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A LETTER TO THE VEVBERSHIP

The publication of Comrade Shachtman's circular, "The ‘rong -
Road," (BULLETIN OF THE UORKERS PARTY, Vol, II, No, 3, April 21,
1947) makes 1t necessary for the membership to consider seriously the
distinction between petty-bourgeols pollitics and Bolshevik politics,

- The hysteria, fear and terrer which the Majority leaders have
instilled into the members and thelr dissemination of atrocity stories
sbout the SWP are the very worst prepsratlion for the great tasks a-
head, They claim that the SWP 1s slandering and has slandered them
"to the SWP membership, At this stage all such matters could have
been talken up with the SWP leadershlp calmly and firmly. The present
period should heve been used judicliously to review our own past and,
above all, to elaborate our contributions to party building. The
"struggle for unity 1s only a prepesration., The real problems of
building the mass revolutlionary party begin after unity and demand a
period of Integration during which mutual confldence 1s estsblished
on all sides, Only Utoplans who kaow nothing of the history of Bol-
shevism can believe that 2000 will become 20,000 in the class strug-
gle without upheavals, conflicts, factions, grouplngs, etc. That 1is
the way the proletariat learns, different layers come into actlon,
victories and defeats occur and sharp and sudden changes are neces-
sary., As the class struggle develops, theoretical problems are il-
luminated, old forces tire, new ones emerge. Instead of preparing
the membership for this with the seriousness end foresight of Bolshe-
vik leaders, the ¥Majority leadership has 1t yelling and screaming
about the coning struggle over democratlc rights and fearful of the
bureaucratized, "semi~Stalinist" porty of the-SWP, and of the deép
machinations In which Cgnnonite politics reportedly consists, It is
a shameful, scandalous, and utterly degrading procedure and weakens
the movement at a criticsl stage in its development,

" THZE "X" LTETTER

Before the flrst New York membership meeting on unity was held,
Comrade Shachtman knew the contents of the "X" letter and reported
them to the PC, Johnson and Forest authorized the PC to make the
necessary corrections, Shachtman did so In hls speech, Comrade
Forest asked for and recelved speclal time at the meeting in order
to glve an account of all negotlations, discussions, etc.,, concern-
ing unity in which Johnson and Forest were involved, :

~ Subsequently, the PC obtalned a copy of the "X" letter and de-
cided €o broadcast, in diplomatic language, that Cannon was =2 liar,
"It wanted to place Johnson and Forest in a position where théy would
have to take thelr sheore iIn calling Cannon a llar, Just a step a-
head was the possibility that both Cannon and Johnson and the Secre-
tary of the CIC would all be calling each other llars and exposing
plots and counter-plots, : , _ :

For the correction of crror, Johnson and Forést were ready, But

they were determined to lend no encouragement to the pollcy of dis-
crediting political opponents as a substitute for positive political
positions. Hence, when it wss first proposed in the PC that the "X"
‘letter be published, Forest, in the nbsence of Johnson, ‘opposed the
publicition of the l8tter. HNevertheless, the PC requcsted Johnson
to write Carinon a letter.  ilioreover, the next ‘day, this request,
.along with the "X" lctter, was made known to the membership in.a .2y
thet left us no alternative but to enter intc the plcture, We-did
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- 80 in a munner calculated to do the least possible harm to our méve=~
ment, /e sent our letter to Cannon and attached to 1t our report to
‘the PC and to the membership of our part In the unity negotiations,

_We are requesting the PC that these enclosures also"be published, Ve
gave the PC a copy of the letter and enclosures sent to Cegnnon, Fur-
thermore, we let it be known that we considered our responsiblility dis-

. charged and that we would not ask for the letter to be publlished, 1If
the PC wished to publish, that was its.business, If it wished to ap-
prise the members o0f It and the members demanded publication, that

too was its responsibility. ' The letter 1s the property of the PC,

e wanted no part in keeping the question alive, We have analyses
“thet we shell make public. No one will have to urge us to publish
these. They will consist of the rigorous snalysls of the development
of the WP from 1940 to the present day in which we shall show step by
step the politicel and orgenizatlonal degeneration whlich we have
fought uninterruptedly for six years, '

. 4 "BURFAUCRACIES" AKD "CLIQUES"

-The whole procedure of Shachtmen from 1940 to tocday 1is to ob-
scure his political vaclllations and the unclear policies of his own

camp by questions of "genulne party Gemocracy," Thls is the corrup-
tion of our membership. In bourgeols soclety, every trick 1s used to

;i-,prevent the workers seeing the political. issues clearly and acting

5

ascordinzly, Bolshevism, for lts life, must do the opposite. ‘e = .
shall do everything at our disposal to make the membership see that
the covrse of the Majority as climaxed in thls cempalgn 1s the enemy
of their collective and indlvldual development as serious revolution-
aries, HMany of them know no better., They came to the movement wish-
ing to lcarn., It 1s time they stopped to look where they are going,
to think, to come to concluslions, and to act. _
The VWP leadership has committed meny crimes agalnst our movement.
_This latest maneuver with the scandal, the waste of tlme, the dlver~
sion of the attention and energles. of the members, the possible em=-
bitterment of relatlionships throughout the Internationsl, the politic-.
al degradation involved, could only have been undertsken at thls time
by Jesporate politlelans as the climax of seven years of political
dlsintegration. o

Today, the WP lives according to the/followlng evaluatlion of

dqntemporary politics: The Stalinist regime 1is bureaucratic-collec~ =['

tivist, tofalitsorian. It is ruled by s clique which practlces the
ieader-cult, holds down the backward masses, miseducated them by .
Torce and deception snd bureaucratically manipuletes them. The
- Stalinist parties are totalitarian psrties, They too are cliques -
which practice the leader-cult, decelve the backward masses and bu~
reaucratically manipulate them. . The Fourth Intermsational 1s led by
a clique which is in the pocket of X, the leader, who decelves his ..
foIlowers and bureaucraticelly manipulates them, The SUP is led by
a cllique which practices the lcader-cult, and miseduc ates and bureau-
cratically manipulates the membership, whe Johnson-Forest Minority
is led by a clique which practices the leader-cult, miseducates 1fs /
backward followers and bureaucrstically menipulntes them, Impllecls, *
and not always only lmplicit, in this world-wide analysis 1s the idea -

that it 1s only because they lack pover that the Fourth Internationnal, ‘ 

the S%WP, and the Jolnson-Forest Hinority have not complcted the de=-
generntion whish imposces its bureaucratic manlpulations on the back=~
ward workers by force,. . : IE;?S:
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To counternct these "bureaucracies" aond "cliques) Shachtman
has his "cadre," All types of revolutionsries sre welcome, Thelir
rallying cry is not revolutionary activity for which the backward
mssses are not sultable., It is not the moblllization of the partles
for the task of transforming themselves into mnss parties. For this
the small, insignilicant partles are not rezdy, whatever may be the
objective situction., Thelr ralliying cry is "democracy." Thelr maln
business is anti-Stalinism, anti-Connonism, anti-Johnsonlsm, Thelr
specific political method 1s exposure of the dishonesty, dupllclty nid
bureaucratic methods of pollticszl opponents; by this meang to effect
the enlizhtenment of the duped, deluded mnd backward followers as
to the unreliability of thelr leaders, The organizational force of
this political nctivity is the "cadre," the sole, original contribu-
+tion of Shachtman to the politicol ideos of the Fourth Intermationel,
This, stripped of all decoratlion, 1s the speclal politlcal atmosphere
of the VP,

The present campaign ngalnst Johnson is merely the climax of a
political degenerction which begm with the birth of the WP, In 1940,
the then SUP Minority accused the SVP of "burenucratic conservatism,"
The inference was clear, The WP, by democratic dynamism, would show
how to build o party. The WP leaders had the confidence and 2llegl-~
ance of a membership whose effortz, devotion and recrdiness to op-
pose the bourgeoisie stand second to none in our movement, when all

b the circumstonces of socinl onlgin and specific conditions in"the
- United S+ates are taken into considerntion, But the proponents of
L. democratlic dynamism have shown themselves to be a colossal fallure.
They have no perspectlives of azny kind. In 1940 vhen they hoped to
demonstrnte thelr party-building capaclties, they rallled behlnd a
Russinn positlon consisting of 2ll sorts of diverse elements which
later divided into the three leandlng posltions in the WP, Iincluding
that of the VP Minority., The real burden of the nttack, however, was
the lecder-cult, the clique, bursaucratism, duplicity, etc. Ngw In
1947, when their perspectives of party-bullding are-nil, they place.
. the whole responsibility upon the proletrriat and Ss+alinism, It 15
: {mpossible to bleme "bureaucratic conservatism,” Therefore, "bureau-
gratic conservatism” becomes the "byrdaucratic jungle," and for the
impressionistic onolysis of the Russian stnte of 1640 1s substituted
the inpressionistic anolysis of the Stalinlst partles. ‘
~ Far more than in 1940, the exposure of the cliques, leader-cults,
- and all the shameful crimes of politicel opponents has become the
mecns whereby the "cadre™ 1s held tosether. Thnis 1is the Bolshevism
of the lenders of the Workers Party. It is the last resort of bmnk=
ruptcy. The /P leadership knows that all its unique contridbutions to
Harxism ore doomed. It secks to save its Rucsinn position, which Is
being overwhelmed by state capitalisma, by norrowing the Russian ques=
tion dovm to one of defensism or defeatism., It knows that once '
there is a unified party within thé United States, the bulk of the
-~ membership will discard the concepts of retrogressionism, no revolu-
tionary situation without a revolutionsry party, removal of the So-
cinlist United States of Europe from the top of the order of the dny,
etc., ctc, Heonée, the frontic character of its cttempts to smear
all its opponents ns the primary politicnl compaign In the last few
. months of its existence,
| \574%
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"Phe Minority here affirms that any liarxlst party which zoverns
its practical politics by the theoretical perspective of bureaucrat-
1c collectivisn as a 'third alternstive! to capitalism or socialiem
a) repuciates licrxism which is based from top to bottom on the duall-
ty of bourgeolsie 2nd proletariat as contenders for mastery in -
modern society, (b) leads inevitebly to tampering with the fundement-
2ls of Bolshevik stratesy. The result at the very best can be only
the strengthening of bourgeois-democratic illusions in the party
and in the messes." ("Statement of the Johnson lMinorlity on the Ori-
gin, Character and Perspectives of the Johnson Faction," BULLETIN,
Vol. I, Mo, 16, p. 29) :

For yesrs no one has been able to get a word out of Shachtman

on the theory of retrogression which dirtled the pages of THE NEW -
THTERWATIONAL month sfter month. To thls day, Johnson and the party
" weit in vain for the resolutlon of the WP on the American question,
"a niew draft of which was submitted to the 1946 Convention on the morn-
ing of the day of 1ts adoption. The party walts for a resolution’
on the Negro question into which is to be incorporated the resolution
of Berg. The International walts In valn for some guldance on the
jungle that is the theory of buresucrati¢ collectivism, On 2ll these
“questions, the leadership has been silent, has been silent for years,
A hopeless confusion besets the party rs to whether unity 1s desir-
able beczuse the objective situstion and the radicallzation of the

cgses demand that we mobillze\our forces to build the party; or
whether unity 1s necessery in view of the pollitical stagnation in
the United States. Silent on nll these fundoméntal questlons, the
party leadership jumps Into lts element and sets the stage for its
real politics - what Johnson said to Crnnon after the plenum had
token its decision. Isntt this the drogging of the perty inbto the
mudt Is nqo¥olce of protest golng to be ralsed?

Preclsely because Shachtmant's pollitics consists of nothing else
but exposures of bureaucracy and dishonesty, he must regard any sober
statement of political agreement or disagreement as a bending of
politicesl ‘line or 2 capltulotion, A3 o substitute for political
positlions #which can be judged by the vanguard 1n relatlon to the
proletariat as a whole, he pursues a policy of destroying hls oppon--
ents by attocking them in subjective terms as buresucratic, dishonest,
and deceptive., A&s he judges the working class pollitleally always” es
backward snd in terms of defeat, so he carrles on his politics with-
in the framework of disillusionment and rejection by the working
class of political leadership in general.” In the nmme of democracy,
he sceks to rolly around himself all who have 2o dlstrust of the
leadership of the SWP and the Internntional but who have no polltic-
al position except thelr grievances and disappointments,

i7ith no political positions which can win declsively in the

course of the clnss struggle, Shachtmon can think only in terms of ~
"hunger" for blocs which have an immediate practicnl value in isolst~
ing an opponent, So lightly cdoes he tcoke his own political posi-
tions that he connot even imagine that others would go to the
political trouble of undertaking s serious collatoration to struggle
agninst then. When confronted with such a possibility, he does not
even bother to deny that he is revigionist, In his terror at being
1solated, -he can only try to drive « wedge between his political op-
ponents by-sowing mutusl distrust, For what purpose: So he can win
 one of them to nhis own political position? Hardly, lils political

positions arc mentioned only in passing. Rather what he would like
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to schieve 1s the winning of Cannon or the Johnson ljnority to his
"right way" of making politics, euphemistically called "a high maxi-"
mum of frankness and rutual understanding," Frankness snd mutual
understanding on what? Politlical dififerences? Hardly, Rather ~
franimess in exposure and counter-exposure of every step in negotlia~
tions. The membership must be continuously informed of every dls-
egreement , mejor or minor, every "confidential" letter, until it de-
votes all its energies to rothing eIse but speculations and suspi-
cious probings of motives end ‘intentlons and until it regards any
juéicious and firm leasdership as tureaucracy and cliquism, "exsIusive-
ly at the top." Practical collaboration iIs necessary in order that
the members "will be sble to check with each other on t'stories! that
are circulating," iith such a "right way," the Bolshevlk psrty is to
be trained to fight against the bourgeolsle, , ’

- "In his haste to drive the wedge between the Jommson-Forést liln-
ority and the SWP, and the SWP and the Johnson-Forest Minority,
‘Shachtman divulges to the Johnsonites that -"onybody who knows any-
thing about the SWYP leadership 1s aware that 1t has no use whatso-
ever for the political tendency represented by Johnson, .. At the
. Same time, he cha lenges the SYP that the deletion from the "article
_ on the Social Crisis in the United States and the General Strike
" fighould be offensive’ to them, He chooses to quote what we openly
chose To delete after urnity wss seriously proposed., Thils, as we
stated immediately, was cur contribuitfon to the climate which should
“prevail at thlsstage after ceven years of antagonistic separctlion,
He did not cimse to quote what we stoted as our consldered political
judgment in our Amerlcan Resolutlon of a year ago when unity was
not an irmedlate prospect and even before the SWP elaborated 1ts

American Resolution: ' -

: "phe Soclalist Workers Perty has had one inestimable advantage
. over the Jorkers Party In thaot in general, and in particular In its
trestment of international news, 1t shows not the faintest troce of
retrogression ond places ltself before £re Americen working cicoss as
the Trotskylist party of the soclaliist revolution st home &nd abroad.
Not only in relation to Furope but in relation to the United States
the SWP propagenda is in the full Trotskylst tradition in that it 1s
~conscious always of the challenge to the bourgeols order cont ained
in the agzressive actions of the proleterizt., The SW/P constantly

" makes the Amerlcon workers aware of the comlng social revolution in
the United States." ‘ A - _

At the time this proved to Shechtman that we had "ecapitulated
to Connonism” and that therefore a "cadre" was necessary, The same
Shachtmen who, in the preconvention period was anxious to prove the
capitulation of Johnson to Cannonlswm, now emerges as the defender of
~ the political diffcrences of Johnson and Forest with Cannon. The
" ypole of clarifier of political diffcrences 1is the one ‘lezst sulted
to Shaehtman, the pereanlal mudéler of politicsl positlons. ‘e do
not need your help in this, Comrade Shachtman. Tvents nnd politics
will influence and decree the rclations between the Johnson=Forest
#inority, the SWP andg the CIC, not your petty-politics. ile of the
Minority would be guilty of the utnost stupldity if we clsimed thot
“we know how thc mass revolutlonary party will be built in the Tnited
_States. Yhat we know ls that the WP liajority's fund amentcl promises
sre wrong nnd thst we have our contributlon to riake, e do not know
who will be on which side md when, what will be -the sides, how " often
they will chonge, ALl that is before us now, e of the Minority
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will put forward our views at the TPFC with Bolshevik vigor, full of
confidence, hope and excitement that at last the unified Trotskyist
movement in the U,S, will develop in the wmidst of a radicsllzed
working class, end that its major conflicts and difficulties will -
take place on the American questlon under the lmpact of the greatest
soclal force the world has ever seen - the American proletariat which
has at last 1ifted up its head and 1c staring the Americai bourgeoisie
iIn the face, questlonling everything it hss hitherto saccepted,

- Shachtman spends a great deal of space on the supposed criminale-
ity of the bloc with Cannon against revisionism of the type of the
IKD and of Shachtman. Was there ever such hypocrisy and stupidity?
First of all, there was no bloc, In our converszilon with Cannon we
talked about our hostility to bureaucratic collectivism, to the ~
democratlc-political revolution, to everything connected with retro-
gresslionism, But If there was a bloc, what then? Doesn't everybody
lmow that Johnson and Forest are the mortal enemles of these con-
cepts? Haven't we published it far and wide? H.re it is agiln, e
are the irreconcllable enemy of all thls, and in the Movement we
shall form a bloc agalnst all thls with whom we please, when we
please, where we please, ‘e hate 1t, desplse 1t; we shall stamp
upon 1t wherever we can. All who oppose this are our political
allles, all who support this or play with 1it, are our political ene-
mies, ‘/herever it 1s possible to differentiate ourselves from
Shachtman and his retrogressionist, defestlist impressionistic
politlics ond his organizational slmder compalgns, we shall do so,
Trotsky, even after characterizing the then S7P Mlrorit§ aos the
petty-bourgeols opposition, fought to retaln 1t within the Interna~-
tional, ‘'ie have fought for unity and will continue to do so bé=
cause of the necessities of the objective situation in the United
States, ‘e have bsen concermed %o et the membership away from
Shachtman's corrupting influence into the larger arena of the uni-
fled Trotcskylst movement. /e have felt that it needs this guldaonce
and further opportunity to learn then the kiinority could glve it,

Unfortunately, the SWP leadership beszrs its share of responsi-
bllity for the Influence of the WP lMajority over the membership, The
SWP is the official section and the mejority, From™ 1940 %o today,
it has refused to recognlze openly that 1ts judrments in 1940 (a) that
the VIP was afraid of the wer, (b) that it wos afrald of the Lasks of-
proleterisnization , were absolutely false, It allowed the WP, up
to the intervention of the CIC, to take all the initistive iIn regard
to unity. It has read the Internsl bulletins where the VP passion-
ately sought a way out of 1its failure to build = mass party. It re=-
Jolced at the difficulties, saw only thelr negative side and hoped
for the cisintegration of the /P so a2s to be able to say: e told
you so," All this was only added rmterial for the WP leadership,

Vle are confident that in the unified movement the mischief that the
WP lendcrship has made with the fundomentnls of Marxism will be
short=-1ived, hey were ntle to continue it only becruse they were
isolated in the reriod during the war, Ye were confidenf that soon-
er or later ns the llovement once morr developed and events began to
unroll, the politicnl rubbish which Shochtman had nccurmuliated would
be blown to the winds, The SWP leadership would be commiting. a mis-
toke In rcognrd to the WP if it did not see this barrage of antie-
Cnrnnonism, anti=Johnsonism for what it 1s, the recognition of coming

defent, ol
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WHO HAS IUDDIED UP THE VATERS?

We nsk the WP membership the following questlon: Who has muddied
up the waters on unity? Johnson and Forest have given a full a2ccount
of discussions on unity with the Si/P and the representatives of the
cIC. But even if they had not, what then? Johnson and Forest went
out. of their way to tell Cannon that there were susplclons wlthin
the P that the offer of unity on the part of the SWP was a maneuver
to win the Johnsonltes, lie sald we G1d not belleve this, but if it
were, we would not be a party to if, Thils, 1If you please, was after
the WP plenum had declided to accept the conditlons, (e had dellber-
rtély avoided seeing Cannon or the SWP officlally before the WP had
taken . 1ts decision. Now if when we sgid this to Cnannon, Cqnnon
had nsked: "Suppose the WP is carrying out a maneuver, what would
you do?" and we had replled: "If the WP 1s not sincere ond is moneu-
vering, then certainly we shall noi collaborate with them on 1t
elther," or, more precisely, "We shall split." Even if €hls had
happened, which it did not, we zsk, whot then? How did thls muddy
up unity? ot L : : .

_.The WP lenders assert that they took thelr declslon under no

threat, /e agreed thnt their decislon had been arrived at becouse -

~of thelr position on unity. The X letter wns published along wlth
the comments by Shachtman, Jiasn't that enough? No, The PC had a
weapon in its hands, Look st the result., Ve repent: If the waters
are muddled, who muddied them? Jolnson and Forest have been told
in the PC by Gates thot he cen no longer speak freely in the PC In’
the presence of Johnson and Forest becnuseof their political orlenta-
tion. This stutement, made by Gates before he went on tour, was pro-

tested by Johnson, who, howsver, sald timt he would not force the
protest. Since Gotes! return, he has repented 1t unchollenged, So
Johnson and Forest are ngents of the SUWP in the PC who will report
the discussions ond decisions of the PC of the WP to the SWP. All

[ this is supposed to be Bolshevism and lead to clarification of

- political issues. When, as it lnevlitebly must, nll this comes be-

4 fore tYe membership, it 1s supposed to educate nmnd preprre it for

a frultful unity. e have already made the following statement to

the PC:

"Tn the past, Johnson and Forest have always kept the PC and
the party fully informed on cll questlions desling with negotiatlons
or discussions with the SYP or other representatives of the CIC con- .
cering unity. In our opinion, however, the question in the Cormaittee
has now reached a stage where what is ot i{ssue”1s the discPbediting R
of & political opponent =nd not the sdvancement of unification or
the clarification of the membership of the parties concerned and of
the lMovement. To the scme degrce that consistent with politlcal
principle we did everything possible in the past to ndvance the
political struggle for the unification of the two parties, so now we
do not propose to assist the Committee 1n diverting the discussion,
We would, however, rcaind the Committee thet the relatlons of John~-
son and the linority as 2 whole to the Committee and the party have
n long history. ‘%c are prepared to go into it only, however, when
it will have been macde plain to all concerned who forced the issue,
what purpose it wns intended to scrve and those who forced it -re
prepared to benr the full responsibility of the consequences, We
are not prepured at this stage to mrke n~ny statements other thon thosc
we hnve made or protestotlons of loynlty to this committee. If the
Committec is dissatisfied with our stotements on the qucstions at ls-
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.sue, it is in command of a sufficlent najority to-take whatever steps
it plerses,’ . . _

Finally, we ask the membership to note that .in our opinion the
shameful politics of the PC had reached a stege where we considered
that 1t was time for the faction all over the country to be personale
ly informed and consulted, -Johnson asked for permission to go on
tour ~nd it was granted., Johnson mad Forest have been in communicn-
tion, ‘ie tnke note of the fcet that unity negotiations are now in
the hands of the leadership of the WP, the SWP and the CIC, to be
ratified at the TPC, It is inconceivable to us that our movenment
will mnke a comedy of these serious matters or that they are nothing
riore thon scrops of paper to bte tom up at the slightest opportunity.

On thnt baszls, Comrndes Johnson nnd Forest shll take on themselves
the responsibllity of initisting in tre factlion

,(1) 3 discussion on the best ond most effective menns of bring-
Ing before the lovement our version ~ng annlysls of the recent events
and the political organizotional course which they represent; ,

(2) = reconsiderntion of our previous attitude to the PC and
the WP as expressed in our statement to the Convention nnd in the -
1ntroduction_to the article on the gener=al strike,

The party will be duly Informed 6f our decisions, Until thot
time we propose to toke no notice whatever of rumors, trick ques-
tions, publicctions of our private correspondence, or other political
methods of the ilnjority., ' ;

J. R. JOENSON
. F, FORTST
April 28, 1947, :
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unification of the two parties in the U.S., we were able very cone Q:
- sciously and very concretely to intervene in the internal situation of &

Comrades, the %P minority which has stood for trhe unification of
the Trotskvist forces 1n the U.S. from the time vhen the question was
first posed by the SVP Minority, welcomes the prospective unification
of the WP and S'"P, As the membership is well aware from our resolu-
tions to the last convention, we viewed the guestion not only in
organfzaticnal terms but mainly in the context of the needs of the
forvard-moving imerican mroletariat, vhose most advanced section is
seeking a revolutionary party. Precisely because we hased ourselves
on the fact that the developing objective situation will compel

both the national and international sections to see that unity does
not remain a mere wish, The sequence of events in which the WP
Minority intervened (and of which the PC knows) will help the member=-
ship understand. the present ranid?y developing unity negotiations, snd

" itis for this reason that we asked for additional time,

First, on’ the serles of events which occurred last summer when I
went to Mexico for personal reascns and took the opportunity to see
Netalia, She had, as you %now, been for unity &nd had intervened in
the American situation before., However, she felt that she had ex-
hausted her usefiillness and could not intervere in the pending S./P
convention, 8he cited the fact' that the cuestion had been complicated
by the actions of Comrade Goldman who. had prowised to remain in the
S'/P until.thelr ccnvention but had joined our Party before then. She
was glad that the Johnsonites, on the other hand, behaved in an entirel:
different manner and did not capitulate to the overtures of the
Cannonites, She sald that, whereas she could not intervene in the
S'’P, she meant most decisively to intervene in the preparstions for'
the Extraordinary Congress to see that both the freest possible dis=--

E cusslon was held and that participation at the Congress vias on the -

basls of political tendencies in the Fourth, She gave as an example
the French party Iin which there were five different tendencies, all
of whom she felt should participate., She thought that the only way
to make up for the authority the International lacked since the death
of Trotsky, and that was to a»rive at a poliey on the hasis of a full
and objective discussion by all the tendencies of all the problems
facing. the movenent,

Seccnd, in the series of events was the arrival last month of a &

k comrade from Furope who met with Comrade Johnson and myself, He told (_
. .~.us _that he had real all our resilutions and felt that, outside of the

Russian question, our line was the same as the general line of the
International. He thought that there would be no objection to our:
veinr seated at the Entraordinary Congress and none to our entry into
the Fourth:. On the other hand, he stated that, judging by the feeling
of the sections a2t the time he left, he thought thet the WP would not o
bc scated and the prospects of ita entry into the Fourth were very
small indeed, ‘e informed him that any attempt to exclude the WP
would be fought very vigorously by vs who considered such an attitude
false and leading to dangerous consequences, iie would state so

onenly at the Congress, to which our recently-concluded plenum had
rccognized ~ur right to aprear, ‘'e would also fight the SYP's attempt
to present its strength in such exaggerated terms as to make 1t

appcar that 1t was elrerdy the mass revolutionary partv in Amcrica,
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Finally, we concluded, we would, at the Congress, fipht not mercly for
our Russian position but also for that on the american gquestion and
Building the Party, and that we considered both the VP and the SVP as
inadequate to thc tasks presented by the rapldly developing radicale
fzation of thd American vorking class,

This corirade then tcok the initiative of arranginz a discussion
for us with the SWP, 'e insisted that since our faction was not in
existence, we could not consider recorganizing it for the purpose of
discussing somc formal popcsals that they might make; that the SUP.
had made no political dcclaration of any kind 'a the WP minority and
wo were opposcd to negotiations whcen no decleration was at hand, while
211 our vicws were in print and publicly sold. VYe felt, however, the
$twould be absurd to continuc to avoid any discussion with the S:'P,
and that we therefore would conscnt to an informal disenssion after
wo so informcd ocur PC. This we did and they offered no objcctions,

Comrade‘Johnson'and I then met with Zomrades Stcin and BRreitman,
This was roported to thc PC, and I wish to read from thc report that
Conmrade Johnson handcd in: ‘

"Stein began by informing mc that there werc certain ffacts!
such as the decision of the SUP ggainst unity and the fact that the
lecding parties in Farope had cxpresscd themselves as in support of
the position of the S'/P. 4s fgr as it is possible to be just to him,
I heve to say that he gave me the impression that the future vwss as
good as decided. I challenged him very sharply on that, end told him
that a conference that would bchave as he suggested nced not be held
‘at s11, He had to admit that individual Furopean nranches had not
taken a position on unity,

, "I asked him why at this point he should intervcne in the
siut etion in the V/P to the extent of having sonversations with me,
He sald that in the past he hadntt want to embarrass the Johnson
Minori ty, and that they werc orlenting toward the working class
messcs and had ignored the WP, He gave me to understand that the
problem of the future orientation of the Johnson tendency wvas my’
problém, I told him thet he was- entirely wrong; that the future of
the Johnson Minority was in my opinion the problem of the sections in:
the U.S., end the problem of the whole International: thet his saying
that 1t was my problem was part of his whole attitude to the question
which in my opinion was false, In nmyopinion, also, their not inter-
vening in the past discussions In the ''P beteen, €.g., the Johnson,
Shochtman and CGarrctt tcondencles was open to imolications thet he |
_wantcd to present the WP to the International as 2 tendency that was

going ‘away from larxisme.. ‘

"He asked me what kind of intervention I t.anted or sugzested,
I proposed thet tho Intornatinnal take np the political positions
that would be presented to it and make political characteriza®l ons
not only to thc WP Minority but for the sake of thc whole International
This was a ncccessary political intervention in organizations that
- elaimed to be workine together under the samc political principlcsese.

"He indicated that the attitnde of the S'P would carry grost
weight witi the sections in Ewrope., I admitted the importance of that
but said thht if they propescd to draw conclusions as to the incom-
patibility of bureaucratic collecctivism with thc Fourth, then the

Johhson HMinority proposcd to oppose that with all its forces." .
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" The suppestion that they made to us thf we leave the WP whero

~ our. sphere of influence wns exhhusted, and join the SYP with the

understanding tht all privilcges thrt could rensonably be oxpccted
“wonld be gronted to us, was re jected by us, Thoy said that they had
originally been for unity, but as the ncgotirtlons dcveloped they
considered it o maneuver on the part of Shachtmmn, mnd that the
Scptomber..NI vhich, they said, ralscd the question of the nccessity
of the "destruction of Cannonism" showed clearly that hc was not
coming ‘¥Hi to build thc party but to build a faction in the party. Ve’
insisted, hovever, that there is nothimg in the record of the SYP
_that stands up so well as the offer of our party to liquidatc the
prrty nnd the press, and cnter the party in vhich we would be a
minority, All thercfore that had to bc dono to expose the "maneuver"
of Shachtman was.for them to accept that offer, Furthermore, we
made it clear that our resolutions state unmistakeably thrt we are
for the uniffcation of the two partics, not for splits from one
Trotsikylst group to snother, */e had opposed the Coldman split and
we would surely not engnge in such actions,

- Shortly after this discussion; the SWP accepted the partyts pro- -~
.posal for a joint picket line in front of the French consulate pro-
testing the Viet Nam massacre, .

The week of the City Convention e representative'of the Cormittee

_arrived ~and tricd to reach us but as both Comrnde Johnson and I were
" attending our convention, they.,had not succeeded. Howcver, at the
end of i1t, an S'YP member finally located us ‘n a restaurant and told
us that the comrade in cuestion was at Cannon's houde. 'e sald that
we would be glsd to meet him but not nt Connon's house, or in theo
presence of SYP mowbers vith whom we wonld discuss only after we hod
discusscd with the reprrescntativc, The message was relayed and the
representative came over to my house, He imformed us thnt he had
alrcady met with Comrode Shachtman who personally had agraed to the’
_proposal to participate in the Extraordinary Congress on the condition
that we would ‘abicde by its deccisions anéd thnt it would lead to the
unification of the forces in the U.S,, 2nd that Shachtman had invited
him to prcsent his views to the PC as a whole. Hc said that he felt
that thc plenum vhich the SYP was convoking would also come out for
uriity, Vic expresscd our satisfaction vith that development mnd made
clear our loyalty to the Fourth and our rcfusal to acccpt any ultie
matum from the SWP as if it were the whole of the Fourth.

Only two more facts nced to be added to this report. At our
plerum 1t became clear that some of the ccmrades thought that this
was just a mansuver on the part of the Cannconites to pet the Johnson- -
- ftes over, It was stated by Comrazde Garrett that if Comrade <Joannen
was merely building =2 bridge for the Johnsonites, he may not be willa
ing to play. We stated that we felt that the unity proposals are .
being entered into honcestly. Ve were not afraid to go into the SVP
flone. PRut thils was not a political question. The politidal guestion
waes tht the needs of the movement demand a unificd Trotskyist movce ’
ment and that and not ‘ndividual splits 1s vhat we fight fore.

A few doys after the plenum we met Comrade Cannon (Stein,Clark
and Gordon were also prescnt) and informed him of the fear on the
part of some comrades who hed thought hco was only playing for the
Johnsonites. 'Ye made 1t clear thot if the unlty negotiations were
only a mancuver, we would be no party to it. Cannon stated more cm-
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- phatically that he was for unification of both parties, that he folt

' that thce plenum of the SWP which was to mcet that wcekend would so
express itself, and in fact that so far as the SWP was concerned, the
ectual datec of unification was up to the WP,

Vle have reported overy step to the PC and informecd the Committece
that we believed the Minority was able to exorcise an influence upon
the Internatlional for unity, and that we intended to bogin such an

;- International campzign, and also to initiate discussion wherever

- possible with sympathctic leaders cof the SWP., !/ ncver at any time
;. thought th~t unity was off for somc historic period, but that it was
still on the order of the day, Fortunately, we had proved more
corrcct than we thought,

- Now that it is so ncar, it is indced pcculiar. comrades that therc -
i1s developing in our party who weas thechampions of unity, a group of
comrzdes who wish to fight against unity, and more or lrss on the same
basis that the Cannonites fought it - political incomp~tibility, now
called "desirabllity". It is sald the WP Minority are for unity
becouso their line approximatecs closer to the International; 1f that
were the case, we could have enterved the SWP long ago. The WP
Minority has bcen for unity because the first necessity to mnke the
. American revolution 1s the building of a mass revolutionary party.

.~ This con best be begun by the unification of the Trotskyist forces

t 1In the U,S. This will also-serve the greatest blow to the Stalinists
who are our biggest competitdrs for the working class moving toward

a-revolutlonary party. We stated 2 y-ar 2go in the American resolu-

tion: S . S '

" The only serious barrier to unity, the problem of the harmone
fous functioning of two organizations with diffcrent political vicws,
;. 1s in the last analysis to be solved by the proletariat. Both org-
anizations rccognize in theory and practice that the success of the
j Fourth International is rooted in the maintenance & closest contact
¥ with the prolctariat, The safeguard for the maintenance of unity
. agninst irresponsible factionnlism in both parties.is the growth .of
b tho revolutionary party in correspondence with the opportunities
" and rcsponsibilities vhich will be prescnted to it by the march of
the Americnn proletarint toward the social revolubion,"- o

* 2
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REPORT OF JOHNSOH TO PC of MEETING UITH STEIN - 1/24/47

I went with Freddte to the disdussion w!th members of the SWP
E. under clircumstances which the PC knows. The two members of the SWP
f who came verc Stein ond Breitman and I think that what bok place at
E- this discussion was of sufficient importance to varrant a rather exe-
' tended report. This is a2 preliminary report for the record and for
some recommendations which I proposc to make for the Committce oftere
wards,

Stein began by informing me that there were certain%rcts"
such as the dccision of the SYP against unity and the fact that tho
leading parties in Europe had cxpressed themselves as in support of
the position of the SWP, As far as it is possible to be just to him
I have to say that he gave mc the impression that the futurc was as
good as decided.. I challenged him very sharply on. that 2 nd told him
that a confcrence that would bchave as he suggested need not heg held
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at 2ll, He hnd to admit that individual European branches hnd not take:
a position on unity, I asked him why dt this point he should intcre
vene §n thc situation in the /P to the extent of having cenversations
vith me. He snid that in the past he hadn't wanted to cmbarrass the
Johnson minority, thet they were orienting towards the working class
mosses onéd had fgnércd the VP, He gave mec to understand thet the
~ problcm of the future orientation of the Johnson tendency was my :
problem, I told him that hc was »ntircly wrong; that the futurc of R
th- Johnson Hinority was in ny opinion thec problem of the scctions S
in ths United Statcs; ~nd thc problcm of the whcle International; ¢
that his s~ying that it was my problem waspart of hls whole attitude .
to t he question vhich in myopinion was false, In my opinlon zlso their :
not intervening in the p-st discussions in the WP between, e€.g, the i
Johnson, Shachtman and Garrctt - tendonclies was open to implication %
that ho wanted to present the VP to the Internationzl s o tendency

thnt wns going awny from Marxism, I indicnted 2lso th-t thet would

appcnr that this was the wish of the SYP lcaders. He opposed that

with some vigor. I told him, th#t when hc snid that it wins my posltion

it was en indication of the ettitude of thc SWP end that the idca
of his not wanting to embarrass thc Johnson nminority did nct go down
~well with me., His stagement was not a political statemcnt. :

ek

WL

He &sked me what kind of intervention I wanted cor suggested.
I proposcd that the Internaticnal take up thc political positions
thnt wonld be proscnted to it end mioke polltical characterizations
‘not only to the WP minority but for the sake of the whole International
This was A ncessary politicnl ‘ntorvention in orgrnizat’ions thrt ks
claimed to be workinz together under the same political principles, |

) Breitman"fébukeq-him for saying thot the course of the minority
tn the WP was its won bhusiness. _

~ He ‘ndlcated thrt the attitude of thc'SUP would carry gruoat
- wolght with the scctions in Furopc. I ndmittcd the importance of
thrt but sald that 1f they proposed to drcw conclusions ~s to the

?;. compntibility of bureaucrrtic collectivism with the 4th then the

Johnson minority proposcd to oppose that with 211 its forces, If
_there were 15 or 20 comrsdes In Grecce or Holland who held the views
of "the WP majority vould it be thc opinion of the SWP that these
comrades were to be cxpelled? That I would oppose. As far as I can |
. remember to that flso they had no scrious reply,

Ho t 01d me that thc numbér of persons they took in every month
equelled the minority that left. I said that I couldntt accept
that as being a complete statcement of the case, The minority was a.
distinct tendency in the 4th with its own contributlion. - B

i

" I asked him hor would he ask the minority in the WP to charncter-

.~ 1ze the WP 1if it had to lcave. Yhen you propose to leave a party

you have to say vhat kind of party it 1s. In my opinion there are
two kinds of parties.- One which is like the 8P, that 1is, a party
which the bourgeolsic uses agrinst the proletariat, and the reve-
olutionary party vhich the proletariat uses. You will ncver get
me to say that the WP is 2 party which the bourgecoisie can usec ag inst
the prolctariat. Do you propose thot the minority charactcrize the
1P as an cnemy organization? An organization to be destroyed? These
nre quostions which the conference will hove to take up. He had

nothing £0 SAVe S ‘S£p$
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The remaining point was of some lmportance, He stated and
Breitman corroborated it, as having henrd that the SWP leadership
considered the question of unity favorably at the beginning., They
wanted to find a road. I have a particular reason for ralsing this
because I once reported to the Committee £liat £ met Rose Karsnep and
¥ Stein by accident and found them symp:athetic to the ldea of unity.

I I then reminded them of this but they went on to say that from the
E  attitude of the WP in ottempting to strengthen 1ts cadres and I think
they sald particularly the “eptember NI which ralsed the necessity
for the "destruction of Cannonism" they felt that what the WP wanted
was & filed for carrying on its struggle against Cannonism and not a

fusion of two parties for the purpose of carrying on the class struggle
and bullding the porty in the United States, _ ~ :
The answer to that was very simple but I didn't make 1t.I told .
f  him that in my opinion the majority of the membership of the /P would
I’ have been very receptive to any such conception of the unity.” They
j are extremely interested mord than anything else In building the -~
i party and fiost of their activities have teen concentrsted on that to
¥ such an extent that the minority accuses the membership of being
. . somewhat depolitlicalized. I told him in my personal opinion that when
£ Shachtman began he believed that there was no possibility of ony
- unity on the part of Cannon but that the instant he saw that Cannon”
- was prepared to make sameefforts he was sincerely ready to enter into
negotiations, o ’ : -

I told him that my approach to * he question was different from’
Max's, He and I agreed that there hzd been a lot of suspicion on both
- -gldes which polsoned the atmosphere., I took care that the discussion
should end on that note. He sa 1d that 1f I should like to see him
agaln I knew how to get hold of hin,

¥ left them in no doubt whatever that such "proposals" as they

- made would not be considered at all by-me, I emphasized their whole
© political conception of the lack of unity and the political diffeérences

with them was what would be listened very seriously to at thé Inter-
national Conference, The discussion was friendly. The present docu~
ment is a summary only and is the result of questions nnd answvers
back and forth in which both Freddie cnd Breliman participated, I
don't think Issld anything I should not have said. It was understood
} - that this was not o record discussion., At the end I told them that
.~ these things should not go to the rank and flle, that such guestions
were only for the leadership. I made very clear to them that the~
minority not only didnt't think much of the organizational s Erength:
of the SWP but disagreed with their conception of the US situation
and intended *o say so very loudly to the. Internatlonal, :

I should like to mcke clear that I expressed myself very freely
as to my oppositlon to the course carried out by Goldmon, Morrow and
the SUWP minority apd that we were not going to do anything of the
kind, Also I made 1t clear that the faction no longer existed and
that we wer gulded by our previous policy which was very clear on

this .question, v .
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70 LINES I¥ THE UNITY

By Max Shachtman

o3 4
 OQur party 1s concerned with two things in the pursult of its
course of unity with the S¥P, _ :

E 7 _phe fiPst 1s to achieve the supremacy ofithe political tendency
f. . we represent in the Americon movement 4dnd in the Internatlonal be-
- gaugse we belleve that 1t best represents the needs of the proletarien

stroggle for sociallsm, The {nterests of qur tendency correspond with

éj.'those needs of the proletariat which will be served by the establish~
. ment of 2a united revolutionary party. : - -

Phe second 1s the establishment of the united party in such a~

¥~ way, on such a basls es not only enables the disputing teridencles %o
- coexlst freely to the.beneflt of the party es a whole, but as assures
' complete freedom of development and fréedom of expression for all
b~ tendencies; that 1s, the establislment of those conditions in the

united party that will permit any political tendency to work for
i1ts supremacy in a responsible snd democratic way. :
~ Unlity based on oy considerations which exclude or contradict
these two could not be solid, could not be fruitful, and could be of °
no interest to us. Ve are for unity not because we are vulgar unity-
-shouters. We are for it because we are revolutionary Marxists dls-
 tinguished by 2 well-defined and well-known political line, B

o These considerations have dlctated our course in tYe unlty nego-
ti ations from the very beginning, two years ago. Like our polftical

' line in general, our course in the unity has also been well-defined
f° - and well=-known., If the party membership as a whole supported this.
course, it was not on the basis of ignoraonce, backward prejudice,

gosslp,-misrepresentation, whispers in the dark or anything of the

. sort. It supported it, as 1t sti1ll does, on the basis of conceptions
explicity put forward and repeated” in numerous docuiments and on the

-basis of all the necessary information, likewlse set down In numérous

documents where 1t could be checked ond verified at every moment,

: Political documentation md fectual informatlon - all of the .

. pelevant documentction snd Informatlon that all participants in a
STscusslon have to contribute - that is of the essence of genulne
porty democracy belause 1t is lndlspensable to a democratic, informed
and intelligent discussion and declsion by the membership. Without
it, party democracy 1s 2 hollow form, empty of genuine content,.
Protsky knew what he was doing when he hammered this Into the heads

of people time and tlme agaln. Oour strength in the unity negotintions
; lies in 1o small cegree in the rigor with which we have observed this
-  practice, , : ‘ :

b Everything in the open - every relevant thing) Our line on .
i.©  every dlsputed political question set forth openly - where both sup<
porter snd opponent cen sece 1t and deal with it. Our line on unity
78 set forth openly and openly count erpvosed to other lines - so that
f© both supporter and opponent can see it, con verify and chéck it, con
"~ intellligently vote for it or arainst it. In both cnses, the névant-
© nges to us nre obvious, In Dboth csses the advantaoges to the othel
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side, our opponents;, should be obvious., If we write down our politic-
al views, both In expository form and in polemical criticism of the
views of others, they know - and only in this way can they know -
just what the political differermces are, just what pollitical tendentcy
they are uniting with (the converse is, of course, true for our side
as well), The smme holds for all concerned if we sef forth openly
our views on how the unity should take pladée, on what the unifed par-
ty should be like, on how we propose to act in the united party, etc.

Thils is the course we have followed without alterntion beCouse
no one has yet shown us a better one, Johnson is now trylng to per-
suade us that there 1s a better one, I consider the course he pro-
poses to be what I conlled it in my last article, the wrong réad,” In
- that article;, the two relcoted aspects of his course are dealt wifh
at sufficient length. After reading Johnsont's reply, "A Letter-.to
the Membership," I do not find 1t 1s necessary to change a line of
what I wrote, I need only propose thaf the reader of "Johnson's
Letter read my article again, If odditional conflrmetion is required,
Johnsonts latest document supplies it in abundonce,

I contend simply that the right road to unity is not the Self-
suppression or coneealment of our political views on the disputed
questions which are of such vital importance to the movement, the ar-
tificial dilution of our political views, or the bending of our .
political line to conform with that of the SWP., Only a cynlcal bu-
reaucrat wéuld think of demanding that of a polltical opponent and
only a vworthless capitulator would grant that demand, _

" I sald that Johnson is capitulating or preparing to capitulate
to the SW/P, that he 1s woking, that he hns made or is trying to moke
an unprincipled bloc with ihe SWP agoinst us, that he 1s suppressing

- - or bending his political line to accominodnte it to that of the SWP,

That charge is confirmed in Jolnsont'!s Letter, which also confirms the
analysls and predicstions we made as far back as the last natlonal
convent lon, : : : '

For 'a political pérson, it 1s enough to read Johnsont!s accusa-
tion that I am in "haste to drive the wedge betweén the Johnson=
Forest Minority and the SWP," There is no need "to.drive a wedge"
between two politically separate forces - a wedge can be driven
only between what is united.  Even for an unpolliical person it 1s
enough to rcad that although "there was no bloc," "we are the ir-
reconcilable enemy of =11 this " (that is, the WP's political line
and the political line of the IKD) "and in the Movement we shall form
a bloc 2goinst all this with whom we please, when we please, where
we please, We hate it, despise it; we shall stamp upon it wherever
we can, All who oppose this are our political allles, all whn sup-
port this or play with it, are our politicsl enemies," :

Has Johnson the "right™ to form a bloc with the SUP leadershlp
sgninst us? He has. Nobody proposes to prohibit him the exerclise
of this "right." In return for this, sll I ask is my own right to
exarine this bloc from the standpoint of polifical principle and the
right to say, 1f that i3 my conclusion, that this bloc is unprinci-
pled and represents a political coplitulation. And I would also like
the right to say it without having any demagogue incite inexperi-
erced or feéble-minded pcople to cry out that I am thereby making a
personal attack on Johnson or anyone clse in whose personality I am
not \glt:xlly int crested, . '5 87
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In his Letter, Johnson seems to feel the need of going out of

- his way to corrohorete my chorge of copitulation, I say once more:
not every bloc ‘is unprincipled, not every bloc represents a copitula-

tion of one side to the other. Far from 1t, That is trde only of

those blocs in which one side, without political explanation aml

ju tiffcation, sbondons the positions it has held up to yesterdsy or
ad3usts" these posiEIons to those of the partner in the bloc.

Johnson has ﬂlready dore this on the Russian questlon which he -
considered, yesterday,.to be "central to the development of the Fourth

Internationa," and which re is now so obviously pushing intd the
background, (He now writes that the party's "major conflicts ond -
difficulties wlll toke place on the American question," More will
be sald cbout this vreuched way of posing the question on another

occasion,)

On the "American question," he has already foﬁnd it éxpedlent

- to suppress on. ut terly restrained nnd unobjectionable criticism of.

the SYP as his "contribution to the climate that should grevall at
this stoge ofter seven yeers of antagonistic separation,” from which
we can conclude that the less we sny and the more inconspicuous Wwe

- mnke’ ourselves, the greater will be our contribution to the "unity

clinate,® If the self-suppression of onet's politicsal. position or
criticism makes the sun sanine beneficently, the suppresslon of all

7our views should keep 1t shlning in perpetuity - shining over the '

political graves we would desqrve to occupy.

By the same token, Johnson has zlso cﬂnitulated that 13, eban-

'doned his political position, on the kind of party which up to yes-

eréey 2ll of us believed the revolutlonsry party should be, namely,

‘among other thlngs, one in which pol‘ticﬂl views, critlclsms, and

disputes con be expressed freely and responsibly without fear of
precipitoting "crises," Now in his Letter, Johnson, with one sweep,

brushes aside hls whole past high estimnte 6f the pnarty he helped to

found and to lead far seven yecrs., I repeat: his high estimate,

“precisely becmuse of the well-known criticisms he has volced agohinst
"the paorty's line, Yesterddy he wrote wiong 2 hundred other stote-

ments of the smme kind that "the WP in the U.S. .confounded the base-
- less and slomderous predictions of the SWP that their differences ~

which lead to the 1940 split represented for the WP the road back to

"social pntrlotism and capitulation to the bourgeoisie," Yesterday

our gqrty “was the only politicel. party in the U,S, which 1ssued a

esto against the imperialisf wor when the U.S. entered 1t In~
1941," Yesterday our party "distingvished itself ns the only party
in the Fourth Intermnationnl which cleorly nrd consistently warned the
masses well In advance ngninst the dmgers of Stalinism and the Red
Army," Such statements in Johnson'!s past documents con be found by
the dushel, )

Contrast this with the sober, restrained, serene, cnréefully-
weighed and mature chnracterizotion of our nﬂrty in his Letter. Now
we are the party of "petty bourgeols politlcs. Our procedure is

"shameful, scmdalous and utterly degrading." Agoin, "The WP lecder-

ship has cotmitted m:ny crimes ~zainst your movement. - This latést

~‘moneuver with the scondal, the waate of time, the diversion of £re

nttention and energles of the members, the possible embltterment o
relntionships throughout the Movement, the politicnl degrndation in-

volved, could only hnve been unacrtﬁﬁen a2t this time by cespernte
~rcli‘i~i ns as the climnx of seven yerrs of politicnal disintegrutlon.
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We have shovn ourselves to be "a colossal fallure," we have '"no peb-

spectives of any kind," Our "politics consists of nothing else but

exposures of bureaucracy and dishonesty" (which makes us political

- gangsters, since political gangsterism 1s defined in our movement as

.participation in politics with no political line of one'!s own,
'Fortunately" for us, Johnson has called others "political gangsters"
before thls - and with just as much cause...). '

-

Johnson is the only one in or around the International in all,
_ the years of our exlstence who ever permitted himself to characterize
our party iIn such language., - : '

‘What precipitated this radical chaenge in Johnson'!s estimafe of
our party, which he requires to give a semblance of justification for
his bloc against us, his capitulation? Does hls radical change re-
sult from some equally radical change in the theorles, pollicles or
activities of the party in recent times? That is the first question
thnt any serious person would ask himself. “And every serious person
knows the answer, Our position today is not different in my import-
ant respect from what 1t was yesterday, The vlews for which we are
attacke d so recklessly were not adopted last night. They have been
the position of the party for years - in the case of some questions,
like unity, for a couple of years; in other cases for four years;
~in still other cases for six years. That is common knowledge, The
"monstrosity" of our position could not have dawned on Johnson only
yesterday. It is not, thereforé, our program or our political con-
duct that produced this outburst, It 1s perfectly obvious that there
is another reason for it. What thnt simple reason 1s, 1s inadvertent-
ly revealed by Johnson himself, . : -

He writes, "ie have been concerned to get the membeprship aliay
from Shachtmant's corrupting influence into the lafger arena of the
unified Trotskyist movement. e have felt that 1t needs this guld-
ance and further opportunity to learm than the Minority could give
i1t," "There it is, in two clear senterces. '

. We are ready to leam from asnyone, But what our party has to
learn of revolutionary Marxism from the lendership of the SWP and” the
Internatlonal - 1s a separate point, ‘e hove discussed this point
for yenrs and we will continue to discuss it. But right here, an-
pther point 1s involved, and Johnson has cleared it up, In one gent~
ence, he acknvwledges not only his failure to win'the party to his
point of vlew, but the sbandonment of ony perspective for his faction
in our party, For more than six yeors he has had mple freedom and
opportunity to present his views throughout the ranks of "the party,
to defend them, to counterpose them to ours. No restrictions or
handicaps Wwere ever placed upon him or hls comrades. %We did not even
always walt for Him to toke the initiative; on more than one occa=-
slon it was we who invited him to put his views before thé party. On
every point in dispute he recelved a pollticzl answer, not in secrst
" caucus meetings or secret cnucus documents, but in open discussion,
At no stage of the dispute did the party lendership employ the meéthod
so notorious in the movement - orginizationnl measures to prevent or
confuse and obscure politlcal debate (in the only two cnses that I
can recall of fhand that the party had to take organizatlonal medsures
against Johnson'®s supporters, it was done with Johnson's suppdrtl.
The results of this sbsolutely fair-ard-squaré discussion is that™
Johnson has been unoble to recruit to the factlon he formed clmost.
immediotely nfter the founding of the party a single experienced com-

1589
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or Trotskylst
our party. T
his politlcal
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e comrade with 2 serious training in the old Commmunist
movement . ‘Phat 1s the net result of his experlence in
hot is all he sees, That md that alone nccounts for
turn.. © : ' ‘

g to his Letter, the lezdership hns won and malntifned

the support of the .membership not by political means but by petty

gossin, sland
biggest idlot

er, "atrocity storles," and the llke. Onmly 1if we hnd.thej ‘

in the world in our party would Johnson find one per-

sor to toke this charge seriously. e cct politicelly and our politic-

al positions

are token nnd defended in public, It is not a bad ex-~

mple for onyone in our movement to follow, I consider i1t such a

good exfmple
Let him

that I propose it to Johnson:
toke the secret faction bulletins which he has issued

for months only to his own reliablé supporters - a disgrsceful Hcon-

spiratorial®

procedure which is without parallel in our movement =

and make them avallable to tle party as o whole} Let the whole party

membership se

e who disseminates julcy little tid-blts and =0Ssip

and trivia in & politicnl disputed Let the whole party membershlp see

the arguments

used by Johnson to-keep people in his factlonl] Let

those behind whose batks he safely mokes hls accusations see these

accusations,
dealt with!
pose his own
membershlp se
tion, but how

the haughty p

" "We are’ t

i  both the polil
- material that

so that they can deal with them ns they deéserve to be

Let the whole membership see how Johnson tries %o im-
capltulation upon his entire faction] Let the whole

e not only which comrndes are resisting this capitfula-
, and 2bove all why, they nre resisting 1t] Let the

whole membership sce the real reason why Johnson has rciently taken

ositlon that he will not discuss "orgwizatlonzl" ques-

tions 1n the party, snd seé just why he prefcrs to carry cut hls
"organizational" plons in the darkl '

otnlly disinterestéd in any of Jomsonts "caucus secrets,”

" But the porty 1s interested in tle political evolution of thé Jolnson
group, . If 1t is called upon to juige this evolution, 1t must hive

tical moterizl we provide in the open ond the political
Jonson so carefully conceals, :

.our party, end all the pdrtles thnt stand upbn the nrinciples
of revolutionary Marxism, are now deep in the discussion of ques-'

tions upon wh

ose answer literally depends the fate of the Interna-

tional for the whole next period. The development up fto now, the dis-

cusslon up to

now, has produced two nicin lines, two nuein tendencles

which are crystallizing in the International Marxist movement,  In.
both these tendencies there are differences of opinlon, differerces

of emphasis,
groupings and
there are onl
as 1s known,
to be condens
one seeks ob]

and "sub-trends;" ard, in addition, there are several
sub-groupings outside both. But of meln fendencles

y two, Condensed characterizations are often dangerous,
But 1f the character of the two maln tendencliés were

ed thew would, in my opinion, be condensed In this way:
ectively to reduce the revolutionary Marxist mnovement:

to the position of left wing of Stolinism; the other seeks to mke

It is between
must make 1its
sub-groupings
it must make.
international
ent words, or

* the revolutionary Marxist movement the left wing of fie proletariat,.

these two maln trends that the international movement

fundamentsl cholce, It con judge the groupings and

in the movement only in the light of this cholce that
Any othier formulations of tle basic problems of the
movement is either putting the some thing into differ-
clse it 1a trivinl nonsense or intolerable confusionicom.
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Every grouping in the movement hos the right to proclaim its

- basic cholce amd to allgn itself accordingly, Just so, every conrade

in the Intemational has the right to pronounce political judgmert’
on the cholce made by the groupings. Right and duty coinclde here,
But this duty cmnot be discharged as it should be if there 1s double=~
dealing, duplicity, concealment, super-diplomacy, self-suppression

. or suppression by others, It cm only be done by the method we hive

. scrupulously followed = open, honest crd full development of pollitlc-
[ a1 positions, presentation of polltical positlons, confrohtatlon of

.. political positions, It is a method to be recommended mot only to
“Johnson but to the movement all over the world,

# % %
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EXCHANGE OF CORRESPONDENCE BETWEENW WP AXD SWP

&

)
W W

« April 30, 1947

James P, Cannon, National Secretary L
Socialist Vorkers Party

116 University Place

New York, New York

Dear Comrade:

In the communication to all locals and branches of the Soclalist
Yorkers Party.sent out by Ccmrade Viarde irn the name of the Secretariat
on April 17, 1947, he writes: "Labor Action, however, printed the
Joint Statement with a preface attached herewith which rrave a misleade
Ing version of the events preceding the unity negotiatiodns, thus vi-
tiating, and in effect, repudiating the Joirt Statement,"

As we told you at the last meeting of the two sub-committees, ﬁé

. aid not consider that the publication of the Joint Statement precluded

the publication of any introductory corment by cach organization, or

that the cormment we made and to which you take exceptlon vas in any

-, conflict either with the Statement or with the facts., In view cof the
fact that the communication of Comrade YWarde speaks of Labor Action's

. preface as "vitiating, and .in effect, repudlating the JoInt Stotcment"

- a point of viecw which we in no way chare - a clarification of your

view on the matter scems to be necessary, ' :

4

I would therefore 1like to know from you whether or not the statee

ment In Comrade Viarde'!s cormunication is held literally as the opinion

of the SYP Committee, that 1s, whether or not it considers that the

- Joint Statement has been repudiated and that the signatories are no
longer governed by it. Our party continues to adhere to thec Stste-
ment, 1ts commitments and precpositions. If that is no longer the case
with the 8SWP, what effect does your Committee consider that the in-
~validation of the Joint Statecment has upon the decision in favor of
‘unity between the two parties? '

I await an’early rcrly from you so that I may communicate it to
our Committece,

Fratcrnally yours,

‘Max Shachtman

May 15, 194%.

- Max Shachtman, National Chairman
Workers Party )

4 Court Square

Long Islang City 1, K. Y.

Dear Comradc:

Iﬁ_your letter of April 30, 1947 you refer to the circular sont out
to the branches of the 3YP by the perty Sccretariat under date of °

1592

RS P

gy

b



w23

April 17, and recquest a "clarification” of our point of view, In re-
ply we wish to inform you that this clircular letter i1s and was designed
to ba self=-cxplanatory -- a recital of facts for the information of
our merribership in its consideration of the qucstion of unification,

That part of tiie clrcular to which you rcfer dealt exclusively
with actions .taken by the 'orkers Party which we deem to be violations
of the spirit-of the Joint Statement. It neither stated nor implicd
any cihangc of positjon on our part and could not do so. Your question
as to our present attitude thecrefore scoms to us to be superfluous,

Our position on the question of unification has been prceiscly
1aid dowm in the rcsolution of the February Plenum of the National
Cormittec of the SWP, a copy of which was sent to you., All our subsc=-
quent actions, including the signing of the Joint Statement, have been
consistent with this resolution and must continue to be so, unless or
until the position 1s changed by another Plenum of the National Com-
mittec ‘== which up to the present time has not becn scheduled - or by
2 decision of tho party membership, which now has the vhole quastion
under discussion. The Political Cormittce has not proposed the withe-
drawcl of the Plenum resolution or the rcpudiation of any action we
have taken consistent with it, _ i

Wiec take note of your assertion that thc WP "continues to adhecre to
the Statement, its commitments and propositions,"

Yours fraternally,

. - James P, Cannon
Nationnl Sccrectary
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SPEECHES ON UMITY QUISTION BY TWo SWP_ LEADERS

oo

_ We are reprinting for the information of sall feaders the speeches
made by M. Stein and J. P. Cennon at the meeting of the Politlcal
Committee of the SWP May 6, 1947, In the course of a "Discussion of
the Present Stage of Unlty Negotlations between the SWP and the “IP,"

Remarks by M, Stein

We must now review the unity proposal as it was presented to the
Plenum in the light of what has trenspired since that time. Thls ap-
plies especially to the motlvatlon we originally gave for the unity
proposal, Our motlivation at the Plenum, and prior to the Plenum in
the Martin letter, was based on the premise that Shachtman and the WP
had changed their attitude toward thre lMovement. _ :

Once we accepted this premise, we concluded that wé must glve
the Shachtmanites every possible chance to reintegrate themselves in
the movément. Even when we spoke of thelr "capitulatlon,” we inter--
preted this in the best sense, that 1s, as a turn toward the Movemént
from which they split seven ye§rs ago. %hen they decided to accept
the terms for participation in the Extrcordinary Party Conventlon we
interpreted thlis as an important step in our direction and were pre-
pared to greet this development and extend to them a helping hard.
That was the motivation for the Plegugwggsq}ptlon.

TR .
e

5

; Since thén the Shachtmenites hsve done thelr best to convinée
us that we acted on the basls of s nisurderstanding., Ve judged the”
. WP leaderc and thelr attitude toward unity by thelr signed statément
and by impressions galned in conversations or reported conversations.
This served to obscure our knowledge of these men and their politles,
based on long experience. Ye then read into their statement of
February 10 a change of line, which was not there in reallty,

We must now purge ourselves, so Lo speak, of the 11lus fon we
had about the Shachtmanites changling for the better. Such illusions

' can lead only to bitter disillusfonment vhen the truth becomes known,

as it has become known. There is a lot of disillusionment in the
party today with the unity proposal, and a strong opposition 1s ris-
ing up against it. There is & realization that the motivatlion we
gave for the unity proposal has not been proved torrect. Everythling
the WP has done since tre appearance of ihe joint public statement
has served to sober up the party on this score, :

Had we broached the question of unity with the ¥P éorrectly,
we would have oriented ourselves upon the following factors: The
failure of the WP to emerge a3 & viable force after seven years of
struggle agalnst us a2s party azalnst party;. the isolation of the '
WP, its stagnation, its lack of perapective, and the internal conflict
of Irreconcilable tendencies within it. Then we would have posed thre
quest lon as to whether this si tuakiosn warranted on our part an offer
of unity to the iiP, : ’

‘They tried a2 unity naneuver against us which lasted for some -
time but which came to smash agsinst the firmness of our party. They
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tried this through the disloyal minority inside our own party afid the
fravdulent "unity" campslen in thelr public press,; Their objeéct was
to create elther a split In our party or to effect a "unification”
which would lead to a bitter factional fight and a bigger split, ~
There was not a trace of good f2ith In their approach to the question,
This is equally true, it is now clear, of their present attitude to
the new unity proposal,

Once their original "unity" maneuver was smashed, the question
was posed whether or not 1t 1s advantageous for us to accept unity
with them, with the object of removing them as a rival party and in
this way facilitating the building of the revolutionary party. Had
we posed the gquestion in this way, I am not sure what the answer of
the Plenum would have teen. But I know that I for one would havé
favored such a move, I would not of course have proposed concentrat«

{ -ing the party's activities on such a unity effort. 'In reality, thére

;; would be no need for 1t, since we can easily take 1t in our stride,

. the hostility with which he met it, only serves to demonstrate this

But 1t 1s profitless now to speculate on this aspect of the ques-
tion, The task now is to reorient ourselves along practical and ~
political lines. We must ackrowledge openly before the party that we
made a mistake in attributing to the WP a polltical change in the
direction of the Movement which they did not really make, The -
Shachtmanites remain Shochtmenites, The WP remailns essentlally what
it had been, Shachtman?s demagogic agitatlon about the Mertin letter,
all the clearer, “Shachtman is now out to demonstrate that he did not
"capitulate," that hé remains true to hls revisionist program, to

E nis Menshevik concept of an sll-inclusive party. If @nything, he has

revéaled himself as in no way different from the right-wing in hils
party. As far as I am able to judge, he 1s now heading the right wing,

After we acknowledge our migfaken appraisal, we should orleht
the party along the lines of a correct approach to the questlon of
unity. What.do I mean specifically? Proceceding from the general pro-

2 position that we are committed to unity by the Plenum resolution and

- concepts and illusions,

g
.
e
pobs.

that we do not in the least retract from it, we proceed to present
this problem of unity to the party and the outslde world as it really -
stacks up, We have to purge the whole unity proposition of all false

First, we have to go back to the split of 1940, That split re-
vealed a revolt of the petty-bourgeols opposition inside the SUP "~
against our program ad against our orgsnization methods.,  The petty-.
bourgeols minorlty could not submit to the discipline of the prole-~
terliaon majority of the party. That was the meaning of the split, Ve
muist recepitulate this once more, : -

Thén. followed the seven years war of party against party., Dur-
ing that time the WP tried to decmonstrate that, once they had liber-
ated themselves from what they called the "conservative burecaucracy
of the Cannon cliqued in the S%¥P, they would build a party by thelr

ovn "dynamic" methods., ihat haeve they acéomplished? They cnded up’

with a smaller group than they started with. Even though they started
out with forces numerically almost cqual to ours, they quickly demon-
strated that they could not build a party cither with thelr politiles

.- or orgmization methods, or with their "dynamism,"

Then they, together with Goldman and Morrow, made a "unity" pro-
| | ‘ 1oL



posal. This proposal was falsely wotivated from the beginning. They
said that oncc we had relegated the dcfense of the Soviet Union to

thz backgrourd, a2 unity proposal becaic realistic, Ve have never an-
- sweréd this point publicly but we should ‘do it now. This was a com=
plctely false premise from the beginning, The defense of the Soviet
Unton was placed in the background by objective circumstances and can
be placed in the foréground by other objective circumstonces. - Our al-
leged chonge of position on the Russicn question is fHo basis for uni=
fication of the two parties., This is a false motivation, and we must
say so. :

Yie posed the question correctly two years ago. We sald that the
only firm basis for unificction is politfical ngreement, and failing
that, the subordination of the miuority to the mnjority. They have
~dvanced the theory thnt through collatoration of the two parties in’
practical day to day work the nbillity of the members to get along with
each other will be tasted, mnd that thls will estcblish a firm basls
for lasting unity. This is znother false concept we must rejecte

The only firm basis for unlty {s programmatic agrcement, and not
the personal compctibility or incompatitility of individunls with
ench other. The Bolshevik party is baced on program; agrécment on
progrom is the cement that holds 1t togcther., Failing thek, there
mist be subordination of the minority to the majority; not formnl,
hypocritical subordination, but the real thing in the BolsheVlk mean-
ing of party discipline., ~Because of the peculinr nature of this pro-
posed unification, there must be all tihe more emphaglis on thils polnt,

We wust open up 2 clarlfying discusslon slong these lines, Ve
mist also discuss thelr ienshevik concept of the nll=-inclusive party
and countcerpose to 1t our own conccpt of A party. %e are for the.
homogencous party, a party based on one == md only one == progfam.
Our unity resolution is not meant as 2 concession to the Goncept of~
the cll-inclusive party, as thiey have nistakenly represented it, but
as a party of our Irreconcilable struggle agalnst it,  Our unity pro-
posal does not signify the glightest concilliatliofilsm toward Sprchtmen=-
“1sm on the question of organization, or on n~ny other question, '

Their jltteriness and nervousness; the present crmpalgn they
have undertaken to solidify thelr ranks -- that 1s, to herden them™
for a factlon fight in the event of uniflication; the polemical artl~
cles they write in such hostlile tones; the open forums and classSes
they hgld ngainst our views -~ indicote that they are afraid of the
prospect of living in =2 proletariam party nand subordinating them- -
selves to the proletarisn majority of the party. We must explaln that
tooe. : : ’

They are now engaged in an’ "enlightenment" campoign to polson
and prcjudice thelr members agoinst us., «hile they ~re speaking of
collaboration to wipe out hostility, they are actually creating a
~wnll of hostilify between the membership of tte WP and ourselves,

They are aztempting to polson their mombership agoinst our polltical
line, our organizational concepts cnd our le adershlp. ' ’

We rmst expose the vhole fraud th:t is part and parcel of
Shnchtmonts approach to unity, while we purge ourselves of illusions
on this question.’ Whot will we accomplish by this? I don'tt citempt
to precdict the end result, Byt the vory least we con do ' is speak
the truth, to speak it boldly ond pose the question as it really pre-=
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. sexnts ltself e will thus arm our owvn party, andé thet is the wmost
important thinz. 1If, after & perlod of this kind of clerification,
the /P should declde that they still wish to go throush with the unie-
fization, there will be no illusions or misunderstandings, either-on

thelr part or ours, as to the basis on which this unification is tek-
ing plcoce. '

We will thus be writing down In advance the precise terms of the
unification and preparing our party to carry out these terms to the
letter. It is possible that the right-wing In the party when con=-
fronted with the reallzation of what unificatlion with us really means,
mey recoll from it. If they do, tlmt is their business. In any case,
if they do so, that will only demonstrate and confirm their fear of
living in a proletarian party which imposes a real discipline on its
opportunist rinority. :

On the Guestion of collaboration: We must take just as firm an
attitude on thils question. W¥e will collahorete, tut only on ow basis,
1.e., wherever they are willling to accept our line. Between now end
a possible unification we rust have the same kind of approach as iIf
they were already inside the party. The SWWP.1s the party because we.
have the majority. The WP acknoviledges thls, and this should ‘be the
basis for collaberation, ' ~ T ‘ ' :

Our members should not hesitzte to discuss this whole question
with the WP members, especislly thelr newer people., If these are in-
terested in a genuine unification ther must start out by a reexamina-.
tion of their whole course, the split of 1940 end the sevan years
aince thea, The WP lesadershir is not dolng this and we should do It
. for them, If we do this it v1ll also educate the new members in our

~own party. ' . :

Remarks by Cannon

I am in agreement with the renarks of Stein and wish only to em-
phasize & few points., It isn't very pleassnt to have to admif a mis-
take, It 1s doubly unpleasant to mve to admit a mistake that helped
to mislead others, especiclly the Plenum of the Natlonal Cormittee,
That, however, is the rcther dlsagrceatle position we find ourselves
in, myself !n particular, ‘

Reviewing the whole fight from the beginning more than seven
years ago, I think we were fundementally correct all the way through,
up to and includ ing the lagi party conventlon, in our firht sgalnst_
the Shachtmanites, in principle as well as In our strategy snd tae=-
tics, The line was absolutely right, &£nd none of us had the slight-
est 1dea of chenging the line that we had carried through, including
the line of the convention, _ -

I consider what happened since the conventlon nz 1 chiln of
comical errors, which I am suré we con correct without doamage t0 qur
~cause., Pirat came the unexpected decislon orf the WP to accept the
condltionslald down by the #ovement for participation in the ¥WPC, Ve
interpréted this action of tieirs as a turn in the directlon of the
Movement, as a capitulation to 1ts teras which they had pr?VLOusly re-
jected. Thnt iz the wav we accepted it, That ung the boziz of our
decislon at the Plenum. £nad when in the lefter of Iaritin, wiich wns
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sent out with the ggreement of other comrades, we spoke of their cap-
itulation, we didn 't do it in a derogatory sense, but in an entirely
different one, ' ' :

As we saw it, they had come to the turning point wheére they would
-have to go one way or the other, and at £he last moment they made &
tum "to the Hovement, accepted its conditions and thereby capitulated
to it., And we decided to glve them credit for that move, t6 give them
a helping hand., That was the basis of our Fecommendatlions to the
Plenum, where the unity resolution was sdopted, - _

By that we demonstrated tlnt we aré cormunist politicians and
not gang-fighters,” In spite of ell that had happened, all the person=-
al animosity, all the slander, etc, == at the foment they took o ~
politicsl ‘turn in the direction of the liovement we wére prepared fo
give them a helping hand, to open the door for them to come into the~
perty and to give them 1libercl terms. The second thing we demone ..
strated <«'which I am not so proud of == is that after 2ll our experi=-
ence with these people, we showed a certain nolvete., It 1s somewhat
embarrassing to be obliged to acknowledge that, In thls case at
least, experience dld not bring wisdom; that good nature and good
will obscureg political judsment, That 1s a Very sticky feéling, I
really didn t think thnt even the Shachtmanites would be stupid
enough to think they could play a meneuverist double-game with the

EPC.

'Everybody at the Plenum had plenty of ground for snimositles -
agoinst these people, whose mistrkes have often amounted to crimes

i  agolnst the movement., But the mohent the Plenum members saw -« or

;. rather, thought théy saw -- that the Shachtmanites were tuniing

tovard the liovement, they were willing to have them come into the
party ond glve them good terms. 'Ihy, e even gave them better terms
than those they agreed to in their meetings with Smith, We gave them

- credlt in advance for carrying out their decision in good falth, and

b offered to expedite the unity even before the EPC, provided the dis-

- cussion wos finished beforehond,

We Tollowsd thot up with our meetings with them mnd the Jolnt
"Statement on unity,” in which we rounded a few corners to make it ~
easlier for thea, without, however, violoting the instrictlons of the
Plenum. Wo upreca to present thelr return to the party in public as
a merger o7 tls Lwg ergrnlzatlons, for exemple, accepting tlhelr ver-

f - bal cedluraticrs thut they know this means thelr coming inio the

f° SWP, etca. :

Then things began to happen. First through an’ inadvertance,

" when the Martin lettér to the NC rembers came into thelr hands, Long
expericnce has taught me that Inadvertencés nevér chmge a_fundament-
al course == but they often show its réal direction. The Martin let-
ter wns utilized by them to reveal vwhat their real purposes are, and
this has scrved a useful purpose for use. :

Shachtman has made 1t perfectly clear, in his letter to the mem-
bership of the WP and in subsequent actions, that there was a éomical
misunderstanding on both sides, As he represents the matter, they

- understood that we had choanged our position; that we had shavply re-
versed the line of the convention, and under the pressure of the ~
Movement had clianged our wholé& approzch to the question’and accepted
their formula for the unificatlon, In other words. that 1t wns we
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who had "capitulated,"
Shachtman makes it clear that our interpretation of their adtlon
In sending the letter to Smith was a misunderstanding on our part,
that they meant no capitulatlon to the Movement, When they deny
.. heatedly, not to say hysterlcally, that they have "capitulated" -=
.~ as though they conslder it dishonorable to bow to the rules and dis-
cipline of ‘the liovement -- they only reveal that they haventt ehanged
& bit, that they stand exactly where they were before.

The series of events which followed are kno’n to you, At the
time they wére signing the Joint Agreement that they wouldntt take .
Weber Into thelr party, thhey had Veber'!s article agalnst us in their
‘hands and wer& preparing to publish it in Lator Action and solidarize
E themselves with him -~"without even notifying us, without mentioning
t the matter Inthe Joint Committee., That reveallng incldent only shows
i - their disposition to ablide by the form of an agreement while violating
it In spirit and essence, This way of acting is just a little bit
F too clever to be clever, Ve will have to bear it in mind and rely
' more on guarantees than promises in the future.

- As you know, we did not publish our Plenum resolution., This

. was done deliberstely, as we explained to them, to give them an op-
- portunlty to present the new unity azrcement to "the public in a

f Joint Statement with us, We observed the spirlt of the agreement by
i publishing the Joint Statement wlthout comment, They, however, pub-
E  lished 1t with an infroductlon ittempting to justify their "Gnity"
E. maneuvers in the past, By that they rcopened the whole questiofnn of
I the past for discussion., There were 4wo or three other inc idents”
- of the same kind,  The publlcation of the Ruth Fischer letter, with-
E out notification or consultation, was a crass violation of all norm-
i al procedures when two partles are seriously meeting in negotiation
© for a unification and loyally coopersting to bring it about.

o The campaign now raging in the 7P agoinst Johnson == Who sln=""

. cerely stands for unity == is conducted In a real Burnhamlte spirlt,

' The obvious purpose of thelr carpaign agalnst Juhnson 1s to discred-

~ it those who take unity seriously and to so0lidify and harden thelr

 p?ople to come into our party fighting, with the perspective of an=-
other split. That 1s their ldea, OutsSide .of the single thing we

~ fioted -~ thelr acceptance of the conditions of the Movemenit, which
we took too seriously ot face value =~ there 1Is nothing whatever to

f show any change of attitude on thelir part, .either politically or

- orgonizationnlly., And even that letter has since been repudiated in

i essence by Shachtman, In his circular lefter to the WP menbership

. he refers to their discipliriary pledge to the EPC as a "formality"

. and sald that unless "unity 1is xcbieved " they would regard their

commitment "as a mere scrap of pﬂner :

So, in a polifical sense we are right back where wve were at the

. time of the convention., We have not changed our position, They hcve

i not changed, Goldman writes an article iIn the laftest issue of their

i mngazine with his usual compound of misrepresentotion, greasy hypo-

f crisy and double-talk designed to ‘trick ond trap” the unwary. As for
"unity" he blandly explains that by coming into the SWP they will
chunge ‘the character of our pnarty. He doesn't know how wrong he is.’
They continie all the old denuncictions of our party in the old tone,
Thelr object, obviously, is to polson and harden thelr people to
formally accepu the conditions of discipline until they get set in

1599




the SWP., Then would follow the next stage: the flght to break up
the parity as we have bullt it, and convert 1t into s Shachtmanite -
party, 2 windbag's paradise, with permanent discussion, driving out
the workers and diverting us from our besic task of recrulting new

. workers and tralning them for the Bylshevik struggle agalnst capital-

ism,

Such is the reality from which we must proceed. I agree with~
Stein thet we should bezin a political offensive against the Shachte
manites within the formula of the unity proposal. 'le don't need to
withdraw our unity proposal., ‘hat we need to Qo 1s interpret it and
apply 1t in the light of the fiew developments, e are still willing
for them to come in and accept our line, But we must explain vhat
wve mean by that, so that there can be no more misunderstandings on
cither slde. We do not wilthéraw ow unity resolution, but just simp~
1y slow the tempo of 1lts application, Ve should forget azbout this -
good=will offer we made to them of a quick unification to do them™ a
favor,”~ Take our time, Thé members arc discussing it, Let them take
thelr time and discuss it thoroughly., Discuss it In the press,

I personally am qulte sure now that there can be no unification
before the Extraordinsry Party Convention., Our Plenum rcsolution
distinctly specified thot thelr disciplinary obligation to the EPC
must be "carrled out in good Faith," Let us walt and see what they
do with the "scrop of poper" they signed, Agter that, If they §till
want unification =-- I personally am pretty suré they will revolt ~
arailnst the decisions of the Extraerdincry Party Convent ion desplte
their signed pledge =-- vwe slould have ™ a speclnl convention to deZide
the question., No tore joint statements; from now on declslicns to be
made by our .conventions and plenums, preclsely formulnted and closing
the door on ony double interpretatlons, and telling them: +ake 3t or
‘leave it, That is the form, I think, for the further developments
- on the unification proposal, :

We have £he inestimotle advantcge of a homogeneous perty whiZh
has been built and unified in struggle. ‘e have 2 lendership united
in its entirety on the fundsmental questlons, ond in its attlitude
toward Shachtmenism from o politiccl point of view,  So we don't need
to have ony great fears sbout blg ¢ifferences of opinion., ‘hat B
differences of opinion we had prior to the Plenum were not fundament-
al ot all, It was the questlon of how best we werc golng to serve
our prozrcm, These differences nre 2ot like those we hnd wlth Gold-"
man ond Horrow, That is why the opposition to the unity in the first
place didn't impress us ns a hostile opposition, KNothing more was™
involved than the question of whether our method or thelrs wrs best
colculated to sorve the program to which we all subscribe, I don'g
doubt that even these tactical différences will ecasily be eliminzted
in the further course of deveclopments =-- if we avold any more un~-
necessary "misundcrstandings"and dispense with excesslve gdol nature
in scrutinizing wny more "scraps of paper" which the Shachtmanites
may sign, '

(The above is reprinted from Internzl Bulletin (SWP), Vol. IX,
‘No. 3, iloy 1047.) : ; 1600
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THERE WAS NO REZAL GROUND FOR MISUNDERSTANDING-

$ oo

The SWP leaders now argue that they adopted theilr positlon in
favor of unity "on the basis of a mlsunderstanding." To the SVWP we
crn say: There was never my renl basis farmisundefstanding, on your
part, ln any case, The position of the WWorkers Party on the” unity
question was mnde clear at every stage, It did nof change ot any”
stage. It was substantially the same in the past two months as it
wag In the past €wo years, If the S'P Plenum of February 1947
adopted its position in favor of unity on the basls of a misunders
standing, all that needs to be sald at the moment is that we made
every effort possible and necessqry-to prevent any misunderstanding. .

To demanstrqte this, 1t 1s only necessary to quote from the
well kept minutes of the Political Cormittée of our party wheré the
first discussion on unity, as proposed by the CIC of thé EPC, took
place (February 3, 1947) and from the minutes of the National Com=
mittee Plenum called to discuss the saome subject two days later,”
¢ About the speeches excerpted from these minutes, which we reprint
. ‘below, three ‘things should be noted: ‘

1. It vias substantially on the bisls of the line of +hese
speeches that the Plenum took its posltion on unity.

2. These speeches were made in the presence of Comrade Smith,
the representative of the CIC.

3. The SWP Plenum of Fehruary 1947 ndopted 1ts resolution on
the unity question on " the basis of the position teoken by our Plénum
and the report presented to the SWP by Comrnde Smith, What that
report was based on appears clearly from the following speeches,

Remarks of Shachtman (PC Meeting, February 5, 1947):

. I would like to say a few words anbtout thls, We hove no officicl

' position on this proposal from the CIC, I think we could arrive at
one pretty quickly. /e should have m expression of the PC first ~
and then as eczrly as possible have o plénum of the NC to express its
opinion, - All we have had so for = I got the detalls on this in dls-
cussion with Smith on Saturday and Johnson on Sunday nnd the rést of
us this afternoon when we held an Informal discusslon, I don!t know
how the comrades would actually vote, how the comrades would vofe 1if
the matter were rnised for formal decision and I certainly don't -~
know about the comrades on the IC. But I am Inclired to tThink that
we would be favorably disposed to the proposition, I want to Be ~
perfectly fronk and have Smith take note of this and communicate it
to all friends in the liovement who ore interested in the matter., I
personally find the request, if not completely unpreccdented, then
certninly most unusual, I don't rccnll I the movement, elther in
the Comintern in the old dnys or in our ovin movcment o similar pro-
posal or n similar condition to perticipation placed vefore nn or=-
ganizntion undcr similer conditions, This is not a play on words -
a similar proposal mnde under similar conditions. “Usunlly, whether
it 1s written down in the statutes or in a document or not, it 1s
understood, cvery organization, whether 1t is affilinted to a move-
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- ment or not affiliated to s movement, hes to decide sfter a confer=-
ence whether it aocepts the declslofns adonted by that conference, -
To be called upon to give cofmitments and gusrantees in advance that
b these decisions will be adopted I find, I must say frankly, unusual,
.- As I seem to recall it, even in the CI which had a tremendous authori-
' ty, which I regret to say this body does not yet have, which had an
infinitely sollder base than we have or could have - that even there
. 1t was always arranged for a party conference of the sectlons to tsake
. place after the conference in order to declde 1ts attitude toward
the declsions of that conference. That was when the body was highly
[ centrallzed - which could be there ‘only because of the enormous -
. suthority it had already established throughout the world. Implicit

f, In that arrangement was a sectlon accepts the decisions or it does:

. not, TUsually, of course, they accepted, I still think usually they
were right. ‘ .

- Hefélfbf the flﬁstitlme we are calledrupon to commit ourselvesg - .
in advance to accenting decisions of a body in whose dellberations

i"we,wlll participete, to be sure, but not as = section - unofficlally

.- so to speak, That is all, -
There is a precedent for it - 1t is referred to in our letter to
the CIC - the famous emergency conference held in New York cnd you ~
‘all remember the tragic results of that conference and the demand it
made on us at that time also to cormit ourselves in advances : Syitn™
assures us, and I 2m ready to take his assurance at face value, that
- thls conference will be altogether differemt than the emergency .
= conference, It will be properly prepared, democratically prepared
and we wlll partlicipate in it as equais with all sections., That .sl=~
ready rickes a tremendous difference, If I for one sm readv to mcke
such an engcgement, that 1s, that I 2m ready to accept the decisions,
whatever they may be, of the EPC, I do it wlih the clear understand-~
t - Ing, again, I find if unusual and 1n wy opinion unjustifled and even
§ 2 dangerous precedent. In spite of all thet, I want to repeat, I. v
. om disposed to agree to that condition and I think wost-of the come
- rades will also be. With that undersianding - and if they accept, I
am sure they %ill do it not because of this condltlon but in spite -
of this condition, ' . i

. But It scems to me thdt,fhat is not all there 1s to it, The -~
.. SWP Minority took the initlative to try to establish unity. Without

2 any hesitatlion whatsoever, Immedictely upon hesring thelr resolution’

for unity, our NC Plenum, as you know, in Datroit, unsnimously sup-
ported this initliostive. In our very first document we sdld Virtusnle
1y everything.that we continued to say later on. %We subtracted rragc-
tically nothing in the year and & half, In the yéar cnd a half of
the fight for unity, we cdded nothing, we subtracted nothing, -

Now, wé have a little experlence to go by - not nll very good.

. Fash side, the SWVP and ourselves, accused the other side of moneuver-

Ing but the fact remalns that we made o serles of practical proposals
for unity - the SKP no¥here at no timc made any proposals for unity,
The .SWP nowhere at no time eo much as sald unity is desirsble, The.
SWP ended this period brusquely with the n~doption of a declaration

at their national convention, without one minutels digscussion, agoinst

unity - the first timec they ever mnde a statement one way or the other

E on the question =~ against unlty except for Morrow and hils friends who

viers thereupon cxpelled, and in which three new criteria for wmcnber-
ship in the lMovement were set down Tor the exclusive purpose of keep=
' tbol




ing the WP out of the Movement, Now, I would like to ignore that ~
whole year and a half, I would prefer that it had not happensd - at .
least the way it did happen - but. I don't see how we can ignore 1t,
We have. to tske 1t into.account, - . :
Tal:ing it into account does not mean, in-my opinion, that we say
unity is impossible. No, unity is stlll possible and desirablée, . But
affiliation, formal affiliation by us in the liovement would not have
the. desirable .results In my opinion, unless it were Inseparably coni~ -
nected with unity betweel the SWP and.-the WP, ‘given the conditions
that the CIC demands that we accept. Under other conditlons and.in
my opinion under more correct conditions than the CIC proposes,’
given the Hovement and its strength and authority, affiliation to ~
the lMovement would be uncénditionally desirsble for our party. But,
I repeat, given the conditions that” the CIC puts, and I dont!f want
to debate them, I am ready to accept them but glven, I repeat, these -
condit ions, affiliation with the Movement can be seriously consldered
by us and can be profitsbly accomplished only If 1t 1is inseparably :
connected with unity with the SWP by our party. - :

Now, what do I meen concretely by that? Tyls: There Is a demo~-
cratlc disgussion - 6, 8, 10, 12 months, Our documents get to all
sections., .That 1s good enough, iie come to the EPC, we contliue the -
discussion there and let us say, as is quite Iikely, our point of
view does not carry, at least not on all questions that "concern us -
most particularly. The EPC adopts 2 program and resolutions with ~
which we don't agree, with which we have political differences. ‘e
havé made a comnitment that we will accept the disclpline of thé EPC,
politicalily and organlzationally, ‘I there is no unity "immediately -
after the EPC, the-SWP would adopt the program and the political posi-
tions of the EPC, Where it differed it would change its policy and
adopt the line of the EPC. We, having given o commitment to that
_effect, after the EPC ow .party would change 1ts public position =
we are not required to change our actuzl position. But our public
program would thercafter conform with the TPC - we would have to re-
write it 1fi that sense. If there were no unity immedlately, during,
or immediately before or after the EPC, we would then have In the
U.S. two political parties having ldentical publlc progroms. I
don't think I personally would bé willing to give up our program-
only to affiliate to the Movement and have in the U,S, another party
with the same program., Or, to put 1t a different way, speaking for
myself and I think for = number of other comrndes, I would be will- .
ing to gilve up my progrsm, the program of the party, publicly only
if I were a minority of another party, that 1s only if there vere
unity with the s%WP. In that case, I am a minorlty, my.party has a-
politicol point of view with which I 'don't agreé. I function like,

a disciplined minority in fny revolutionary party.- But to have ny .
ovn party, so to. speak, with a program that I can't toké responsibili-~
ty for, that of course is, I think, on impossible situation, That 1s
how 1t strikes me now, , - .

Now, I am disposed, I am inclined to accept the conditions pro- -
posed by the CIC, nmmely, to glve this commitment , though unusual
and, to put 1t more frankly, wrong - I am ready to do it in the in=-
terests of the movement as a whole. But, accepting those conditions,
T think unless I can hear arguments fhat are meritorious against 1t,
T think I would attach to it a condition to the liovement that this”
comaitment on our part ls valld only if the SWP agrees to mn accept-
able unificatlon or if the CIC or the EPC succeeded in prevailing up=
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I man,. Of course, I subscribe to what he says on that score. The

C w34 T
on"the SWP end, If you wish, upon the WP to achlieve such unificat lon
not ‘later thaon immediately after the EPC. I wouldn't like to see our
party cought In 2 ridiculous jam, The EPC ends, we rewrite our
whole program in"line with the pollcies:and resolutions of the EPC,
then we come to the SWP - all right, let us unite tomorrow morning,
years. pags since the new situation was created by the proposal of the
CIC, and thén on one ground or another, the unity 13 postpened a ~
week, a month, ‘'sizx months, a year, e go around with our own perty
end the SWP goes around with its party - and we have identical pro-
grams., That 1s not worth living for, ' . .
Pericps thls 1s prepesterous -« I want to hope s6., - Smith tells’

me that there are two views in the SVP now, I nm not interestéd in
who holds ‘the view, how strong it 1s.” One 1§ for unity, thé other
is agolnst unity. Good, It is recent but it is good, If there are
signs Immedlstely after the SWP Plenum of a .turn rvoy from the posi-
tlon and attitude they have adopted for the past year ma a half, ond
- Which Is congecrated in thelr PC stctemerit, I repeat whrt Smith sald,
~ what they sald yesterday is not impmrtant, what théy say today 1is
importent, If they indicate that the unity 1ls on the way, then every-
thing I said would be mecningless and I would be glad of it, They
could on their side demand that we show serious signs that we are for
unity. . All right, we will try to give those sims if they are asked
| for. But If not, I think 1t would be necessary for us to attach a
b-- condition™to eour commitment,- Two paorties, both calling themselves’
Trotskylst, with different programs, you cm c¢all that good or bad,
f but it cafi be understood, Two parties, both calling themselves

- Trotskylsts and both having the sdme program, that will be too much
even for a smart persen. The Caonnonites would have nothing to gain
by thot, we would have. nothing to gain by it #nd the CIC would have
nothing to gain by 1t. I soy 2grln, so ns-not to be misunderstood,
everything I say may be utterly groundless.and unjustified.. Good,
I will be very, very.gled to find that out. But it 1s no use being
. 2 fool,  Ye hove seen what we have seen for a yezr and a hnlf ond we
P have every recson for thesc_cpprehensiens, We have to seé sométhing
} - else nnd In that sense, if I may soy so, 1t ‘Is not correct thot -~
.. everything depends on us. What 1s really required of us is a relter-
> ctilon of our past Zonditlon., Something else 1s required from the
WP and thaf 1s not up to us. )

Remarks of - Shachtman (NC Plenum, Februsry 5, 1947):

«...Further, my attitude on the conditlons of the CIC were
stoted at the P.C. meeting md stated even more thoroughly by Gold-

e

comrades have thelir reasons for it -~nd their reasons are not the
i samc thot animated the SWP leaders ond their hehavior, They are

- genulinely and iIn the best sense of the words, bureaucrantically ine-
terested in uniting the groups. 4and if thnt snimntes them, nlI
right, I canft be as violently opposed to 1t ns I might be, Still
- I am for saying ‘it and not hiding it. If, however, we write aimply
. thot letter, namecly: Dear comrades of the CIC, we accept your con-
- ditions = then we run oll the serious risks about which Goldman ond
other comrndes before him spolce. We lIend ourselves to a marenvere
There are pcople who snid we were mancuvering in tle unity in the
¢ Pnst yenr ond a half., But I do not believe it, As we sald, there
E hns been gnough muneuvering. FRverything cmn be pretty plain now,
i This letter makes n maneuver impossible, I think, This letfer. com=
- mits us to the conditlions of the call only on the basls of the ns~
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‘sumption of the condition that we spoke of in the PC the other night,
namely, if they are for unlty - the S./P. e have not sent the letter,
it goes only after there 1s a resolution by the SWP for unity. Who"
can possibly take exception to it in the S.iP? It takes it for granted
that there is going to be unity, so to speak. :

They can?!t say when they see such a letter, they are putting ~
conditions - they want to evade, I don't See how they can say that,
even the most narroweminded of them, All they then have to do 1s to
agree to Smith!s proposition, This in turn strengthens thé hand of
Smith, This letter can be sent out, so to speak, the minute you ~
adopt your resolution for unity. If the resolution that they adopt
is clever - that is, twoo damned clever, and I think we will be able
to gudge,'the letter doesn't go out, If it is more or less genuine,
1f it is a real commitment, if 1t represents a real chenge from '
the line ur to and following their conventlon, the letter goes out,
We amccomplish our purpose, the CIC accomplishes its purpose, the
Cannonites, if they are for unity, they accompllish their purpose and
in a way which disposes of any possihle genuine suspicions of our
intentions that anyone of them may entertain,

- At the same time - final point = suppose something ls screwed
up, suppose somebody is trylng some super-clever maneuver, In a
word or two that I had with Goldman, he made the following point:~
We give our commitment, we make an undertaking, bona fide, earnestly
made, sincerely made., If we find out as late as five minutes to 12
that we are belng rooked, that this was one of those super~tlever
tricks, that it wasn't meant on the other slde, then my party 1s
worth to me a helluva lot more than my word, especlially if my word
was exiracted from me by false preienszes, and I announce to the
whole world that I tear it up as a scrap of paper.

I em saying this in advance especinlly because Smith 1s here,
I don't mean that he has any plan of a trick, but iIf therc should be
anybody in the world, not even In the U.S., say In New Zealand, who
confronts us et 5 minutes before 12 with the resl denouement, a real
trick, L toke the commitment ond I tear it up. Howewer that may be,
thet sounds to me like a reasonable compromisc, For me it 1s a ~
compromise because I can't work up a great paszlon for the donditlon
set by the CIC. I hove my apprehensions about 1t in the future o8
a precedent never materizlize, but for the sake of continuing what ~
we trlied to get for the past year snd a half and in the hope that it
really can be gotten, I am for 1t, .
. T still have to say another word, I have got to express here
formally what I have expressed here cvery five minutes informelly,.

¥ It is entirely possible, of course, that my bewllderment, end that
J P ’ v

is vhat it is, is due to my frctionecl misunderstanding of the Cannon-
ites from the very begimming or to my incepacity to understand the
phenomenon - either or both is posszitle., I have sald this to all

the comrndes. I have sald this to Smith, I will be damned if I
understand what has happened in the SUP overnight. A comrade can
very well say, Mihat 1s the differcnce?” If if has actually happened,
what is the difference? I am &ssuiiing now that the undertaking by
Smith at the PC that he can get, thuat he assures us that there will
be such = recsolution and that it will be acceptable to us, I am as=
suming that that happens == and I say I can't understand it. I am

a grcat maon for precedents but I will be damned If I can remember in
the history of the movement, at least in the last two or thrce cen-
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cese where up to londay night you had the most savage, ir-
2le, untransversavle, untransformable, unsubmergeatle oppoSi-
o even considering unity, it is sdopted unonimously 1n a foof-
1 stsdlum atmosphere, they all but tear down the posts, snd then,
Tuesday wmorning, they ere ready for unity ~-all they want 1z a little
thing: that we will ablde by diszcipline, which we sald a year and
a half ago, I have to learn politics now from the beginiing, There
1s only one possibility and that is.the original explznatlon by John-
son: the working class will exert its class pressure snd Torce the
unity. Now that is probably what haprened,

Remarxs of Goldman (HC Plenum, Februsry 5, 1947):

vseeI am trying to formulate a principle which we should adopt
to sive the PC some leeway, The principle should te (1) ws continue
our ncgotiations on the line of accépting unity snd worlking for uirlty
on the line of collsboration to test out the feasibility of unlty;
(2) with reference to the provnosal from the cIC, our genefsl line
should be - we answer them that we welcome thelr intervention on be=
half of unity, thet for thre sake of unity vwe are willing fo accept a~
commitment with vhich we are not at all in sgreement, that we atiempt
to collaborate with the SWP, that we accept thelr proposal with this
understanding, that in accepting this proposal we are at liberty at
any time at gll to withdraw from it if ve see that unity 1s not -
possidble and not feasible, \
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The basic motions finally formulated by Goldmen, on the basis of
his final remarks cuoted above, werc adopted at the end of the Plenum
by an overvhelming majorlity which included, by the way, Johnson.

Ho representntions other thwn those recorded shove were evVer made by
us on this guestion to the party membership, to the CIC, %o the S.P,
or to anyonc else. ) :
Any cormitments we have made in the past remaln unsltered in
every respecet, This refers, of course, to commltments actually made
by our purty, and not to commitments that others may have drecmed up
.. for us. Likewise, our position on unity rerinins unaltered in cvery
rospect. This too rcfers to the position actualiy taken by.our party
and not to ony position which others ma’y have actributed to us and
for which we cannot rcascnably be expected to bear any rcsponsibility.

Tt is obvious that the declaritiones of the two SWP leaders re-
quire an ciple and formsl stotoment on the subject by the leadership
of our party, cnd there ls no doubt that such & statemént will be
forthcoming immedintely. MNMcanwhile, we caon repent to the SWP: There
wns no rcol basis for yvour misunderstonding.
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