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A PANACEA REARS ITS UGLY HEAD

By Bea Grey

# % %
“With all political eyes in America directed towards the 1948
elections, it 1s only fitting for the party to take account of 1ts
labor party positlon and of ‘what has happened to the labor party
movement, . o ’
~ The main motivation for raising the labor party slogan In thé
= past was the exlstence of a movement for such a party. Today that
r movement does not exist and has been dead for a number of years,
L There 1s Instead a movement for a new type of third party, that is.
. 8 third party with lsbor support, Whether we call this new party a
- labor party or~a third Capitallst party 1is immaterial, as long as
we recognize its character to be different from past conceptions of
- both, The movement for a labor party lead by the trade unions and
b thelr leaders has been set back indeflnitely, however.
- " As a result, there has been a change in motivation and content
. of the slogan but one that has not been openly recognizZed and clear=-
l 1y understood by the party. Due to the changed character of the '
i "labor party movement," the campalgn for the Slogan has taken on a
t more ond more abstract and ultimatistic aspect., "Build a Labor -
| Party" has merely been substlituted for the old sectarian formulation:
. "Only Soclalism cm solve the problems of the working class," and
. tacked on to the end of almost évery article in LABOR ACTION. Nor is
k-1t any betber when Loth formulations are used together,
3 We have always sald that support of the labor party movement is
L not a princlpled question and that "in our tactics we have always
. takeii our point of departure from thé concrete pdlitical situatlion
- and the tendencies of its developmént"(Labor Party Resolution, p. 19).
i But for us today, the creation of the labor party has become a life
l and death dquedtion, it 1s the Indispensable bridge to socialism,
i According to the statement of the November 19485 plenum of the Na= ~
¥ tional Cormittee on the "Létter of the IKD to thé WP Convention,” the
| campalgn for the labor party 1s thé central -strategy-of the political -
p activity of the party as a wholé, the "political essence of our
i 'plan! In the U,S today."” In this way the labor party slogan has
L been elevated to new heights of importance, No longer is a tactid
} meeting the political necessity of the day, i1t 1is now the grand strate
b egy of the revolutlon in America, ' '
1 In 1938, Burnham, one of the main theoreticlans of labor Party-
b ism, wrlting In THE KI (P, 72, CoI, 2) emphasized the reformiat
b chafacter of the labor party and the necessity for the revolut ionary
¢ party to glve no guarantees or ralse falsc hopes for such a party.
. We should on the contrary "warn against the illusion that such a
P party can solve any major problem of the working class." Our motiva=
'ggign 1z decldedly different when we say today in LABOR ACTION (April
- "Labor can go to the leadérship of this natlion and stay there,
b Lobor con rcorganize this country. Labor can rcoxganize the world,
Labor.and only laber can heal the wounds of the world and clean up
| 'the mess which capltalism has made, For this labor must be polttical-
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1y organized,..Not under Wallace and Pepper. Not under the Roosevelts,
the Trumans, the Deweys, Bilbos and Tafts, but under labor's own
banner and program and with labor's ovn party."

Is it not clear that this type of ranting sows 1llusions rather
than di spels them.

"In a joint article with Burnham 1in August 1948, Shachtman polnted
out the danger of our party becoming a labor party party, on "that
will carry on an abstract general universal and perpetual campaign for
a Labor Party." With LABOR ACTION Falsing the labor pabty slogan at
the end of articles on housling, rent, mlners strike, anti-labor bills,
etc., It would seem We had not avolded that danger. The slogan has
Just become a substitute for a concrete proposal or for direct inter-.
- véntlon by the party in the political struggles of, the "pedple. -
Steeped in the ideology of "lack of forces" we are content to just
‘preach Labor Partyism as a way for lasbor to save 1its soul and ours
with it. . ,

Having . practically 1gnored fhe political afenas that already
exlst or made only feeble attempts to get into them, the WP looks
forward to the labor party as the made~to-order arena for us, the
"dream" arena, From a predictlon on the development 6f the l&bor
movement In America, the labor party has become a must, a matter of
life and death as far as the success of the WP 1s concerned, The N.C.
statement says: )

"Our“political task in this country today lis summed up in the
struggle to establish the proletarlat as a class for itself, as a
politically independent class with its own class goal,,.Once the
Amagrican proletariat has established a ¢lass party of its own, the re-
volutionary Marxists would have before therm an extremely favorable
organized political arena in which to function and- given the neces-
‘sary intelligence - to grow rapldly."

'As anyone can see, the campaign 1isno longer predicated on an
- exilsting movement for a labor party or on the chancés such a party
has for developing but rather on the assumpt ion that the American la-
bor movement, and we with it, must go through this stage or we are
doomed., According to this vlew, it 1s inconceivable that the Amerlcan
working class will skip the labor party stage as we concelved ofit,
that is a reformist party based on the trade unidns. Certalinly the
latest developments would indicate that this sort of party 1ls prétty
much out of the question; that instead we will be confronted with a
New Deal type of party garnering the workers votés, but with the or-
ganized trade unions as such remaining on the outside. In othed
words, our "most favorable political arena" would be excluded, the
party strategy 1ls completely upset, we should be filled with despair.
We have alrmost forgotten that this development might be a goéd thing.
Ve have almost forgotten that we characterized the labor party as a
necessary evil, an obstacle in the path of the revolutlion but never-
theless an experlence that the workers may have to go through, and we
with them. As a matter of fact, given tThe economic and political -~
crises that are ahead for the Aperican workers, a revolutlionary party
that opernted effectively in leading their fights could emerge the
only altcrnative to this new third party.

. Instead we tell the wrkers that only a labor part§ will stop
fascism and destroy capitalism. Of course, we know that we mean a

1674



3

revolutionary labor party, but for a worker who reads the paper it's
all right to let him think that "labor organized in its own party"
wlll do this. But even more dangerous fhan creating these illuslons
~among the workers, is the illusion created among the members of the
party that only with the labor pafty "plan" in America can. we hope
to galn "mass support and authority,""act effectively 1iké a party"
and "like the actual spokesman and leader of hundréds of thous ands
and millions," Why 1s it excluded that we attaln this position in
the Americen labor movement, if we functioned with "thé necessary in-
telligence," in all other political aprenas opén to us today, includ-
- ing the coming third party of Wallace; "This type of "ballyhoo and ro-
mantic hope building in connection withthe labor party that is no -
longer on ‘the order of the day, stems only from a lack of confidence
in the ability of our party to intervene in contemporary Aperléan
soclety, It 1s' @ natural consequence of the "lack of forces" theory
that has been inhibiting the party for years now,

Cons idered soberly, the labor party slogan s ‘an imporftant weapon
in tearing the workers away from the two-party system when they are

?i‘ already in motion on one or several progressive issues, Ralsdd in

this way, it would move people away from bourgéols politics and in

a desirable direction. No more than that, But the way the labod ~

party 1s belng thumped for today, 1t has become the panacea for the
party and soclety as well, As far as the workers aré concerned, we

will have to do a lot of explaining when we start attacking their

. labof party. And as far as the .party is céncerned such a build=up

- for the labor party means stagnation and sterility while we walt for
it to develop. ,

. Most prophetic of all the predictions on the lsbor party is the
. statement by Burnham and Shachtman in their aforementioned article:

2 Phe Labor Party tactib 1s not given for all time..i If the trend
f is swgllowed up in a third party, the slogan will lose its effective-
. ness, ' ‘ :

- If this contention 1s accurate at all, it would éeem the party

. would have to devise some other strategy for its "plan" in Aperica

¢ today, : |
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~THE JOINT WP-SWP LEAFLET AT THE GREEK PICKET LINE
[How the oWP Line Gilves Left Support to Stalinism)

By Ernest Erber
% %

The manner in which the Russian position of the Soélalist Work-
ers Par’' v glves left support to Stalinism was demonstrated in the
differe. :e between our two parties on the contents of the joint leaf-
let dlstributed at the WP~SWP plcket line protest before the Gréek
consulate on behalf of the arrested Greek Trotskylsts on June 7th.

Both parties agreed that the slogans to be carried on the plcket
1ine should be exchanged for mutual approval and that the leaflet to
be distributed be a joint statement of both parties on the issues in-
volved, There was no difficulty on the slogans since a picket line
appearing before the Greek consulate had to carry placards that were
directed against the Greek regime and its American supporters, the
Truman Administration. Howdver, preclsely because the Stalinists are
the ones who are malnly assoclated in the public préss with the fight
against the Greek regime and the Trumen Doctrine, it was important
that our demonstratlion be distingulshed from them, if only by means
of the leaflet. I ralsed this quéstion upon my first discussion with
E  George Clarke, City- Organlzer of, the SWP. He declared that he saw

i no need for it and that only harm could come of an attempt t6 "drag

L {n" the lssue of Russia and Stalinism. He took the view that it v
would require a thesls to adequately deal with the question of Stalln-
$sm, Since he was to prepare the draft for the leaflet, I sftated :
i that I would ralse the question agaln in specific form when the draft
- was ready.

~ When I was handed the draft at a later date, I found that 1t

i d1d not only omit any mention 6f Stalinism or Russia, but that it

i did not even deal with the Trotskylsts! role In Greece In 2 manner

L that would describe them as internationalists,. opposed to any forelgn
domifiation of Greéce. Upon my siuggestlon, the third paragraph was

. drafted and inserted. My attempts to include any references to

2 Stalinlism or Russia expliclitly were met with obstinate reslilstance,

Clarke stated that 1f we wére plcketing in Bulgarla or Hungary

the lssue would be Russia and Stalinism, but that in the case at hand

. we had to direct our attack upon the Greek regime and the Truman

¢ policy. I countered with the contention that 1f we were picketing

.~ in Bulgaria or Hungary (a good analogy, however hypothetical), wé
would devote niné-tenths of our leaflet to Russion domination But

£ would still devote ono-Fenth to0 Amerlcan imperialism, The latter

'~ would bBe neceasary to dfstingulsh ourselves from the pro-American

eleiments in those countries. This argument left Clarke unmoved, He

kept rcpeating that the word "protskyist" was sufficlent to distin~-

guish us from the Stalinists. '

Clarke added as an additiofal argument that if some Greek work-
ers! organlzation with Stalinists in the membership wefe to join our
- demonstration, such an onti=-Stalinist leaflet would act as 2 barrier,
" I replicd that 1if pro-Stalinist elements joined, it would betome a~
broad united front and we would find it impossible to put out joint
political statements with them, sifice a united front 1s formed for
action and not propaganda, A joint demons tration of the WP and the
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SWp, however, was an action by two Trotskyist parties collaborating
toward unity and a joint polltical statement was possible within '
the limits set by the programs of the two parties. Unable to agree,
I took a draft of the leaflet for consultation with other members
of the City Committee of Local New York,
“Ifi Gonsultation with several members of the City Cormlttee, a
substitute paragraph was drswn up, together with a letfer setting
forth our reasons (both attached hereto), &nd sent to the SWP City
Office. The only silgnificant change that the substitute paragraph
proposed was the additlon of the words ",,.and are opposed to the

i armed imposition upon Greece of a Russian-puppet government." 'This

formulation was carefully chosen to avold any confllct with the
political program of the SWP, The latter most certainly is opposed
to an "armed imposition" of a "Russlan puppet government" upon any
nation, even though they favor the slogan of "CP to power," However,
this formulation proved as unacceptable to the SWP as any of my pre-
vious arguments, ’

The nub of the political difference was not, of course, how "to
characterize the role of Stalinism or Russia; 1t was rather whether
the line of the leaflet should seek to dlstingulsh itself from the

. Stallnists or whether it should seek to find a common voice With them.

The line of the WP 1s to seek to distingulsh ourselves from the

Stalinist movement at all times,and under all conditions, The line

- of the SWP is fo seek to 1dent1f¥ themselves with the Stalinlst move=-

i ment wherever the gbsence of political differences in a specific
situation permits it. ' '

The line of the WP seeks to make the Trotskyist movement Known
everywhere as an antli-capltalist and an anti -Stdl inist movement -- '
to provide an answer to the growing numbérs in this country and In
l- Europe who seek a movement that represents & Third Force, agalnst

capltalist barbarism and against Stalinlst totalitarianism, This
line would appeal especlally to thousands of “Greek=American workers
. In New York City who are opposed to the reactionary regime of .
E  Tsaldaris but fear that Greece may become another Buylgaria or Hungary.

The 1ine of the SWP is to ignore the latter danger and to con-
centrate the attack solely upon the Greek regime and the Truman )
policy. Such a pollicy can only serve as a left support of Stalinism.

, “The refusal of the SWP to accept our substitute paragraph con-
. fronted us with the necesslty of elther issilng our own leaflet and
breaking the sollidarity and unity of the actlon or maintaining the
- latter through an acceptarice of the SWP draft. The City Committee,
L' meeting before the content of the leaflet was taken up with the SWP,

E  had unonimously taken the line that the leaflet should contain a”

f speciflic antl-Stalinist point. This latter motion was reported to

i the Political Committece md unanimously endorsed with the proviso™ -

. that Local New York could lssue a secparate leaflet if it deemed it
necessary, _ B ' .

3 The refusal of the SWP to include any reference to Russia or

i Stolinism now confronted us with the necessity of ‘acting on the ques=

F-tion of a separate leaflet. Knowing that-the latter would have an

adverse effect upon the spirit of solldarity upon the picket line

and being aware of the desire of the open and coficealed enemles of

unity in the SWP to use any issue they could distort for purpgfcs of
' | | 677
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demagogic attacks upon our party'!s record In collaboration, we deemed
it advisable in the glven circumstances to refraln from issuing our
own leaflet and to rely uvpon the sale of our press at-the demonstra-
tion to set forth our views,

The experience of the demonstration, however, has glven serious’
grounds upon which to question our course, To the extent to which it
was possible to judge reactlons to our demonstrationi, we can §ay that
the bulk of the passers-by viewed it as a "Communist" (i.e, Stallnist)
action, Any number of hostile challenges were called out llke
"What about Hungary?" and "Why don'!t you plicket the Bulgarian con-
sulate?" Though the area in which the demonstration took place
(Rockefeller Center) 1s mostly frequented by white-collar workers
and professionals, the same hostlility against the demonstration on
grounds of it being "pro-Russian" was evinced by taxil drlvers, one
of whom engaged one of our comrades in a furlous argument until he .
was told that we are against both Americen and Russian imperialism.

Our acceptance 6f the SWP draft in an effort to deprive the ~
enemles of unity in the SWP of demagogic arguments based upon distor-
tions is also open to question, in view of what has taken place slince.
L Our mere réticence to accept the SWP draft is now belng cited in the

~ SWP as further evidence of our "irresponsibility" and "truculence."

COPY OF LEAFLET DISTRIBUTED AT
‘PICKET LINE o

STOP REIGN OF TERROR IN GREECE!

This plcket line demonsfration is a protest against the arrest
of 13 revolutionary soclalists (Trotskylsts) in Greece, -~ -

Arrested for exercising the democratic right’ to politlcil activi-
ty, several face the death sentence after trial by cqprt_mart}ala

- The Trotskylsts in Greece are a section of the Fourth Int erna=-.
tional who fought the Nqzis during the German occupatlon and have
cont inued the striggle for a free Soclallst Greece against the reac-
tionary governments supported by British imperlalism and by the Tru-
man doctrine,

?"‘ These arrests are part of a reign of terrof carriled on by the
i° corrupt Royalist government againat all opponents. o
The™ Greek governmenf has filled the jalls and concentration
camps with trade unionists, liberal democrats - with all fhose who
L. have dared to critlcize one of the most reactionary dictatorships In
Y. the world, : . o L |
This Royallst mob ruling Grecce today was persecuting its oppon~
ents under the German occupation for the benefit of the Nazls.

9 " The Truman Doctrine now glves moral ald and flnancial assigtance
t" to thls murderous dictatorship in Greece. Under the gulse of stopping
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“totalitarianismﬁbthe Truman government is upholding a viclous dicta~
torship. CEncouraged by this support, the Greek government has scorned
all demonds for a general amesty of political prisoners. -

‘This plcket line demends:

Release the arrested Trotskylsts! :

Free all political prisoners in Greecel -

End the reisn cf terroir} ~ -7 ;
Stepr locns and grants to the Greek dlctatorshipld

SOCIALIST WCRKERS PARTY
WORKERS PARTY

## #

COPY OF LETTER SENT BY WP TO SWP
O LBAFLET

June 6, 1947

. George Clarke, Organlzer
. Local New York o7
F socialist Workers Party

Dear Comrade Clarke:

i for the leaflet.

Permit me to relterate the reasons which, In our opihlon,‘ro-
quire this formulatlon: : '

- -

1., Since everyone understaonds that the intdrmal situation in
Gréece is closely related to and directly reflects she struggle
L betweeri Amerlican and Russian aims in Eastern Europe, 2 leaflét deal~
| - ing with the Greek government Issued by a politisml organization ==
f. not t© speak of one 1ssued by two Trotskylst purties -- will be read
F . with this larger struggle in mind. It 1s, oons dquently, necessary
to lndicate the attltude of the undersigned {art~a:’€o this larger
gtruggle. This requires that wé do not remala.gilent about our atti-

tude to Stalinism, at least to that bare minjamum where we agree.

3 2, We do not look upon this plcket lkike as 2 biroad unifed front
" put as on action by two Trotskylst parties: dolloborating on the ~
basls of a perspective for unity. The leaflet is, therefore, not
1imited to 2 mere protest on the specific issue. We are, conscquente
ly, in agrecment with the political cont ent of the léaflet insof ar
as 1t deals with American imperiallsm, That the latter 1§ the nain
enemy and should therefore be the objett of the maln political ot-
 tack In the leaflet goés without saying. But we consider the polltlc-
" al references incomplete without the. inclusion of at Ieost & sentence
or even a phrase that indicates our at€itude toward Stallinismd The
‘peference to the latter in our formflation is A baré winimum state-
ment and we are sure that 1t In no way conflicts with the politicnl

views of your party.

Fraternally yours,
Erncst Erber

1679
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- -

Proposed substitute for third paragraph:

- The Tﬁotskylsts in Greece are a section of the Fourth Interna-
tional with the political aim of a free Socialist Greece. They have
struggled for this alm against the Nazis during the German occupation,
have continued this struggle against the reactionary governments
supported by British imperialism and by the Truman doctrine and are
opposed t5 ihe armed imposition upon Greece of a Russian puppet

government.

# #
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A NOTE ON CONTENT WITH A LETTER ON TONE

By Irving Howe

K12 >,
LR K

Comrade Charles Morgan's reply to my question to Comirade Forest
on "inevitability of socialism" shows that he has been studylng Marx-
ism very diligently, He knows about the stages of soclety, how one ~
‘has supplanted the other and why capitalism is in crisis, Good. But
he does not satisfactorily answer the question I addressed to Forest.
I will try agaln, commit still another "journalistic putsch" and
perhaps we will get a more satisfactory answer. ~

{1) The Origin of the Problem : 'What Forest Wrote. I took
objection to the Ifollowing crucial sentence by Forest:

NI fs because Marx based himself on the lnevitebility of Soclal=-
Ism tRat he could dlscern the law of motion of capitallst soclety,
The Inevitabillity ol 1ts collapse,

5 - Gateé;‘the’notorldus'exponent of'Amerlcan pragmatism, charged
: that Forest!s statement was idealism, Why? The rgason}nghis_siyple:

i -~ Thé "inevitabllity of sociallsm" 15 nét a fact, not at least as

f yet; 1t 1s an hypothesis, On what is that hypothesis based? I In-

f sist, and I Belleve quite in the Marxist tradition, that the hypothes-
i ‘1s 13 bised on an analysis of capitalist soclety. Buf Forest turns

- the matter around, ohe denles this; she Insists that in order” to

t analyze capitallist soclety:you must first belleve in the "inevitabili-
i ty of soclalism,” In other words, that the theory of "inevifabili-

E ty" exists prlior to an analysls of the inevitablllty of caplitallst”

' collapse. T you give thé English language half a break, that is the
' only possible meaning that can be assigned to her statement.,

2 So the question arisés: 1f the theory of "iAevitsbllity" is

' held prior to your concrete analysis of caplitalist soclety, where 1is
i it derived from? If "fnevitability" 1s not derived from an analysis
t . of capitalist Soclety, that 1s, if it is not derived from m exsmina-
“tion of the material conditions of exlstence = then 1t con be derived
3 only conceptually, a procedure which would be, as Gates charged,

t ldeallsm, . _
o= " (2) Johnsén conira Forest., This contention 1s “fully borne out”
f by the stafement from an article by Johnson which Gates so cdonvenient -
i ly dug up = es if in anticipation of Morgan. This statement of

¢ Johnson reads: : :

"Enpels md Lenin Insisted that Marx deduSed the Inevitabillity
xi_of soClallism not from the negation of tggfnegation, but by an -
F observation or—Soclo-economic phenomena,” (that is, of capitallst
seciety. )T i :

Good for Johnson; he is absolutely right; It is a pleasure tc
be ablc to say so] But his statement is in direct dontradiction to
| that of Forest., I stand with Johnson against Forcst; that; Comrade
. Morgan, is all I trled to establish in my question to Forest. -

1681
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(3) Morgan the Marxicologist, Comrade Morgan, evidently not
too familiar wWith the works of his ideological leader, Johnson, en=-:
ters a defense for Forest. He insists that Marx's economic Categor-
les are social categorles. I vote for that, He insists that capltal-
ism is in irreversible decline, that 1ts demise is inevitable, I
vote for that too. He spesks of Inevitable social revolt, Count me
in on that too,

But all of this has nothing, nothing to do with the Inevitabill-
ty of socialism, I shall not here discuss what Marx meant; that is
snothér question., But Iin modern sclentific usage, the wordinevit-
abllity" means an event having a probabllity of one, That means the
event, on thé basis of our previous experience, is judged as being”
objectively certain to take place, without human Intervention, In the
future., Probably Marx didn't mean this by his use of the word in-
evitability; since the word has at least six asslgnable meanings,
it is a matter of some dispute,

But whatever Marx meant, Morgan's views are clearly irrelevant,
Morgan proves that capitalism must inevitably enter lts démise and
that social revolutions must inevitably take place. But this does
not yet mean that socialism is lnevitable., . _

For, as we have discovered in the past few decards, the inevit-
able demlse of caplitalism and the' inevitable appearance of soclal
revolution ~-- do not as inevitably lead to a socialist victory.

, Hence, Morgants "proof" is no proof at all,. But 1t is revealing.
{ For never in his learned demonstration does he once mention one
" 1little detall -- THE PARTY, -

. He has been so taken in by Johnson's "ifstincts" and "self-
mobilizations" that in a discussion of inevitability of soclallsm he
does nét mention one of the main == and in current historical sltua-
| tlon, the main =-- problem in relation to 1t%: will end how can the
. revoluflonary party gain the leadership of the masses?

If Morgan's version ls Marxism, I choose the Marx Brothers.

- Lét me repeat one thing: my discussion has not been on the :
validity of the theory of "inevitability of socialism" -- and despite
Morgant's fefocious accusatlions against me of nlhilism and MacDonald~
ism, I reapt "whatever that may mean," because the term has been
.- assigned so many meanings. Nor was my article on which of "those
. ‘meanings llarx intended. I mePely tried to show that Forest's use of

the phrasé was idealist. As the quotation from Johnson so amply
demonstrates, ' _ -

’

- (4) Prarmatism ond Idealism, Comrade Mofgan, who is a very
serious Marxian scholar, ends his polemic by stripping my Harxian
"fig leaf" and exposing me as a petty bourgeois revislonist. All
- right. But L must say a word sbout a gross misunderstcnding” from

~which he suffers. He charges that I ended my plece by iInsisting
upon a choice between pragmatism and idealism, without taking into
.account dialectical materiallsm, .

- - YWhat I-dld sﬁyAwas this. (Reélly, our feroclous polémist could
~have understood 1t, had he wished to. I may be a nihilist and a P
. 1B %
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MacDonaldite @nd even nalve, though that last hurst a little, but
I fancy I'write fairly clearly.) I sald that 1f, as Forest charged,
Gotes! attack on her was pragmatism {Gates was merely repeating what
Johnson had sald) then there was left to u§ only the cholce bétween
- pragmatlsm and hér ideallsm -- for what Gates sald Wwas perfectly
correct, By that, my dear Comrade liorgan, I di1d not wish to suggest
that pragmatism is the only altérnative to idealism; generally speak-
ing, my thought doesn't run in the direction of setting up "only
alternativés," In~fagt, I had and have no desire to say anything in~
2 brief note on eithér pragmatism or dinlecticalfnaterialism, I don't
gnow cnough about either; I leave that to scholars like Comrade
organ, o

. June 20, 1947,

Dear Comrade Mogganﬁ

- I have wrltten a brief reply to your polemic against me in the
Party BULLETIN, which you will see when it appears, Here péermit me,
in the~sp1r1t of utmost sincerity, to address a wgrd to you. -

- ‘Your article was your first venture inté party print on a polemi-
cal question. I hope you make many more vehtures, sinfe thofe is .

nothing as desirable in = revolutionary party as an afticulate feme

bership, aven when it is wrong.” But I hope, too, that jou don't

writé quite the some sort”of articles again; not that the party

‘'won't print them, but that you should learn better, _

You see, Comrade Morgan, we have establlished in the WP a . certaln

. traditlon in polemics; it is one of the most preclous aspects, I

©think, of thnt tradition. We try t6 polemize as well and, 1f you

~ .wish, as sharply as we can; we destroy our opponents arguments, we

prove if necéssary hls ignorcnce, his misuse or misunderstanding of

Marxism, But that 1s all -- we try to kéep it objective and imperson=

ol. Perhaps we don't always succeed, but we try, Let me glve you

an lnstence of which I was perhaps the victim, The article I virote

on "The New Course" in the NI me%¥ with general disapproval in the

party. - Good, Comrade Erber wrote a reply; 2 very sharp reply In

- which he proved to the satisfaction of a great many comrades that I

i was completely wrong, Good., But Erber's polemlé is a model of ob-

. Jectlvity, of sticking to the political-intellectual Issues and leav-

- ing irrelevant personal or demagogic remarks aside. I-tried to an=-

swer in the same way. "I am notoriously hot-headed and impatient, but

I ot least tried honestly to answer in the same way, )
: Now in our party, it 1s not a general procedure to refer comrades
. to psychonnalysts when We disagrec with tham, as you did in your

. polemic. For one thing, 1t is a dangerous precedent: suppose I re-
L plied by referring you to a psychonnalyst? WhePe would we be then?

. It is difficult enough to decide political. questions these days,

. without confronting the party with the problem 6f deciding. which of”

- u3 should visit a psychoanalyst beczuse our writings are, as ydu put

k- 1t, Yof cIlinical interest."” And then again, many psychoanalysts

- clalm that“cverybody needs analysis == a conclusion whlch takes on

.~ more Welpght when one remcmbers that it was made without even having

t . read the WP BULLETIN... You see what d mess you get into when yoi ~

[ bring in such irrelevant nonsense, So henceforth when you go. out to
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slay anti-Marxian dragons, you may remain as humorless as you wish
-~ but don't suggest psychoanalysis., Itts a two-edged weapon.

: And again don't you think 1t's rather presumptuous to accuse a
comrade of lMacDonaldism vihen that comrade his been the only member
of the party who hos wrlitten a sustalned attack on"MacDonald, good,
bad or indifferent? Isnt't it, shall we say, a 1littlé rash? And
agaln the accusation of nihilism which you couple with MacDonaldism?
You sce, you arée so lmpatient to make your polemicsl splash that you
forget thot whatever else he .1is, JucDonqld is certainly not a nihil-"""
1st; nobody who belleves in Capitalized Eternal Values is a nthllst.

- And similarly with the accusation of mti-Marxism, with or Wwith-
‘out fig-leafs., Do you think that sort of fhing makes for a healthy
internal 1ife? You may prove to your heart'y content my nlsuse or
ignorance of Marxism; 1in the face of your obvious scholarship I am
rcady to be extremely humble on that score; biat those of us who have
spent a good part of the last few yezcrs in wrlting polemics agalnst
MacDonald, Burnham, the editors of PR, and a number of other oppon-
ents of rcvolutionﬁry Marxism, tend to get a little onnoyed When we
ore accus ed of antli-Marxism, Perhaps it is a sign of our petty-
bourgeols sensitivity; If so, forglve me, _

You see, Comrade Morgan,”our party 1s different on this matter
“from most others; we have established a tradlition of free and toler-
ant and impersonal discussion where éven fools like myself may reply
to scholars like you., Of this tradition we are supremely proud.

I can see you reading this letter -"oh, so Iimpatiently, "Tone,"'
you cre no doubt mumbling to yourself, "tone, all those petty bour-
geols Shachtmanites talk about tone. ~‘'hat about the Gontent?" Wéll,
I've tried to take care of the content clsewhere, But onc of the ~
things we'lve learned cbout from sad experlence = n pity jou couldn't
have had it with us, though perhaps you will get a repeat version -
for yourself soon = 1s that these matters of tone, of party procedure
and conradely attitudes sometimes supcrsede in importance the issve
in disputee.

I
.

With comradely greetings,
Irving Howe

#A
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CAUTION AND “HAT IT IMEANS

By Ben Lawbon

g %

_ The theory that caution against using revolutlionary arguments,
such as the maritime fraction advocates ls not only wrong but it is
dengerous insofar as 1t puts the revolutlofiary and genéral Marxist
1deology into theé backgroind. When limitations of what can be at--
talned are argued for, without also showing the discrepancles therein
and capitallsm, itself, then the line becomes reformist. v

. In the maritime fraction there are contlnual bickerings about
what stand is to be taken In either of the two unions represented, but
1t all laads to caution. There is not only fear of the union bureau=-
- crats but the Stalinists as well, :

Those who take this attitude will lead intc what direction?
- There is also the ettitude which I will take up brlefly, beceuse

L 1t all stems from the ssme root of parlor Bolshevism, of those who

' are not interested in party functionz if they have something "better"

. to do., Does Comrade R. remember just a short while ago that he did

L not sttend a fraction meeting becguse a date wilth a girl comrade (who

t would have understood) was more important? Comrades J, and L, snesaked
t out of a houszing parade to shop, a&nd if it weren't for the persuasion

| of X thiy wouldn'!t have marched at all, I myself am not slwmon pure

| nor do belileve 1 have the right to lay down any la¥s but these con-

. crete cases are to prove my point, Ten years I've stayed away from

t the movement for these same reasons,

E Comrade N, also jibes me about my leftist position but I €hink

' truly 16-1,2 centurles have made a vast dulerasrcs in the ambltions
and; if £ moy e brazen, the sincerity within the revolutionary move-
 ments, The Christian murtyrs have fought even into the well knoWn

b catacombs. Although Christianity in itself is wrong, we rust not for=

f’get and admire the stand thése'fighters_togk for what they belleved in.

5 Today there seems -to be a different story and I'm called &n ul-"-
tra-leftlst because I believe in carrying not only our lmmediate party
- aims but also Harxism and its slogans fo the Working class, ‘There

f else but in our working classs organlzetlons, trade unlons espéclally,
t can we bring these slogans and, if I may steal a word from the church,
E the gospel, '
: To those who interpret my argument as meaning that In a union

' 1ike the HIIU, which is still Stalinist controlled, we shéuld wear a =
¥ Trotskylst sigm co all con sec and read, should know that even I have
. more sen3e than that. The point is not in shouting Trotsky or the

| "$5m™" but let the working class know of Marx and socialism, FPound
“your liné and immediate aims, then after those 5-107 6f the workers

. fcllowy, tell them you are a bellever in the soclallizatlon of industry.
t When = corréct line is constantly and continually put forward

. combined with Marxism, watch another 50-6075 rally toward you.

= Is 1t scctarisn to say, "dorkers of the world unite, you have
f nothing to lose but your chains’and a world to gain?" Wasn't Lt Marx
} - who broke with the British right wing trade unioni~ts and OvcrYthigﬁB
: , . '
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in between to the anarchists, so he could better use sofilalist ideology

and in trade unions at that during the upsweep of capltellsm? ‘
The false line of caution that is the baby of the SWP and the

geaman's fraction in the WP who follow 1t 1s really secfarian, How

can workers be attractéd to the socizllst revolution without a revolu=-

tionary line glven to them? "ithout revolutionary theory there cen

" be no’'revolutionary practice," so saild Lenin, Nor ém I urging for

 goclalist unlons as the TUUL and SLP varietles for they are just other

Torms of sectarianism. Stalinism Is corrupt foday because among o-:ler

trends they went from this latter type of sectarianism to cautlon.

These seeds of corruption were plaented way back when, 1 remember how

ny foEyer comr ades had more importmt dates than party functions,

This * found all along in the revolutionary movements (pseudo, quasi- -

or real), There are_things like this that breed the frults of corrup-

tion and as long as I believe in the cause of. true soclslism I shall

' not stand 1dly by while others help these rotten eggs to explode in

- their own and our faces, S ] '

To be afrald now to call yourselves politlicals in your unlons
| smacks of fear and, this tlme Comrade K, notwlthstanding, Most of us
"~ hope to live to see barricades in our time; Wwhen the guns facé us,
. must we still be cautlous? It is stuff Ilke this that helped to.cre-
‘ate our Budenzes, Joe Sullivens, HMax Eastmans, Tom Sfamms &nd numerous
‘other renegades, including the entlre le adership of the CI, :

= 'For heaven's sake, we don't have to tell each other of the need
| ' for sociclism and to glve each othePf revolutloncry.slogans. Glve it
P .to your unlonz mnd workers organizations. -

. Besides unions there are many unorganized workers who would prob-
- ably listen to what we have to say. Vhy not have comrades living In
I various parts of the U,S. take one night a week to form workers! _
clubs? Has snyone ever thought of that? They may not have soclalism
as thelr slogan for that 1s the perty's job, but they can urge for
workers needs. I don't mean to imply this as an all tlme necesslty,
A tenanfs' club in a working class nelghborhood is just as'wéll and
I ynow the party 1s active there but this is not.all ovér the U.S
I, for one, mm not for & labor party, but since the party offldally
1s; these clubs can act as a basis or nucleus for such a party. To-
the workers in these clubs who are militant ofid prove fo be class con-
scious - to them too we bring the Marxlan doctrine to them. _
It is importent to remember that in the words of Marx, "Communists.
never hide who they are." :

When as a party our members do not emphasize the limitations of
our gains to the workers under capltalism, then his line must be re-
formist end his actions no better than hls line.

A4
T
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APFROACH

By Ben Lawton

a0 LA ?,
e W W

According to some Johnsonltes my article on the foregoing topic
i1s Irrelevent, immaterial and sounds like words from the mouth of a
naive person, The proof of the pudding is in the tasting and I have
got results., To prove that the issue of thé correct approach to the -
American worker ls Important, let local NY tell us how many récruits”
We have gained since the city conventlon; and if the JohaAsinlites want
to build that mass party they talk so much about then let them lend -
an eye to this article, for I have much influence in the NIU and at
the ‘same I am bucking the obstacle of being a kno¥n Trotzkvite. There-
fore in view of the fact that recruitment and contacts are a necessary
- factor In obullding a mass party, then the tactical question of approact
is necessary.

- Iuch talk and dlscusaion,has teken place through the vears 6f
building a révolutiohary party, but so 1little has been said about
approach, It s-ems that this 1s left solely to the discretion o6f thé
approacher. That is all very well, but a line is sorely needed, for-~
the American worker is not as rea tlonary as some people would llke to
belleve. _

There 1s something that we rmust tackle because, unfortunately
there is. a true sclence to contend with, and that 1is psychology of the
individual as well as the masses, -.hen talking to afid conversing or
discussing with an Individual the appreach may have to be less general
and more specific than when taliing from a platform.

This 1noiv1dual, we must lesrn, has had what kind of ‘background?
Were his parents religious or not? This seems quite complicated and
you nay say "How do we get at findifig out all these things?’  That 1is
why it is unfortunate, but important that though one person riay be
sympathetic andther may "be antipathetic., By lIearning the reasdns for
- all degrees between the two we then know what to argue. 'le must
break down background, Never become exc*ted in a polltical argument
orgg}svussion.

Although th:s may sound ab""rd but when you reallize the fact,
“then you'!ll understand that the Aﬁericqn vo rKing class is revolutionqr
but in too many cases it lies dormant because he belleves covdrnment
can solvé everything, Onlv the advanced worker has been indoc*rinated
with " State and Revolution". Further, he has a yea team attltude
and does not know the practical reasons for the’exlstence and origins
of national boundary lines, Tbcrefore we must teaah him and explﬂin
to hin lh?t we hold to be true,

During the periods of the last depression, like a bone to a
whining dog, the American worker was given concessions or” there would
have been a social revolution in the US, In spite of thesc concess-
fons we still had some of our ﬁ"eﬂ+es+ strikes in history in +that
period, after Roosevelt took over, The exact numbers of unrest agains
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the president of those that could not bte fooled will never be known
because a large section of the poverty=-stricken population elther ~
couldn't or wouldn't vote, = Yeit the growth and exlstence of fascist
organizations (vigilantes, bundists, black shirts, silver shirts, KKK
etc.) weré perpetrated to keep a rcstless militant proletariat in ’
check. It 1s too bad that no orgonization with a correct approach.
exlsted at that time, The Stalinlists sold out the workers, first with
their theory ofsoclial fascism, %hen thelr class collaborationlst line
and thirdly with their cooperation with Hitler, The Trotzk—ites gave
the worliing class a »low by fusing .ith soclal democracy and tlhere-
fore lost t elr independence to deal correctly with the working class.
In 1937 the task of bullding, once more sn independent organization
gave them no time %o get to the mcsses and then the war made t'ings
more difficult and ended the depression.

, What are the solutions and how' to approach is a task for us and
means work and fast work at that, The coming depression is being pre-
pered for Ly the bourgeoisie by snti-labor measures ond if we are
caught nanping it wlll be another sell out, :

"The approach to the masses fust te purely and simply on anti-
oapitalist lines, At no :ime retreat. As monopoly capitsl is con-
. centrated into fewer and fewer !ands the greater the sufferings and.
l  privations of the "underpriveleged", it 1s then that retreat 1s im-
possible, '!ith a correct approach the working c¢lass will go further
and further Into the offensive. It is these anti-labor ©tills or laws
that prove to me that the bourgeoisle are on the defensive or elsé
our bozses would not hove to resort to legalities, . They would not’
in that case hove to prepare prisons ond concentrations camps for the
L  more honest labor leaders, It is now that o brrak in discipline In -

-some unions and a lack of fear In Stzlinist congrolled unlons that we
.expose our betrayers when and where possible, ‘here 13 only one
Marxist afguement as far as I con sce and that is a dogmatic anti-
copltelist argument ond the expose of labor falkers, Hall, Lundberg,
Murray, Lewls, King et al, ' ' N
= The IKD belle ves that the working class. has failed and that the
f work in trade unions has been too concentrsted in that directlon.

- However, where else do they think that we can get a larger nucleus ’

* In the circles of the working class to begin to get a larger bage in

. order to build the movement, Az one of thelr leading comrades told me

i that 1t 1s impossible to build s mass revolutionnry movement aond that

i 1f such a think were possible 2 rcvolution would not be nceded as the

. masses would become socialized because they would be iIn the neajority.

To them I want to say that the worliing class has not failed as such

but the mlsleaders have beern the direct cause of that, ‘/here clse

but in your unions, coops(sometimes) and other working class organi=-

zations do you think you can do revolutionary work? A Lenin once

. 30 aptly put it, unions and other proletarian organizations slould be

" schools for communism., This is all part of the psychology.of approach.

Also their theory of who will start the revolutionary as npo organiza-

i tion can set a date for the upheaval, a2s they imply. Nor will the

' middle clnasses have to follow, for even the Bolsheviks had to

F liquidate some of the upper clmss members, The Russlan revolutionary
masses proved that the workers can, with the correct guldance will no'

- fall, - 1688
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To o back to the individual, whether you have or have not con-
vinced him, be his friend., Wo oue is hopeless. Many past red
balters heve felt the ¢lass struggle nnd then reallzed where they
belorige Itve ha¢ corrades tell mc peonle were hopdess by having a
short conversation with~them; whercss 1 found ouf that only o llttle
patlence was needed. At oll times be friends w7ith the person in
@estion, Iake appointments ~nd at pertr socials the comrndes mlx
and iiake +he contact or friend feel ot home. Talk politics but don't
make 1t seem as though it was thc order of the evening, _

There is always one important thing to remenber; we n~re not a
sect of the working class nor its clergy who preaches theory snd
forgets to practice. e are art of the sald class and must act as
such, here leadership 1is nee%oa, 50 in and pltch.

: Thére 1s one thing to te nxde clear, that Stalinist or Soclal
democratic workers are not hopeless elther. When a reactionary -
worker with an anti-socialist ideology joins one of these orgarnizatlons
in bis mind 1t stends for sdclalism; he has taken a progressive step,
To prove my bellef, I'll bet a good percentage of the WP and SUP

have been recruited from these partles, Thercfore, work on them as
~well ds other workers. They will soinetimes talk and listen to you.

I have been successful with the,most dogmatic of them. Thelr dogma-
tism 1s based moinly on hero worship and not on intelligent loglcal
political thought. _

With the average worker the approach should sEtart from the premise
that the Soviet Union 1s not o "orkers State". It is unfortunnte
that so many workers bellecve that it ls, and give 1t as an example.
Then follow up your .argument from tQere, after you have convinced him
- on that score. - ' ‘ ‘

What happened to the slogans of Marx, Lenin and Luxemburg which
proferred the cry of "All power to the workers"? You cry that the”
Americal prolectmiat 1s not ready for socialism or stote power. That
is just what Schelderman and Kautsky sald of thelr recpective coun="
tried, As everyone 1s entitled to is opinion, ~nd vou belleve that
the recession is on in the revolutlonary movements then why give
slogans’ that are retrogressive, "The union 'rank and file! to take
power in 2ll industries™, If the contlnuance agitation for proleta=
rian power 1s ultra leftist and sectarian then Marx and Trotzky rust
have been nlso, in expounding the Permanent fevolution., The_true
dialectic of recvolutions, however, stonds this wisdom of parlianentary
moles on 1ts head: not through a mnjority to revolutinnary tactics
“but throuch revolutlonary tactics to a majority=--that is the way the
road runs. Thus it is clear that in cvery revolutlon only that party
is capable of selzing the leadnrship and powers which has the cournge
to issue the appropriate watchrords for driving the revolution ahead
and the courage to draw all the necessary conclusions from %hie situa-
tion, ’
, "Pake this into considerations of future development thnt o5 the
cominz capifinllst chaos epproaches, +1ia revolution ry party must e &
preparcd with slorans, approach in the right directions and a correct
£ rade union policy. And to reiter.te myself, trade unions nre a
school for cormunism ~nd if we ave cnught napping then the besrayal

1s on., 1689
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CORRESPOND=NCE BETYWEEN VORKERS PARTY
, _ AND _CIC

3% 3% %
May 26, 1947,
TO0 THE SECRETARTAT

Dear Comrades:

' Our Committee has received your cormunication of April 28, 1nclud1ne
the resolutions of the Plenum of the CIC of March 1947, 'le note with

satisfaction the decision of the Plenum making possible the full pare

ticipation of our party in the preparations for the coming EPC and
' 1in 1ts deliberations, This decision is a welcome step in the direce
.. tlon of the consolidation of our movement, -

So far as your justification of the condi tions set down for the par-
ticipation in the EPC of organlzatidns not affillated with the Movea
ment 1s concerned, we do not consider it fruitful to engage 4in a dise
cussion on the subject at the present time, Ve have made our views
on this sufficlently clear to you and we shall continue to make them
clear to all the sections and to the EPC itself. Our views have in
no way been altered by your communication, Ve still consider the
procedure recommended by the CIC ‘on this matter to be entirely false,

;b Our Committee has also discussed the résolution of the March Plenum
of the CIC on the scope of the coming EPC and on the basis of repre-
sentstion,

We regard the decislon adopted by the majority of the CIC on the pro-
posal to extend an invitation to such groups as the POUM, the Bordige
1sts and the like, as erroneous, The decision is entirely negative,
E I+ deprives the Movement of the initiative with regard to such ore

i ganlzations, it deprives our movement of a valuable means for ape
proaching not only the leadership but above all the ranks of these

y organlizations, it 1s impregnated with an utterly sectarian spirit.

l: which evidently considers the Movement as 1t exists today a more or
less finished product, and it is therefore harmmful to the best ine-
terests of the movement, We wish to emphasize our view on this mate’
. ter precisely because our party has even less in common politically

i viith such groups as, for example, the Bordigists than other tcondene
cles now in existence in the Liovement., Other decisions taken by the
Plenum of the CIC seem to be based upon precedents from the history
of the Conmiunlist International which, in our opinion, are misunder-
stood or mlsapplled precedents. The CIC, however, failed to note or
. to learn from the fact that the Conintorn, in 1ts fomative period,

- took the energetic initiative to invite to its Congresses, with dec-

- libcrative or consaltative vote, such divergent organizations as the
syndlcallst or anarcho-syndicalist I'Y™W amd CNT, the Jewish Bund of
Poland end a considerahle number of other ultra-lcftist or centrist

- orpanizations, There is no good rcason vhy thc Movement, with. all

i - due regard tor difference in proportions, should not proceed in a
"similar way today. ‘e are therefore addressing oursclves to all the
scetlons with the request that they take the mcasures necessary to
reversc the decislon of the March Plenum of the CIC on this point,

i»'Our Committee also discuzsed the decision of the CIC on thc basis of
, 1690
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representation to the EPC. We reject this decision in {ts entirety.
The decision of the CIC seems to have been adopted upon the basis of
apparently similar bases of representation that prevailed in the ear-
ly years of the Corrmnist International, The similarity in decisions’
is, however, only apparent, in our opinion, and therefore superficial,
The Comintern did indeed dividp the countries of the world into
several categories, allotting more votes to countries in one category
than in another. ‘/hatever may be one's opinion of the procedure
followed at that time, its purpose and effect were radically different
from the purpose and effect of the decision of the CIC. In the first
place, the physical and political conditions under which the Conminw-
tern and its sections operated in the early twentles are in no way.
comparable with our own condlitions today. In the second place, the
divislon of countries into varlious categories employed by the Comina-
tern had as its obvious purpose the reduction of the dispPOportionate
weirht that certain sections would have in the Congresses if the
mere number of members in a section was the -only basls of representa-
tion, The difference In numsrical strength between the larger sec-
tions, especially the Russian party, and the smaller and smallest
‘sections was immense, in many cases a relationship of 100 to 1 and
in some cases even 1,000 to 1, Furthermore, many of the sections
in the larger countries were not yet in any sense stablilized but
were rather constantly in a state of flux, both politically and ore
ganizationally. To huve based representation at Comlntern Congresses
merely on numbers would have sienified the complete formal dominae .
tion of the sessions by the Russlan party and would have commit ted a
gross injustice by reducing the ‘representation of most of the other
sections to nil or nsarly nil., The basis of representation adopted
was, thercfore, calculated té glve greater formal welght to the
numerically smaller sections,

The decision of the HMarch CIC has neither this merit nor any other,
The difference in numerical strength between the largest scetion of
“the Movement and the smallest is for all practicel purposes inconse-
quential as a justification for the decision of thé CIC, The differ-

k' ence between the largest soction, vhich has no moro then 1000 members,

and the small scctions in the "countries of medium" or "lesser im-
portance," does not begin to be comparable to the difference in
nurmerical strength between the largest and the smaller scctlions of

~ the 0ld Comintern. It is the dlfference between a larger scct and

one that is not so large, and in most cascs this diifercncc is com- °
pensated by other considerations, such as influence of a section _
in the working class of a country, strength of the section in rclae .
tion to the povulation as e vhole, etc, Under these circumstances,
to allot to a section with 150 wmecmbers only 1 delecgate because 1t
operates in a country of "lesser importance" and to glve another
section vihiich has no larger membership 3 delegates because 1t opere
ates in a country of "grgau importance," is a crying absurdity.
It is a deecision which nct only has no aythorlzation in the statutes
of the Movement (1938) but it violates the spirit of democratic rc-
presentation and true 1ntcrnationalism, and can only arousc repuge
nance if not in thc sections of the countrles placed in the first .
category than at tho very least in tho countries placed in the seo-
cond “nd third, _

Under the concretc circumstances of the life of the Movement, of
the actual numerical strength of its scctions, and of their rclations
to each other, no other basis of ropresentation can be considered
.Just .and democratic and appropricte to thc nceds of the movement than
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that of allotting delegates in strict accordance with proportionzal
miierical strength, vith the necessary provisions made for exceptions
to this ctherwise rigid rmle in those individual cases where its
litceral anplication would deprive an organizetion of its full right
of representation., For these reasons, we categorically oppose the
decision adopted by the CIC at i1ts March Plenum, and urge it to re-
place the basis of representation recommended by it with the one pro-
~posed by us. Ve are addressing ourselves to all sections on this
matter too with a request that they immediately take the measures
necessary to achieve a reversal of the decision of the CIC and the
adoption of a decision which will help assure the democratic character

We have heen informed by the representative of the Spanish group in
llexico that you have rejected its proposal that the first nlace on
the awenda of the EPC shall be a special point dealing with the atti-
.tude of the sections toward the war and the national resistance move-
ments., Thls $s the only Information we have on this point at this
time since we have not received any formel notification thet such a
proposal was re jecteds If, however, the information given us by

the representative of the Spanish group proves to be correct, we .
would consider the refusal to place such a point prominently on the
agenda of the EPC to be astonishing and wnacceptable. 'e have been
under the impression that the agenda of the EPC, as published offi-
clally, included in its first point = full report of the political
line and conduct of the sections: and of the lovement as a vhole dure
Ing the war, and that special time would be allotted for the discus-
slon of this report. It is unacceptable to us that this should be
omltted from the dsliberations of the EPC. A report and discussion
on thls point must unconditionally constituts one of the central

axes of the EPC, for without it the EPC is doomed in advance to the
loss'of much of its value and significance. If the information we
have received on this matter should be wrong or inexact, we have
nothing further to say on it., But I'f the agenda of the EPC does in
fact exclude such a report and discussion, we propose formally that
1t be given prominent anl adequate place on the agenda, ' :

i - We take this cpportunity of informing you that the unity negotiations
botween our party and the SWP, reinitiated by your reprcsentative in
[ February, have roached a completc stalemate, This is perfectly clear
- .from the specches delivered by the two loadérs of the S!P at the
neeting of 1ts Pollitical Committce of kay 6, ieo have reproduced
f- those specches In our ovin BULLETIN for the information of our members
- and of all the sections, This BULLETIN, which contains additional
material on the unity question, is being sent te you, Ve shall pre-
sently send you the results of the discussion 6f the unity question
which our Comaittee will hold in the next days. For the time being
it 1s quite ploin to us that the leacdership of the Si/P has scized
upon a fou ridiculously trivial cpisodes as a pretext for abesndoning
the jdea of unity with the /P and.as the basis for a systomatlic ine
citement of the SWP memborship acainst the unification. Obviously,
1t is impossible to take serfiously the argpument of the SUP leacders
that their February position in favor of unity was taken on the
"basis or o misundzrstanding,” in vicw of the fact that the position
of our party at no time lent itself to misundcrstanding by anyone,
. Our position was not only repeatedly set forth In 2 series of docue
‘ments available to all, but was sct forth once more vith the fullest
frankness and in the most ample and ummistakehle detell at those
sosslons of our loading commlttocs which were held in the prescnce
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of your recpresentative whose report of our dellberations to the SUWP
formed the basi.s of its Plermum deci sion for uhity. The "misunder-
standing” of the SY/P could only be based upon the belief that we

~had in some incomprehensible way pledged ourselves to abandon the
vigorous presentation and defense of our political views, elther in
the present perlod of the discussion in vhich we were invited to
participate or in the normal and proper course of the life of the
‘united party. Since we never encouraged any such bellef, or gave

the slightest ground for h01d1n§ it, we cannot bear any responsibili-
ty for the existence of such a "misunderstanding." For our own part,
since our position in favor of unity was at no time based upon a
misunderstanding of any of the factors or problems involved, we have
no reason for altering our position. It remalns today the same as

it was vwhen adopted in agreement with your reprcsentative. It is
hardly necessary to add, however, that we have neither the abllity
nor.the desire to impose unity arbitrarily upon the SV/P, e can on-
ly adhere to our position and seek .to influence the development ac-
cordingly. Ve look for you to proceed in the saie way,

With best Party greetings,

Max Shachtman
National Chairman, Workers Party

EXE.

June 21, 1947,

National Comulttee of the
Workers Party ‘

Dear Comrades:

. We acknowledge receipt of your letter of May 2G, 1947, addressed to
 the Secretariat, This letter raises a serles of points on which 1t
is necessary to dwell,

(2a) %With regard to your remarks concerning the proposal rade at the
last Plenum of the CIC to invite the POUM and Bordigists to the EPC,.
we point out to you that far from proceeding in all these quastlons .
- by mechanically Imitating the conduct of the Communist International,
. we seek to place ourselves upon the concrete grounds and to resolve
each problem in accordance with the specific circumstances. None of
these organizations at the present time manifests a tendency toward
our progrem and still less toward the organization of the Kovement,

t On the contrary, their hostile position toward us has only been re-

. inforced in recent times, coincident, morcover, with their lncrcas-

~ ingly maried ideologl cal separation from the revolutionary llarxist

E  progran,

t This is particularly the case with the POUM vhose leadership in
Spain has just issued a manitesto breaking formally with revolutlon-
L ary Marxisw and advocating a policy of trailing behind the "great
} Yestern democracies," To invite organizations other than those vhich
i proclaim themselves of the Movement has meaning only 1 it 1s 2 ’
f question of organizations showing a certain tendency to approach us,
¢ On the other hand, the rosolution of the March Plenum specifics.that
- 11 such an organization expresses the wish to attend our Congress,
| | : 1693
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the CIC will examine the concrete case of such a request,

(b) With regard to your remarks on the question of the deéisiOn of
‘the CIC rclative to representation at the EPC, we are astonished to
note that you have completely misunderstood its real sense,

In this question too we were guided not by the concern to fimitate
the procedure of the Communist International of Lenin but to arrive
at as democratic as possible a representation of our movement at
the EPC, taking into account both the political importance of the
country and the numerical strength, and by glving particular atten-
tionfo seeing to it that the numerically large sections do not overa
whelm the weaker ones,

In the first place, it is wrong to say that the division of the
‘countries into different categories by the Comintern "had as its ob-
vious purpose the reduction of the disproportionate weight that cer-
taln sectlons would have in the conference if the mere number of
members in a section was the only basis of representation,"

The organlzations which, at the First Congress of the Communist In-
ternatlonal, had the largest nurber of votes (5) regardless of
their numerical strength;, all belonged in the category of countries
of great importéance: Russia, United States (SLP), Germany, France
(Zimmerwald'Left). Then came a second category of organizations,
some of which far exceeded the membership of the organizations bee
longing to the first category but which had the right %o only three
representatives; and finally there was -a-category of organtzations
. belongling to countrles of minor importance (Estonia, Lithuania, Ara
-menia, German Volga, etc...) which in spite of their numerical
strength had the right to only one representative., Later on, the
resolution "on the reorganization of the Executive" of the Fourth
Congress specified that "the number of votes that each section has
at its disposal is determined by each Congress in accordance with the
memberships of the parties and the political situation of the core
responding countries," The basis of representation established by
the CIC is marifestly more democratic with regard to the real state
of our movement., The filrst and second categories in rcality encome
pass the overwhelming majority of our important sections, and the
differencc between them, for the same number of members, is only one.
(1) representative, On the other hand, by raising to 150 members
the basls for the right of represcntation we favor those organizaa=
‘tlons which dre far from having this membershlp, all the small groups
having from 20 to 100 members and which would othervise be completely
overwhelmed by the large sections, The same effect was sought by
the inclusion of the clause which stipulates 'from 150 to 500 meme
bers and for a minirmm of 300 meunbers, one additional delegate,
From 500 to 1000 members .and for a minimum of about 750 members, one
more delegate., From 1,000 to 1,500 and for a minimum of ahout 1,250,
one more dclegate, and so on," This clause ope rates entirely to- the
- @1sadvantage of the large sections,

. If, on the other hand, what you sugegest in your letter were adopted,
that 1s to say, "allotting delesgates in strict accordancc with pro-
portional nmumerical strength," i{f, for cxample, the basis of one
‘delegatc for 50 members were allored, in order for the small groups
to profit by this representation, the rosult would be an cnormous
disproportlon between the very large, the large and the small sections,
running from one to 32, whercas with our reprcesentation 1t remains
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from one to six, even in the case of the largest section of the first
category and the smallest section of the third category, :

(c) VYith regard to the information that was transmitted to you by
the representati ve of the Spanish group in Mexico, we are curilous to
know from vhat source this comrade who is always so well informed

on the machinations of the CIC and the Secretariat gets his informa=-
tion. You know that the resolution of the October 1946 Plenum speci-
fies "that a report on the activity of the Movement duringz the war
shall be presented and placed in discussion before the EPC," in
which shall be included the point relating to the attitude of the
sections toward the war and the resistance movements, and that since
this resolution no other document ‘of the Movement has appeared to
eliminate or to modify thls point, '

1t would therefore be preferable in the future that you be more pru-
dent wi th regard to rumors launched by different tendencies and
1solated comrades vho seek to discredit in advance the EPC in order
subsequently to evade its decisions and its discipline., It is not
without point to.remind you, comrades, that the ideological and or-
ganizational. preparation of the EPC has been discussed up to now on
three occasions at plenums of the CIC, in which participated on the
average the qualifled representatives of ten sections, including
the most important of those who belong to different tendencies, and
that the decisions concerning the EPC were adopted, after long dise
cusslons, unanimously. ! ' ‘

"None of these representatives placed in doubt, so much as for a
single moment, the sincere desire of the CIC to arrive at as demo=
cratic as possible 2 representation of our movement, and the efforts

L of the Secretariat to faclilitate to the highest degree compatible’
" with the restricted material means at our disposal the discussion,

We are consequently very disagreeably surprised to note that your
letter, the first to be received by us after the resolution of the
last CIC vwhich decided your participation in the Movement discus-
sion and at the EPC with full rights, should be couched in such a
tone, placing in doubt the democratic preparation of the EPC and
preparing in our opinion indirectly a position of retreat with relaa-
tion to your commitment to respect the decisions and discipline of
this EPC, - : - :

Concerning your r-marks on the question of the development of the
negotiations between your organization and the SV/P, we note with re-
gret that their prcsent state does not presume a rapid and favorable
conclusion, such as we wished and hoped for,

The stiffening which is presently manifesting itself in the attitude
of the SYP 1s in large part the consequence of the repeated attacks
which your leadership believed it neccssary to launch, irmediately
after the departure of Comradc Smith, ageinst the SWP, its lecader-
'ship and the Johnson tendency.

{
Theso attacks containcd no unitary spirit and in no wisec prepare a .
climate of better entente in tha united party.

The letter of Comrade X which was written before the plenum of the
SWP which decided in principle the @ estion of unification and beforo
thel"qoint Statewent," scrved you as a basts for lounching a camp-
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algn which awakened all over agmain, in the SWP and among those of

i1ts members most opposed to the unity, as well as in the Movement,
all the fears, the distrust and the doubts concerning the possibility
end the usefulness of this unity, Nobody demands of your organizae
tion an ideological capitulation, that is, the abandonment of your
political opinions which you .will have the right to defend under

the nomal conditions of the regime of democratic centralism which
characterizes our Movement, )

But we all helieved, and on this point there is room for speaklng of
a "misunderstanding," that you sincerely adopted the position of
returning to the SWP and the Movement as a disciplined tendency
which accepts the fact of its position as a minority with regard to
the majcrity of the S'P and of the Hovement, which shows by deeds
that its principal concern is not to disceredit and to combhat thisx
najority, but to glve weight and under 1ts leadership to build a
revolutlonary party in the United States.... That is, elther you
are convinced thet our povement is a healthy revolutionary movement
iIn whose ranks a tendency like yours can have its place in order

to influence it along your own ideas in the long mun, or else our
movement appears to you of such secondary irmportance and so corrupt
that you prefer to act independently and with full freedon, In
this case, let us state frankly that the question of unity is not
posed, and let us stop presenting the spectacle of people vho are
maneuvering without any genuine desire and without any faith in the
possibility and usefulness of this unity. ' '

In no case have we understood your return to our movement as being
part of an "entrist" tactic similar to that which we practiced in
the past in reformist and contrist orgenizations and which had as

i 1ts alm to provoke a split after a centain period of time,
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We take note of the fact that both you and the SVP declare Yyourselves
still supporters of unity in the terms discussed during the visit

of our representative, In that case, let us leave it to the EPC

to settls this question finally, given the fact that we now see

with difficulty the possibllity of a unification prior to the EPC,

The recommendation that wes can make both to your organization and

to the ‘SWP is to pursue from nov until then the political dlscussion,.
to expand the practical joint action in all fields ard in all ques-
tions where an agreement oroves possible, and to restrict to the
minimun the discussions around pero el incidents by meldnz the éo-
ordination cormmittee of the two organizations function regularly,

Ve believe that the method which consists in inflating beyond

mneasure the romarks made or written in internal discucsicns and docu-
nments of this or that comrade, 1s not the one most indicatcd to

bring thec unity nezotiections to a successful conclusion. '/hat is
important aro the written agreewents vhich defend the official posie
tion of cach organization on the qucstion of unification and not

the manner in which cnch one, inside his organization, had endeavope
ad to cxplain and justify his abtitude tovward thls qucstion.

You are expendine, comraces, a great cnergy in making yoursclves bce
licve that cverything in this affair orf unirication is a function

of shady uachinations and caleulations which have a3z their aim to

drav you into some crap o cbhor ond to Aliria-te you as an iderlogl-
cal tondency, : - 1690



As for ourselves, comrades, we belleve that by accepting the unifica-
tion in the terms proposed during the visit of our representative,
you accept the retnrn to our organized movement with a full knowledge
of our ideological positions, of our organizational principles, of
your rights, but alséd of your duties as a minority tendency in: the
SYP and thu hovnment.

If you are resolved to build up sincerely with us the revolutionary
party in the United States, the Movement fully guarantees you your
rights, as we have already done by publishing ycur documents in
our organs and by bringing them to the attention of all the members
of the ilovement by our owm means,

But if you judge that your political conceptions differ so much from.
"ours that the discipline of the present majorlty of our movement'ls
unacceptable to you and coexistence in our organization impossible,
it 1s necessary to say so frankly and to conclude that unification
et the present stage is 1mnossib1= not for organizational reasons
of "bureaucratic" regime or of "cliques' etCe.s but for political
reasons, :

The cholce is still in your hands.
Hith our fraternal greetings,

For the Secretariat

# i i

August 30, 1947,
T0 THE CIC
Dear Comradess

Our Committee has carefully studied your letter of June 21, 1947 in
reply to our comrmunication of May 28, 1947, Ve have glven the argu-
ments that you present on the various points all consideration, In
return, we take this occasion to set forth once more cur own views
on every one of these points, so that you and all the sections may
have a clearer and more exact picture of our position, not as it is
presented by others but as it really is.

1, We find it nccessary to make a general ohservation about- vour

reaction to the disagrecments and proposals expressed by us with re=-
gard to thke preparation and orgenization of the EPC, In thc discus~
sions betwecn your representative and our Committee early this year,

. . he made it plain that the cormitment we made in conncction with our

attendance at the EPC would guarantee our Party the fullest and
freest participation in the preparation and work of the EPC on the
same basis as all other sections. It should be obvious that partici-
-pation in the EPC necessarily involves participation in all of th ‘
decisions taken by the CIC in preparing the EPC, for short of thﬂt
our effcctive participation would be reduced to little morc than a
formality. Ve note, howecver, that the Sccretariat communicated the
dzcisions of the last Plenum of the CIC, after they had been adopted,
without informing us in advancc cither of the date and place or the
agenda of that Plenum so that our Party might be ablke to cxpness %;a
1697
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views in tinec., We note the same failure of the Secretariat with re-
gard to the September Plenum of the CIC, In spite of this, our
Party eXpressed stself on some of the deccisions of the March Plenum of
ne CIC in 1ts letter of HMay 25, 1947. The criticlsms it expressed
on two points dealing with the preparation of the EPC and the ques=-
tion it raised with regard to another point were not only in accord-
ance with its right to full participation in the work of preparing
the FPC but were stated with all the desirable restralnt. The views
expressed by us are, morcover, not ‘unique with our Party but are

evidently shared by other sections,

Your reply, however, deals with our views in a tone of irritation

‘and officiousness, It would appear that our Party, whose participa-
tion in the EPC was decidéd by the March Plenum "with full rights’
(as you write), has cormitted some sort cf offense by presuning to
 question those of your decisions which we consider prejudicial to the
 best interests of the Movement and which were corrmunicated to us
without either the CIC or the Secretariat taking the trouble to'ex-
plain, motivate or justify them,

If you are "very disagreeably surprised" by our letter and can see
in 1t nothing but an attack upon your authority and upon the validity
of what you call the "democratic preparation of the EPC," we can
only call such a reaction lamentable., It signifies that you not only
' do not understand the role of the liovement today but likevise &o not
_understand your own role in the Movement and the norms you should
"seek to maintain in your relationk wlth our Party.

. You find it useful to remind us that the decisions of the Plenum
were adopted unanimously bty the gqualified representati ves of ten

- sections - a stabement which the records of the Plenun do not seem to
bear oute We are obliged to reply that while we consider this im=

- portant, we do not consider It dect sive. We, for our part, find it

' necessary t¢ remind you that the decislens were taken without consult-
- 4ng our Party ard without 1ts participation., This fact does not, 1t
45 true, nullify the formal standing of the declsions. It does mean,
however, that our Party is not chligsd to support them or to refrain
from calling them into questlon or from making counter-propositlions,
" The commitment of our Party to abide by the declsions of tihe EPC un=
" der the condition that unity 1s achleved betvwecn our Party and the .

" SUP is one thing. The idee that we are in any way comaitted to agree
. with and support decisions made by you in advance of the EPC and be=-
- fore the EPC has had a chance to discuss and decide upon them is an
 entirely diffcrent thinz. Our Party reserves the full right to ap-

' pear beforc the EPC not only in order to defend its views arainst the
- politicel line of the CIC and the Secretariat but, wherc ncccssary,
also arainst ths dccisions taken by these two hoales on the preparae-
tion of the EPC, :

" Wle hope that however disagrecable this nay appeaer to some comrades,

1t will cowme to nene of them as a surprisc, In other words, we inter-
pret what you call our “full rights" to mecan rights which are not ine
ferior to those of anyonc elsc and which we may exercisc vo the full,

- 2, Your explanation of the rcascns for the rcfusal of the Plenum to
“invite to the EPC organizations of the type of the POULI or the Dordig-
i1sts, shows a failurc to grasp thc task that should prcoccupy the
Yoverient as a vhole. Furthermore, it is tantamount to a declaration
that the iccas which should be at the foundation of our lovewent have
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failed to reach beyond the narrow confines of the offjiclal sections
and have no attractive power,

The justification for your decision, which you offer in the form of
the fact that the leadership of the POUNl has recently taken another
bir step to the right, is no justificetion at all, in-our view, Ve
are prepared to assure that there are milltants in the POUM who have
profound disagreements with the political dlrection of their leader-
ship, A proposal to the POUN to attend the EPC would give our MHove=
ment an additional avenue of approach to the dissident militants of
that Party and help to fortify and dlrect their disagreenents toward
an effective goal. The same epplies with even greater force in the
case of thie Bordiglists, who are a far stronger force in Italy than
the official section, and in the case of numerous other revolutionary-
groups which, while not as strong as the Bordigists, are not so in-
significant that our Hovement can afford to ignore them so disdain-
fully. :

If there 1s not now a "certain tendency of avproachment" toward us
in these groups arnd organizations, the responsibility lles at least
in part with the lovement. The task is not to walt until such a
tendency manifests itself "spontaneously," but to stimulate such &
tendency, to nurture its growth by every reans at our disposal, It
i1s precisely one of -these means, and not the least significant, that
you falled to emply by your refusal to extend gn invitation to such
groups. : ‘

This rcfusal could be understood, to be sure, if the idea 1s allowed
to prevail that the liovement should be comnosed only of the Trotsky-
1st tendency, W= know thet such an idea, expressed and uncxpressed,
docs exist in sections of the llovement today, With the SYP leader-
ship, in fact, as showm by the statement of its Political Couimittee
of Aumst, 1946, -the idea exists that the Movement shounld be composed
only of one faction of the Trotskylst tendency. If such an ldea
should sctually dominate the liovement, then in cur opinicn it can
only guarantee the continued scctarian isolation of the llovement and
{ts comnlote disintegration. Ye do not beliove that this fate is
inevita¥le, it goes without saying. But your decisicn to narrow the
scope.of the EPC is permeated with this false conception of the real
position of the Hovement today and thercfore also of its real tasks,-

In other words, what 1s involved in this matter, for us, is not
some orgenizational or administrative detail, but a political quese
tion of gresat iwmportance. :

3. ‘The best that we can say about vour ex¥planation of the decision
with regard to repreoscntation at the EPC is that it should have ac-
companicd the decision at the time it was made and cowmunicated to
tho scctions. This would have &1 ven more sections the opportunity
to reject it at an earlier date,

In our crisicism of the basis of reproscntation decided upon by the
CIC Plenum, we offered the examnle of the carly days of the Comintern.
- The ecmporison which vou make with the Comintern cmpties it of all
realictic cense,

The prostige and authority cnjoyed in the Cominirrn by its leadlng
Enctlnn - the Russian - has no narallel and can hzve none in our
Hovemewut as 1t is today.. Nevertheless, we reiterate, the basis of
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representation in the early Comintern period (the division of coun-
tries into different categories included) had as 1ts primary real
aim the reduction of the disproportionate weisht which the Russt an
party in particular would have had if representation were based -
strictly upon membership, The Russian Party at one time had many -

times more mémbers than all the other sections of the International

put together, Vhen sach numerically insignificant sections as
existed in the U.S.A., Germeny and France were placed in the same
category as Russia and given the same delegation vote, 4t should be
perfectly obvious to any informed  comrade that this was done to re-
duce the otherwise certalin overwhelming preponderance of the huge
Russlan secction., If more numerous sections belonging tc countries
of the "lowest" category were given less representation than less
nunmerous ‘sections belonging to countries of the "highest" category,
this decision had the seme significance and purpose, In most cases,
the sections in these countries (like Lithuania, Armenia, Volka Ger=
mens, etc,) were, practlically speaking, only affiliates of the
Russian party. To give these countries representation strictly on
the basis of the number of membsrs would, again, only have added to
the preponderance of the Russian party, This the leadership of the
International wisely insisted on avoiding to the greatest extent
possible under the circumstances of the time, ' :

In our Movement today, however, there is no comparable situation,
The numerical difference between the larger and the smaller sections,
even 1f we accept the grossly Mnflated membership figures announced
by the largest of the sections, i1s relatively insignificant, as in-
significant as i1t must be when 1t is a difference between a few

Jhundred in the larger countries and a few dozen in the smoller coune

tries, (Ve refrain from spesing of the political diffcrcnce be-
tween the sections unless someone finds it pos s ble to argue that
any section has shown such political eminence as to merit placenent
in a superlior category.] Under these circumstances, the basis of

- representation which seems to us indicated is one that is uniform

for all and therefore not subject, or least subject, to objection or
suspiclon on the part of any section or rewber of the Movement,

For discussion purpocses, .we have suggested the figure bf one delegate

" for every 100 members or less. The examnle you give of the results

that would presumably follow from a basis of representation of one .
delegate for evcry 50 marbers appears to us as an example of how a
reasonable proposal cm be reduced to absurdil ty by craggeration

and also of how you permitted yourselves to accept as authentic the
ridliculously exaggerated membership figare claeimed by the largest
section, ‘ : :

- On the basis of what we have setbforth above, it should. bc apparent

that we arc interested in a certain basis of represen tation for the
EPC not because it is to the advantage of large sections or small
scetlons, large countilcs or smell ones, this faction or that one,
but because it is the one that most closely and practically correse
ponds to democratic nomms, . :

4, Your remarks on the need of prudence on cur part with respect

to the infornation furnished us by the Spanish Groupin licxico or
other tendencies "which aim to discredit the EPC in advance," have
been miven the consideration they merit. ‘e have always sousght to
act vith prudence about all inrormition and all rumors disscminated
on all sides, That is vhy our latter %o you requested that you cone
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firm or deny the report made to us by the comrades of the Spanish
Group. Ve are glad to learn of your denial and we are communicate
ing 1t to the comrades who provided us with the information original-
ly. V¥e are encouraged necw to belicve that you will recormmend to all
others the same prudence vith regard to the rumors and information,
or rather misinformation, which has been disseminated so energetical-
1y about our Party 4n all corners of the llovement, : ‘

5. You are aul.e right in oncluding that the development of the negoe=

tiations between our Party and the SVWP does not allow for the hope
that a rapid and favorable unification - or any unification at all -

I1s in sight, .

You are quite wrong in stating that the "stiffening" of the attitude
of the SVP 1s "in large part the consequence of the repeated attacks"
which we allegedly directed against the SVP, its leadership and the

Johnson tendency "immediately after the departure of Comrade Smith,”

In fact, all the remarks made in your letter on the question of unity
between the two parties and of the reasons for the present sl tuation,
convince us that the Secretariat, or its leadership, has utterly
failed of its clear responsibility in this question and has disquall -
fied itself completecly from consideration as an objective partici-
pant in the unity situation, Ye 2re sure you will prefer this plain
statement of our opinion to.any attempt to state it in terms of oute
of-place diplomacy. - o

Let us remind you of some facts, which unfortunately are not to be
found in your letter, :

As is known to you irom your representative, Comrade Smith, our
leading Party committees had long and thorough @8iscussions with him
during his visit herc and finally adopted a reszclution on the ques-
tion of unity and our relations to the EPC which he found satisfacte
ory. In spite of our highly unfavoraile preceding experiences with
the SYWP in the unity question, our Party leadership and membership
were firmly and sincerely prepared to consummate the unification

on the most solid possible foundation and at the earlie st possible
time ., o ' ' A :

The resolutlon which the SVP Plenum édopted subseqi ently in favor of

‘unity gave no serious reason vhatsoever for the complete turn-sboute

face of that leadership fmm the drastic antlie-unity position which
it had gotten the SV/P convention to adopt only a few weeks earlier,

‘e took the SVP unlty resolution at face value, however, and proceeded

to the practical nersoti ations with the other comrades for an early

~achievement of unity. All our efforts to elicit the rcdsons for
the complete change of position by the SYP were in vain, Both Smith

and your other representative herc refused to Flve us any erplence
tion except vague and diplomatic assurances. The explanatlon was
f1nally made apparent by our accidentsl receipt of thcec circular
letter sent to the SUP militants by Comrade X.

The attempt to preasent the leticr of X as the expression of opinlon
of Jjust another "individual" member of the SWP will impress only the
very youngest member of the lMovemsnt, Everyons clse knowe pcrfecctly
wcll that X is not only the acknowledged leader of the SUP but that
hiz letters and statcacnts have at least as much veight and validle
ty as any ofticial declaration of the SWP leadcrshin, ‘ 7 .

_ : : ' 1t (O
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The only statement in the X letter which bare the carmarks of truth
was the one in which he explained that unity with the VP, impossible
up t0 then, was possible now only because Smith had assured the SWP
leadership that the Cannonlte factlon was guaranteed a majority at
the coming EPC and that at the end of the EPC the ‘lorkers Party cone
rades would be compelled to abide by the decisions- and otherwise ré=-
main silent in the united party. For the rest, the X letter, reiter-
ating the most vicious slanders hurled at us in the past years, was
filled vith a running series of distortions, misrepresentations and
outright falsehoods about our Party and sbout the proposed unity.

Vle would like to hear anyone deny this today}! VWe would like to hear
anyons forthrightly defond this letter] Nobody has yet ventured to
do so, Even Srmith found it necessary to refute one of the more oute-
rageous falschoods in the letter, even though he confined the refuta-
tion to a personal letter to Shachtman. Even Johnson, whom you heve
nov: teken under your patronage, found it necessary to refute the
falsehoods in the X letter, even though he confined his refutation

to the membershlip of the Workers Party. In the ranks of the SUP,

the lstter has not been refuted or corrected to this day, either by
its author or by the "official" SUP leadership. '

You suggest that the X letter was written "before the Plenum of the
SWP which decided-in principle the questlion of unificatlion.," Vhat
impression do you seek to creatée by this? That a different view

of the unity and of the Workers Party wes presented to the SUP member-
ship after the Plenum? But nothing of the scrt 1s true. If you do
not know this, you should, The fzct 1s that the X letter rececived
1ts widest circulation in the SUP membership aftcr the SUP Plenum
had adopted the pro-unity resolutlon., And it is also a fact that
for every informed person in the ilovement, the X letter has a thou=
‘sand times more importance as a presentation of the views of the
SWP leadership on unity than any formal "Joint Statement" which 1t
agreced tec sien with us. :

_We sugrest that you make a.tcst, comrades., ZReprint the X letter

for eévery comradc to read. Then let every comrade judge for himself
whether this letter, a nodel of duplicity and falsification, was &
contr bution to unity, to what you call "a climate of better entente"
between the two groups, and just vhet kind of contribution it was.
Every comrade will then see whether it was just an innocent expres-
sion of opinion of an "individual," or the indafensible but true
position of the SYP on the unity question., EVery corrade will then
- see the real basis of the "stiffening” of the attitude of the S/P,
e do not think that you will reprint the letter. That is regrettable,

Our Party, hovever, which believes in the principle of providing its
memborship with all relevant material and at the right time, did re-
print the X lctser for our own comrades. Our Comnlttece accowpanicd
1t with 2 circular in wvhich, with the utmost restraint in tou- and
with an insistence thet our fundamentdal position in favor o:®unity
must neverthaless be maintainced, the distortions were corrccted and
the facts rostated. That circular vould also be worth while re-
rrinting for all the comrades, everyvherc, to rcad, In this way,
they could judge the real astitude not only of the SUP but also o
the Yorkers Party. Vhen they rcad our circular letter in comment
on the X lztter, thev will sco that in the case of this "incident,
ﬁq‘in thc“case of €11 that followed, it was not our Party that. =
attaclked” the SYP or its lcadership or the poor Johnson tendencye
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In every case, it was our Party which defended iftself from an attack
Isunched Ly the SYP leadership or protected I tself from behind-the-
scenes maneuvers by Johnson. This can be demonstrated to the hilt

by us, before any body of comrades interested in the details which we
do not need to dwell upon in this letter - demonstrated by irrefut-
able facts and documents, ;

-~

In your letter to us, you say that what is important is not the ine
ternal speeches and documents of "this or that comrade" but the writ-
ten agreements which define the official position of the organiza-.
tions, As a rule, this is, of course, correct. In the concrete
‘case, it 1s a burcaucratic absurdity, hollow formelism. In the
"written agreement," the SYP is very solemnly for unity with the
Workers Party, But in the "speeches and documents" - not of “this

or that comrade" but of the acknowledged leader of the SYP, whose
words carry more weight and authority than a thousand "written agree-
ments" as everyone lnows or should know - the very opposite i1s true,
Read the letter of X, Read the recent spéeches of Cannon and Stein
‘in the 3P Committee ("this or that ccmradel”) in which they say

that the S'P is now back to the position of i1ts 1946 convention on
unity - that is, opposed to unity; that unity i1s possible only if
the Workers Party capitulates.to the SWP; and that there can hencew
forth be collaboration between the two parties only in those cases
where the Vorkers Party accepts without question the decisions of the
SYP, Only a formallst one thousand miles removed from reality would
say, in the face of this, that'the speeches and documents are not
important - that only the "written agreements" are importent,

The latest development in the situation only underlines what we have
sald about the value that cen he attached to the "written sgreements"
signed by the SVP leadership., Ve rcfer to-the split from our Party-
of the Johnson faction, fts decision to join the SYP and the dociw
sion of the SWP in favor of admitting the Johnsonites, As you know
from the resclution of our Party's National Committee, we have not
presented and do not intend to present any objections to the applica-
tion cf the Johnsonites for membarship in the SilP, ¥We do nect believe
In the ldea of trying to use organizational or formal devices for

the purpose of keeping membors in our Party against thelr expressed
will, or of preventing them from joining the party-of their choice,

But it should be obvicus that the decision of Johnson and the SWP
wvas talen becauge they both considered that regardless of the "writ-
ten agreemonts," any real prospect of unity between the two partiles
vas -endeds To us it is clear that if Johnson envisaged the prospect
of unity between the two parties, he would not even have contemplated
a split from the ‘Jlorkers Party and affiliation to the SW/P., It is
equally clear to us that if the SYUP lecadership envisaged the prosa
pect of unity and was serious about it, 4t would not have encouraged
the Johnson split an? rccommended his admittance into the SWP today,
A party "nrites" vith n scction of znother party only 1f it is con-
vinced that unity vith the party as a wholec is cither impossihle ar

undesirable. In thc present casc, the SUP leadership belie ves, as it |

has so elearly stated in the spoeches of Cannon and Stein, thet if
unity with the Yorkers Party is dcsirsble at all, then only on the
basis of 2 caplitulation by the Yorkers Party. It rocs without saye
ing that on such a basls, therc can be no unity and therc will be no
unity,. : :

Yo.gp,.m mwents on the unity question do not carry any 1ndcpondcnt‘7‘)3

. .
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weleht vith us. For the sitiation that now exists between the two
parties, you comrades of the Secretariat, or those who are the
authors oi the policy .of the Secretary, bear your full share of the
responstpility. There has been a steady accumulation of reasons: for
this conclusion,

Speaking in your name in his February discussions with our Party,
Comrade Smith declared that while you agreed with the SYP polttically
as against us - in the questlion of unlity between the two parties you
were a "third party." Smith insistently repeated this and assured
us over and over again that any doubts we might have about your

being a "third party" - that is, an objective and immartial factor
in the unlty question, not tied to either faction - would be rapide-
ly dispelled in the ensuing period, : :

~In the ensuing period, there has been ahsolutely no evidence of the
claim that you are a "third party." There has been sufficient evi-
dence to justify fully the conviction that you have acted throuchout
the unity question as the factlonal colleaguecs and representatives

of the SWP leadership. You have as much richt to do so as you have’
to be the colleagues of the SYP in the disputed political questionse.
But you do not have the right to make a contrary and nisleading :
clalm. And you do not have the ri ght to claim that you are discharge
ing objectively the function that is incumbent upon a responsible
Secretarict. ’

)y
H

You ‘zare no less familiar with ﬁne evidence to wvhich we refer than we
al“e. . :

bt d . A o ; PR £ ~ - ) .
At the llarch, 1047, Plonum of tho CIC, you prepesed and had adopted

a resolution on unity between the twyo parties which was not dice
tated by the objective considerations which would mark a "third party,"
but dictated exclusively by the rectional interests of the SVpP
leadership. You intransigently onposed the resolutlon of a minority
of the CIC which, with areat restraint, sousht to evpress some
critical remarks ahout the S'P on the unity cquestion, Yet, Smith
informed our Party here that your Sszcretariat, prior to his visit
here,had adopted a resolution criticizing the SVP for adopting an
anti-unity position at its convention without even giving the Sccré-
tariat or the CIC an opnertunity to express itself on the aiestiom
ithere-1s this resolution? VYhy has its text never been cormunicated
to us, even though we have ropeatedly asked for 1t? 'y has it not
been madc available to the membershio? 'hy was it not even entered
into the records of the March Pleimim of the CICY

At the same Plenum, you nroposed and had adopted a resolution on’
the outrageous, burcaucratic erpulsion of il, and J. frem the V7P,
Again, your resolution showed vot ths slightest sign that ¥ u were
acting as a "third party,” but ample signs that thc resoluti®n was
cut to the facticnal taste of the P leadersihip. Your optcsition
to th2 rcsolution on the same cusstion which was offered by a minori-
ty of the CIC, vss furthor evidonce of the same kind. Yet, azain,
Smith informed our Perty that prior to the Plenum, your Sccrotariat
had adopted o rosolution criticizine the SUP!s expulsion of !M. and
J. Vo asl the some questions shout this resolution s we ask zbove
about the other. There i3 no living sigm of it,

In your letter to us you wrlite that it is we vho must decide whether
or not we beliove that the politieal differcnces are such that the
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Workers Party tendency and the SYP tendency can coexist in one organi-
zation. You say that the choice is still in our hands., You are
sayinkd a good deall For two years and more, since the SYWP Minority
and our Party initiated the movement for unity, we have sald a hune
dred times over that we believe that, however deep the political
differcnces between us are, the two tendencles can coexist in one
perty. For the same two years and more, it was impossible for our
Party or for the SV/P Mlnority tec get the same or a similar declaraw
tioh from the 1lips of the SYP leadership. For the same two years and
more, we repeatedly demanded from you a clear statement as to whether
or not the two tendencies can coexist in one organization., But we
never did gét such a statement from you, for reasons which are not at
all obscure, UWhat your position is in this qiestion you have never
‘stated in any document, clearly and explicitly, any more than has

the SWP., Now, however, at this late hour, it is you vwho call upon us
to take 2 position on whether the two tendencles can coexlst! In
rep13, we tell you to read any one oi a dozen documents wrltten by

us in the past two years, vhere you will see our position stated word
for word. Perhaps you will now tell us in vwhat document we can find
your' posi tion on this question stéted word for word?

In the period since the negotiations for unity were resumed, from
February, 1947, onward, you have not had one single word of criticism
to make of the course followed by the SWP in the unity - not one,

In exchange, in your letter, you repeat all the criticisms made of

us by the Si/P, without finding'it necessary to be specific or to
offer proof. of your cherges. thatever criticisms you do have of the
SYIP course and conduct - and who .among even the glosest .supporters
of the 3%P can fail to be embarrassed by and criticel of that in-
dcfecnslble course? - you cvidently confine to confidentlial comrmunica-
tlons between factional collecagues. Your criticlsms and attacks
-upon us, you circulnte throughout the Movement.

Finally, your attitude toward Johnson. In the resolution of his
national faction conference, Johnson declares formally that immediate-
ly before Smith appeared at our Com:ittee to propose a solld uniflca-
tion of the Vorkers Party and the Si/P, the representative of the
Secretariat proposed to Johnson (in January, 19473) that his faction
should split from the Workers Party and join the SUP, At that time
(says Johnson's reslution) Johnson rejected the proposal, Now he

has accepted 1t., The representative of the Secretariat to whom he
refers has reason to congratulate himself on his achlevement in be-
half of unity between the two partles,

Like the SVP leadership, you, in your letter, take Johnson under
your protection from the "attacks" we have directed against hin,

It is possible that for a time this may impress some corrades in
the lovement, It is evon possinhle that such comrades will ». ime
‘prosued by the latest series of attecks he has made upon cu® Party,
But a=z ycu lmowr, no experienced party nilitant pays zny sericus ate-
tention or attaches any serious wmiykt to Johnson, cithor politicale
ly or orcanizationally, As you knov,.also, this is true of the
expericneced and informed militants bo*h of the Yorkers Party and

of tha 57P. The some milltants know that Johnsont's canitulatIon to
the SYP does not bepin to be a substitute for the unity between the
two parties - the unity which the SUP leadershlp and Johnson have
done *hat they could to wipe out as a realistic possibility,

It s for these rcasons, comrades, that we say that we do not and
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cannot attach any incdependent velght to your comments on the unity

arestion. ‘hat weight they do have is identical with the weight we
attach to the views of the SWPp leadersnip -~ not lsss, but also not

more, :

You have proved yourselves to be the unfei ling factional representa-
tives of that leadership. You have not found i1t possible or neces-
sary to intervene against that leadership - not by organizational
measures, which we have never proposed and which we viould not support,
but by the moral political intervention which was incumbent upon you
- when 1t was guilty of the most vatent and intolersble violation

of the clear interests of the Movement as a whole. Now, wvhen the

two most authoritative leaders of the SUP clearly state in theip
spcectes that the only time there can be practical collaborzation in
the class struggle between the two parties is when we accept the
position of the SWP, amd the only time there can be unity between the
tyro parties is vhed we capitulate to the Si'P, your only reaction is
to condern our party and to remein silent about the SYWP «~ which
allows us to infer only that you share the views of the S'P leaders
on these questions, . o

In the same period, however, you have found it possible and necessary
to intervene organizationally and administratively in the life of
othcr scctions, not cnly small ones but large ones, acting as though
you already enjoyed an autherity which you have yet to acquire, In’
those interventions, too, you have acted not in accordance with the .
objectivity and restraint which should be your respensible function,
but as the factional representatives of the Si/p leadership, £As a
Secretariat, that is not your right, As a faction, it is your right,
although even then w thin limits. o '

But 4t 1s also our right to intervene wherever we can against your
policies and your stewardship. This right we shall continue to
exerclse actively up to and including the sessions of the EPC,

Yle are obliged ‘to add concluding remarks about our Party snd the
EPC, Zou wwrite in your letser to us that in your+opinion our Party
is "indirectly preparing a position of retreat with resard to your
that 1s, our party's) commitrent to respect the decisions and discie
pline of the EPC," It is difficult for us tc believe that this can
possivly be meant by you the vey 1t .reads, Our Party does not re=
quire, and has at no time considered the qucostion of, a "position of
retreat" with regard to our cormitment. This cannot be the subject
of misunderstanding in the Sccrectariat, inasmuch as our position has
been comunicated to you in offic¢ial documents and in the oral reoort
that Smith must have made to Jou,

Wle committed ourselves, in resolutions adopted last Februsry »r our
“lrading Committees and supported zenerally by our membershisp to

5idn BT the decisions and the disciplineg of the EPC, hut orl - on

ons condition., That condition vas thati unity shell have been achieved
betvcen tre orlors Party and the S/P. In the caso of unity, inas-
much as the §7P vould be bound by the TPC declsions, we, as a rminori-
ty in the united party, would also ve bound by them, But in that
casc it only in that casel 1If, however, unity between the two par-

Vs net aehioved oeforc the LPC, our Party and its leadcrship

recorved the full right to estalilish their position toward the EPC

: ons ot a rogular notional parsy convention to be held afterp
the EPC, Thut was the position Laken by our Party Committecs in the
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‘pr-esence of Smith and vi th a clear understanding by him that this
was our position, It is sti1ll our position today. There i3 no
possibllity of ambiruity or misunierstanding on this score,

¥With Party greetings,
Max Shachtman

For the P.C. of the Workers Party.

# # #
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RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE MEXICAN SECTION ON
THE HETHOD OF REPRLSENLIATION - '

(23

1. The Mexican Section solidarizes i1tself vith the propositions
of the document "The Fourth International in Danger," of Comrades
Natalig Sedova, Peret and Munis, ‘

2, The Mexican Section considers it totally improper to de-
mand acceptance of discipline prior to the worla congress, ihat it
shows 1s that our movement needs to permit the tendencies to mani-
fest and define themselves in the congress and that the latter dis-
cuss and decide the conditions under which the diverse factions
can coexist In the International, united by the rule of subjection
of the minorities to the majorities, o

(This resolution was adopted in the meeting of July 19, 1947.)

, ' ‘ - #EH
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