite the
contrary - and by this the Fourth Internation~l will glve an exawple
of revolutionary democracy which will have the effect of helping dis-
pel :he accusation of sectarianlsm 3o often hurled ot us,

In sumary, we demand:

1. Thnt the documents enabling us to judge the attitude of the
principnl sections towsrd the Iimperiallst war and toward the "nation=-
al resistonce" movements, as well ns those concerning the question of
the Sino-Jnpcnese war, be placed in discussion, This must be the
first point of the ngenda,

2, Thet the ransition program be reexsmined and brought up to
date. All the IS ~‘arts 1s a dlscussion on the means of applying the
program, However, several polnts of this progrem are outlived (we
refer nbove all to the slogms of the SP=CF government, the unlted .

- front with Stalin!sm, naticnallzotion, etc.) and must be replaced by
. 2 others. Yhat reasions can be put forward for refusing to dlscuss
£ these questlons? ’ )

1 3, That all the groups adhering to the ldeas of the Fourth In=
. +ermntionnl be irsited to participnte In the Congress with nll rights
and without cond!tions,

"4, That the IS launch the discusslon without placing any ob~
stacles in its W, .Ye 0sccccscceccscenee .- .

Mexico, D. Fo-
April 3, 1947

-
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