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* % % (See "Note" -on Page 6)

The National Committee of the Vorkers Party, after reviewing all
the developments relating to unity with the Socialist Yorkers Party
in the past year, deems it necessary to re-state the position of the
Party.

The Yorkers Party, seconding the initlative taken by the then
Minority of the SWP in proposing the merger of the two organilzations
more than two years ago, promptly declared in favor of re-unification,
Our Party considered that the unlty would signify a blg step forward
in the advancement of the revolutionsry movement here . and abroad,

provided the unification were achieved on a solld basis, In the course

of the first attempt to vreunite the two organizations, our Party-
demonstrated beyond question that it was preparecd to make every con-
ceivablzs concession to the SHWP in the interests of unity, short of
the ahandonment of our own political line and of the democratic rights
that every member and every group within a revolutionary perty should
freely enjoy, including the right to propagate its political line

in an orderly and responsible manner, Our Party stated repeatedly
and unequivocally that in spite of the wlde breach between the politi-
cal and theoretlcal positions of the two organlzations, representing
two tendencles of the Trotskyl st movement, these differences were
compatible with common membership in a single, unlted Party, provided
that dilscipline in action and party democracy were fully and equally
assured and that the formal unlfication were preceded and prepared

by a local and increasingly close practical collaboration between

the two parties in all possible phases of the class struggle, This
position was maintained by our Party with unwavering consistency,

The 1°adersn1p of the Socjallst tiorkers Party evaded 1ts re=-
sponsibility for a long time by refuslng to take a position in favor
of or in opposition to unity or to practical collaboration between
the two parties, It met the proposal for unity inside its own party
with violent ‘attacks upon the Minority almed at discrediting and
Isolating 1t, At no time in the course of the few dlscussions with
the Workers Party in that period did the SVP accept any of the propoe
sals on unity made by our Party, or put forward any counter-proposals
of 1ts own, PFinally, at its 1ast national convention, the leadership
of the SUP obtainad a "unanimous" voté in opposition to unity with
our Party, in condemnation of the MHinority which first advocated the
unity, and in expulsion of the two remaining leaders of the Minority =
the flrst time in the history of the Amer{ican Trotskyist movement'
when members were expelled for thetr dlssident political opinions, In
addition, the conventlon just as unanimously adopted the notorious
document proposed by the leadership in which our Party was condemned
as a "petty-bourgeols" tcndency and the Fourth Internationul was
called upon to declarc that those holding our political and theoretic-
al views were, by virtue of that fact alone, excluded from membership
In the International, This put a definitive end to the first attempt

- to achisve unity between the tvio parties, The responsibility for the’

conclusion rests exclusively upon the shouvlders cf the SWP leadership,

Early this year, upon the intervention of a r%presentative of
the Secretariat, a sccond attempt to achleve unity was begun. Once
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again our Party declared {tself reg4dy to make such a unity possibple,
It even went further in making congessions to the SWP and adopt¥d a
resolution on unity aimed at nothing less than saving the face of

the SUWP leadership in order to factlitate 2 180 degree turn-aboute
face on its part in the matter of unity. In no respect, however, d4id
our Party find 1t nocessary to make cony significent, let alons fundaw
mental, alteration in'the position 1% had taken earlier on the unity
ousstion, s ‘

i

The National Cormittee of the SV/P thereupon adopted, again unanie
mously, a resolution in favor of unity with the Workers Party, This
complete reversal of the position against unity edopted a zhort time
earlier at its conventlon, was accomplished withcut any reference to
the previous nosition, without any aclmowledgment of 1t or any eXe
planatlion of the reasons for changing 1t, The bureaucratic ownposition
to unity was simply replaced by a bureaucratic support to unity,

The miszivings created in our Party v the Si/P's resolution in
favor of* unity were erhanced by the first proposal made o us by the
SWP leadership. - Our Party had commltted itsels to ablde by the cdecle
sions of the Ertraordlnary Party Convention on the conditions that
1t be permltted to participate In the Conventlon with full rights and
that the unification of the two partles be achieved, The first proe-
posal of the S'TP to our Party was that we could choose between =

~unification accomplished after the EPC or an irmmediate unification;

hut that'in the. letter case, discusslon of the EPC wculd terminate on
the spot, Since the latter proposal would mean that the united party
would be deprived of the opportunity, the right and the obligation to
dlscuss the vital problems to come up for rdecision at the EPC, the
Workers Party promptly decllined the second choice and agresd with the
first.-

Meanwhile, 1t beccame clear that the SVUP leadership not only 4id
not contemplate any serlous and substantial steps toward preparing a
solid .foundation for the unlt but that 1t envisaged only such a
unity as requlred the capitul%%iOn of the Vicrkors Party. Zxcept for
a couple of minor and in no case decisive exceptions, all the propow
sals made by our reprasentatlves for practical collazboration between
the leadership ond the ranks of the tvo partles in order to prepsre
a firn ground and a healthy atmosphe»: for the actual unity, were ro-
jected by the SYP represcntatives., The latter acted toward the ‘Jorke
ers Party not as toward an independent orgenization vrith which it was
obligated to work out in common and on thec basis of equality the means
of consumieting a merger, but as toward an organization which vas ala
ready transformed into a grouping within the Si/P, subordinsted to it
and subject to i1ts d4iscipline, Hence, thelr rcfusal to vork out a
united position wlth our Party in the election campsoions conducted in
recent months, Hence, their refusal to arrangc for jolnt mestings of
the party fractions in the mess organizations, or joint mectings of
any kind between the two memberships, Hcnce, the attack upon one of
our sympathizers as an "informer" and a "tool of the State Department,"
made Iin the press of the SWP and without consultation with our Pariy,
Hence, the antagonism dissemlnated in the SWP cgalinst our Party bew
cause 1t prefaced the publicsation of the Joint Statoment of the two
parties on unlty with an cditorial erplanation of 1ts own in LARR
ACTIOL, FHence, the cilrculor leotter of X to the SWP membership, not
almed at proparingthe lattecr rfor comradely and fruitful ~ollaboration
wlth the ‘/orkers Party, vior to the unification and inside a united
party, but aimed at misrepresenting and mallsnine our Party, at mobe
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11lizing the SWP ranks fo¢ & factional assault upon it instead of for
unity with 1t,and above all at creating and stimulating among the
SWP ranks a demand for the capiaalafion of the Workers Parity as the
condition for unity..

In order %o bring ell this dupllcl ty and maneuvering to the sure
face where it could be scotched, the Workers Party declared bluntly
that 1t had never concelved or agreed to a unlty based upon a capitue
lation cor upon the cession of any of 4its democratlic rights withln the
united party. his declaratlon produced a highly deslrable result '
in that 1t finally eliclted from the SWP le?dership an equally blunt
declaration of 1ts position. In the "unofficial" speeches of the
two leaders cof the SWP, they made it crassly clear that practical
collsboration between the two parties was possible only where the
Vorkers Party accepted the policy and decislons of the SWP and that
unity between the two parties was possible only if the Vorkers Party
capitu1a+ed to the 8VP,

Tlie oncn proclamufion of this position, which is not only UNace
ceptable to the Vorkers Party but vhich 1t 1s not even interested in.
dlsclissing, means that the secnnd attempt to achieve unlity between
the two organizations has also heen smashed., Once agaln, the re-

sponsibility for the fallure rests upon the dioulders of the SWp
leadership. It has rulned for & lonz time the possibility of unifye
ing the ranks of the revolutionary movement and thereby gravely une
dermined the possibility of unity of the movement sabroad,

3o far as the Joint Statement of the two partles on unity is con-
cerned, the VWorkers Party records the fact that the past.actlons of
the SUP leadership have reduced the Statement to the significance of
a paper declaration. DNow, after the enginecring of the Johnsonite-
split from the Yorkers Pariy and the OrOpO“al of the SWP to admilt
this faction Iinto 1ts ra nxs, it has eliminated even the formal signie
ficance of the Joint Statement and rendered it totally inoperative
and meaningless - and worse than meaningless because 1t has made it -
2 hypocritical deccption, Our Party has nelther the ¢esire nor the

need %o en-age in rormlistic hynoericies or plecayune show-window
‘meneuvers by pratending alleglance to a document which hos been res= -
dnced to a mockery, Inview of the actlons of the SWP, the VWorkers
Party has no further grounds for belng T:ound by the provisicns of the
Joint Statement, including the provision which deals with thie accepte
ance of members or former mambers of the SYP Into its ranks,

The Workers Party considers, further, that it has the task of
making clear its position on unity, the record on urlty, and the re-
snonsihility for the fallure of the attempt to achleve it, before
the membership of the SWP, the radfcal working class public Iin gener-
21, and the international llovement,

r" 2t the same time, 1t 15 clear that our Party cannot and need not
devote & disprcportionate amount of 1ts time and energy to this task,
The future o the Workers Party is by no means determlned by its attl-

' tude toverd the SYP nor by i1%s relations with it. To convert the
Party intc =n organization which iz primsrily concerned with the SWP,
or into an crganization whose ciicf clalm to politicsl exlstence is

L}ts pro-unlty position, would mean to sterilize the Party,

Our Party will triumph or be defeated only insofar as lts program
and policles are confirmed and sustained in the class struggle, Our
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Party favored unification with the SP not because it suffers from any

fetishistic atti*tude toward unity in general, but because a unity

with the SWP, accomplished on a sound basis, would have made 1t more

easlly possible to overcome, by our jolnt comradely e fforts, the

stulti fying burcaucratic regime now nrevalent in the SWP and the

radically false theorles and political line which animate 1t, thus

making the united revolutionary movement not only a numerically stronge
. er but a polltically more effectlve factor in the working class of

this country. Unity for any other purvose could not possibly have .

any importance for our Party. ©No, although the road of unity has been

solidly blocked off by the SWP leadership, the road along which we can

propagate our program among the advanced workers remeins wide oven '

and avallable to us to the fullest extent ¢f our capacities,
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It 1s necessary to understand that the fallure of the unity 1s
due only in part to the maneuverings and the bureaucratic 1ntoleranee/
of the SWP leadership, which feared the presence in its ranks of hune
dreds of tralned, able and devoted militants whose political line

‘di ffers from that of the leadership and threatens itg dominatlon,

The SWP leadership has done everything it could to extend and to deep-
en the pollitical differences between the two partles, in order thus

2 t0 assure the continued divid on between them. Instead of growing

e agreement, the lines between the two tendencles grow more clear-cut

- and politically irreconcllable, Tho tendency represented by the SilP

£ leadership i1s that of the right wing of the Fourth International,

- This characterization is dctermined not by the purely cererionial and
thevefore inconseq: ential "radical" phrasemongering to which 1t 1is
addicted on occasion, but by the fundamental theoretical and politic-
al 1line to which it 1is increaslngly cormmitted, The objective alm
of this line'is the conversion cf the working class and revolutionary
movements into a "left wing" of counterrevolutionary Stalinism (as

~the objecti ve -aim of social reformism 4s the conversion of the working
class into the left wing support of bourgeols democracy, democratic

. - 4mperliallism), On this score, our Party has no mere tactical differ=-

& ence with the SUP tendency, but a funcamental and politically un-

¥ -~ bridgeable difference, Our Party.is more firmly than ever opposed to

! . any defense of Stalinlst Russia and Stalinist imperiallsm, The SV/P

not only continwes to favor the defense of the Stalinist counterrevolu-
16n but even supports the GPU regime in Poland and other occupled

Fé" - .couhtries arainst the popular nationa1 movement of reslstance to

£
I
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' Stalinist imperislism, Our Party is in general opposed to support

o . of or alliances with the reactionary Stalinist parties in the uapital-
;2 {8t countries. .The S/P favors support of these totalitarien organizae
tlons ‘as agalnst the democratlc reformist tendencies in the volking
class,

In the light of this division, the rccent capitulatlon of the
Johnsonites becomes all the clearer and more reprehensible, It only
~underlines the purely literary cherscter of 1ts own ultra~radical

phrasemongering and the farcical nature of 1ts thecretlcal and politice- .
al position, :

- If the tendency .represented by our Party would have an independ- 3
ent political role to play even if it werc part of a united Party to-
gether with the SWP tendency, this holds with multiplied forcé under
conditions when our Party 1s Ooganizationellv Independent, The formie-

la, "Nelther Yashington nor Moscow < for the class independence o

the prolebariat and world socialism}® not only sums of the revclutione
aary pOBi ion of the genuinely Marxian movement of our time bub draws
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the Iine clearly between our Party and the SYP tendency and betweet.
our Party and all brands of petty bourgeols_oentrism and reformisnm,

1 - - -

Bagling itzelf upon the position it has repestedly set forth,
our Party has the duty to intervene actlively and firmly in the 1llfe
of the Movement as a vhole. ZEaply thls year, the Party comritted it
self to participate with full rights in the dellberations of the EPC
and to abide LYy fts eventual dacisions, but only on the conditlon : 1
that unity would be achleved between the Yorkers: Party and the So- 4
clallst Viorkers Party, This condition went and still goes wlthout '
saying, ‘for without 1t there would be created the absurd situation'
in which %o Independent parties would exist with the same program
end political 1line, In other words, our commltment was only another
- way of stating what we had stated for two years, namely, that our
tendency was prepsared to act as a disciplined mirority of a united
perty previded it was gvaranteed its democratic rights wlithin that
party. In view of the fact that the SUP l~adershlp, 1in counnivance
with the Johnson faction, has now elimlnated the possibillity of unity,
our Party, while st1ll committed to presenting and flghting for its
views, Including 1ts pcsition on unity, before the assemblles of
the EPC, reserves the full right to cstabllsh 1ts positlon toward the
decisions adopted at the EPC at a regular conventlon of our Party to
be held after the EPC,

The lnrkers Party holds that the uninterrupted crisis of the g
Movement can be resolved Iin a roevolutionsry way only by a fundamental
change of the-position now dominent in 1t on the ey questions of
the class nature of the Stalinist state; of the slogan of "uncondie
tional defense" of that state; of the support of Stalinlist imperiale
fam in the occupled countries or the support of the popular democratic
movements of resistance azalinst Stsllmnd st 1mpertiallsm; of the posiw-
tion taken by the of ficlal lovement on the natlonal resistance movee
ments in generaly of the positlon taken by the offlcial Moveuent
toward the Stslinlst and socialedemocretic parties; of the concepe
tlon now held of the cheracter and the role of the Fourth Interni=
tlonal, which 13 sectarian through and through; amnd finaglly of the
bureaucratlc. conception of democratic centrallsm advocated by the’
present leadership of the Movement , funsplred by the SWP leadership,
The maln task of the ‘Jorkers Party before the EPC, during 1ts sese
slons and afterward, 1s to mobllize the maximum smount of support
for the course which 1t advocates. Toward this end, our Purty open-
ly secks to establish 2 bloec of 211 sactlons of the Movement which
occupy a left-wing position on the maln qiostions in & spute and
wkich aim to prevent the reduction of the Movement %o the role of
"left wing' of Stelinist reaction, a role which means in the long run
the abandoniment of the baslec posttlons of sociallist internetionallism,

This is the fundamental concorn of the Hovkers Party with regard
to the EPC, and all other considorations are subordinate to 1t, )

At the same time, the Workers Party makes clear in advance that
1t rcjects in toto the pretensions of thce leadorship of the Secretari=-
at and thosc memboers of the CIZ who are nligned wlth it, to the role
o 2 "third party" in the matter of the unity negotlatlons between i
our Party and the SUP, The cvents of the past psriod have showed cone- - .
clusively that the Sccretarict lecadership has acted consisteontly as wo
the factlionsl agent of the SUP leadership, not only with roegerd to -
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our Party but also with repard to other sections of the Movement, It
has thereby not only failed to dlscharge its elementary obligation to
act in accordance wilth the functlons that properly belong to such a-
body, but it has forfelted the _.right to be consldered a responsible
and objective authority in the Movement., It has not only pushed

the disastrous theoretical and political positions of the SVWP leader=
ship tc ean extreme throughout the world, and heavily compromised the
authority and prospects for growth of the hovemen“ hut 1t has taken
responsibility for the indefensible factional exceqsns of the 3VWP
leadership and acted as 1ts factional agent in all sactions of the
Movement, even to the extent ~ when 1t considered it factionally
necesgsary - of ignoring its bas*c political solidarity with such sec-
tions, In connection with its political struggle arainst this
lsadership, the Vorkers Party therefore constiders it an obligation

to jola with all those who are actuated by objective and nonefactionsl
considerations in the effort to restore a healthy democratic regime
and an objective and authoritative leadership to the Fovement as a
whole, as an Indispensable prerequisite tc ending the chaog and dis-
Integrative tendencles which now afflict it and to rendsring possible
its 1ong-postponed reorientation and progress,

August 11, 1947. _
Political Committee of the
torkers Party

# # i

#NOTE: The Political Committee 1is submitting the above otﬁtement
as a draft for the consideration of the National'Committee
meeting to be held in connection with the Active Jorkers
Conference, At the same time, the draft statement ls bee
ing made available to the membership as a whole so that 1t
may be discussed both before and during the Active Vorkers
Conference itself,

-
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THE FOURTH.INTERNATIONAL IN DANGER

o By NatallaeSedovae Trotsky , Rt
. S } o Munis ‘ s ' 5
_Benjamln Peret ‘ ' '
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At the Plermum held at the end of March, 1947, the IEC adopted

remulations relative to the holding of the Yorld Congress of the
Pourth International, the bureaucratic character of which, insplred
by old Stalinlst maneuvers, represent a most alarmling symptom.
The IFEC, indeed, has divided the world into three categories: coun- :
trlies of c¢reat, moderate end slight importance. ‘hat is the criter- g
fon which inspired such an outrageously arbitrary division? No one
has deigned to share it wlth anyone in the International,

We imagine that the IEC is going to tell us that it was gulded
by the example of the First Congress of the late Communlst Interna=-
tional. But are we participants in the same situation es 1In 1919,
of a real imitation of the First Congress of the CI? At the time
of the First Congress the Russian Revolutlon had just triumphed,
the Bolshevik Party numbered hundreds of thousands of memmbers, though
in the rest of the world the Conmunist Partlies were still only 1ittle
groups, for the most part comparable to ours today; so much so that
the Bolsheviks were led to diminish the welght of thelr party in
the young international in order by the free play of an apparent >
democracy to avoid the latter'!s automatically becoming a majorlty '
.against the rewt of the world and imposing 1ts uncontested wlll up-
on 1t. It was a question of permitting the entlre world to express
1tself even against the Russian party, that 1s to say, of assurlng
the operation of an effective as posslble democracy in the Internae
tional, Is this the same end that the IEC seeks today? Ve categore
jcally afftrm that it is not, and we are golng to demonstrate that
the IS and the IEC with their divislon of the world into  three
categories have in mind completely opposite ends. While the CI
aimed at the weakening. of the strong partles and the strengthenlng
of the wealt parties in order to essure a maximum of democracy, our
IEC aims at the strengthening of the strong parties and the weaken-
ing of the weak parties in order to maintain 1ltself in power, '

The Criterion of the Big Three

Let us ask once again: What criterion was used in makling this i
Atvisicn of the world? The numerical importance of the sections?
No, obviously, since Germany, where the sectlon has just been re-’
consti tuted, figures in the first category, though 1t is of necessi-
ty very wenk because of its recent formation, while Itely, whose
section numbers nearly as many members as Prance,ls placed in the
second, e can say as much of the Russian section - which must ob=
viously be inslgnificent - when 1t is compared with any other sec=
tion in countries of "modsrate importance," It is, then, not a
numerical criterion which governed the division; moreover, we will
see”“further on that the consideration of numbers was taken into
account and not feor reasons of democracy. Besldes, even if it were,
this criterion would be fallacious. Let us suppore that the Bollv-
1an section numbers 200 members and that the country has 3,00C,000
inhabitants; let us admit, also, that the American section in
claiming 1,600 mémbers in' a country of 150,000,000 198 not exaggerate

kY
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ing end that this figure is the exact expression of the truth!' It
1s clear that the 200 Bolivian comrades have much more importance in
the political life of theilr backward country than the 1,600 American
comrades in theirs, For the relation of forces to be apparently

the seme, the American section would have to have 10,000 members,
Further, this relation of forces would only be superficlally equal,
since 200 comrades in Bolivia, a backward country, play an infinitely
greater role - they have demonstrated 1t - than 10,000 members of

the American sectlion would be able to play in the U.S., an _advanced
country and the principal imperialist country of the entlre world,

Nor is 1t the revolutionary importance of the countries cone
sidered on the arena of the world class struggle which has motivated
this division, since it seems that neither the United States nor
England wi1ll be called upon to play a declsive role 1n the revolution.
ary wave which 1s becoming manifest, while Spain, Italy, Austria,
Belgium, Holland, Greece, -Indo-China, North Africa, Indonesia, Poland,
Hungary, etc., all excluded from the first category, are obviously
destined to play an important revolutionary role in the immedlate
future,

The se reasons set aside, there remains only the criterion of the
Big Three, which has doubtlessly inspired the division of the world,
It i1s, in fact, only the importance on the world capltalist arena
which has guided the IEC in its cholce.

The Fajority as a Measuring Rod

To rest content with this declaration, powever, would be to con=
sider only one side of the question, its external aspect; 1n addl-
tion, the adopting of such a.criterion shows an unconsclous submis-
sion to imperialist influerce and to the Russian counter-revolutlon,
which must be ceaselessly combatted,

It is known that the questions which will be discussed at the
World Congress, whether the IEC or the IS wishes 1t or not, concern
the politics of our sections during the imperiallst war and in rela-
tion to the nationalist resistence movements, the problem of the '
Russian counter-revolution and world Stalinlsm, the tactic of the
Fourth International in regard to Stalinlsm and reformism (united
front, SP -CP-CGT Government) and our pre-war transitlonal program,
But, as if by chance, a good number of sections in "countries of
great importance, some & them subjected to a bureaucratic leadership,
others badly informed, or not informed at all, on the problems to
be discussed, have up to now through their majorities, put themselves’
on record in favor of the conservative position of the IS and the IEC.

The resolution of the IEC decides in parts 5 and 6 of paragraph
3: "To cive three delegates to each oreanization of from 1 to 150 '
members if they belong in Category A, two delegates if they btelong
in Category B, one delegate if they belong in Category C.

"For 150 to 500 members, and with an approximate minimum of 300
members - one additional delegate. For 500 to 1,000 members, and
with an approximate minlmum of 750 members - another delegate, and so
on successlvely.

Here let us insert a plece of figuring, which, for all of its
being of necessity approximate, will be nonetheless edifylng.



Let us study the following tab}es:__

Table No, 1

:  Maximum Majority Minority
Countries of Estimate of Delegates delegates  delegates
first importe Number of granted by (approxie (approximate
ance Membe rs 1EC mate est.) estimate)
U.S. 1,600 6 5 1
Russia several members 3 3 0
China 100 3 2 1
Indla 600 4 5 1
England 400 4 4 0

- France 1,000 5 4 1
Germany 50 ) 1 2_
Totals 3,750 28 22 6
Tabk No, 2 Delegates from
Countries Maximum Delegates Majorlty 1Yinori- the sections on
of modere estimate granted delegates ty dele- basis of coune
ate impor- of number .by (approx, gsates tries of first
tance of members IEC estimate) (approx.) importance
. Total Majar Mina .
Speln 60 2 1l 1 3 1 2
Italy 800 4 1 5 5 1 4
Holland 50 2 2 0 3 3 0
Belgium 50 2 2 0 3 2 1
Austria 80 2 0 2 3 0 5]
Greece 500 3 2 1l 4 2 2
Canada 80 2 2 0 3 2 1
Mexlco €0 2 0 2 3 0 3
Brazil 50 2 1 1 3 1 2
Argentina 50 2 2 0 3 2 1l
Chile 300 3 2 1l 4 2 2
Bolivia 200 2 0 2 3 1 2
Indochina 300 3 2 1 4 3 1
Totals 2,800 31 17 14 44 20 24
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Table No, 3 : Delegates from sece
Maxirmm Delegates Majori- iinori- tiona on basis of
Countries estimate granted ty dele~ ty dele~ countries of first
of slight of number by gates gates importance
importance of wmembers IEC (approx. )(epprox.) Total Major, Minor,
Norway 50 . 1 1 0 3 2 X
Denmark- 50 “ 1l 1 0 3 2 1l
Switzerland 50 1l 1 0 3 2 1l
Bulgaria 50 1l 0 1 3 0 )
Ireland 50 1l 0 l 3 (0] 3
Palestine g0 1 1 0 3 2 1l
Egypt 50 1 1 0 3 2 1
Cyprus 50 1 1 0 3 2 1
Cuba 100 1 0 l 3 0 3
Peru 50 1 0 1 3 0 3
Uruguay 50 1 1 0 3 2 1
Australta 50 1l 1l 0 3 2 1
S. Afrios _ 300 _2 X .1, _4& _2 _=
Totals 350 14 9 5 40 18 22

From these tables it 1mmedl ately stands out that seven countries
(of the first category) will receive 28 delegates, while 26 countries
(of the second and third category) will receive 45 delegates. In
other words, seven countries of "first importance" will receive from
35% to 38% of the votes at the Zongress., They will then lack only
9 delegates to assure themselves control of the Congress, Of course,
our Table No., 1 indlcates 6 minority delegates. Even assuming that
our estimate of the minority representation from the countries of
"first irportance” 1s not evagzerated, the 6 minority delegates that-
we note will be easlly corpensated for by the support of the sections
from countries of "modcrate" and of "slight importance," Further,
Tables No, 2 and No., 3 clearly show this, It can be seen, therefore,
that the division adopted hy the IEC inevitably and bureaucratically
assures it the majority in the “Jorld Congress, a majority which it
vill sit tight on while avolding discussion of the major problems
whic¢h are posed before our International.

It should be observed also that in the second tabhle the 13 sec-
tions of "moderate importance” include Spain, whose revolusionary
experience -~ even if it di d not have more members than the Russi an
section - is particularly valuable for our epoch since it marks a de-
cisive tum 1In the history of the Russian countererevolution and of
Stalinism, while the Russlan experience, with 211 1t s enormous value,
refers preclisely to a period which the Spanish revolution brought to
a close, Similarly found in thils 1list, which 1s as outrageously
arbltrary as the first, 1s Italy, which of fers lmmcnse revolutionary
pos sihillities, if 2 clear policy iz followed in regard to revolution=
ary anti -Stalinist organizations (Bordichists, anarchists, left
socialists) Greece, whose admiranle revolutionary combativity ought
to glve the IEC cause for raeflection, Poland and other countries oCa
cupled by Russia, which the IEC totally forgets and which of fer im-
mense possibilities for sction against the Stalinist resction on
condi tion that the demand is not made to defend the "degencrated
workers! state" which oppresses them., PFinally comes Indochina,
where supnort %o our scction has been forgotten for so long and where
even to demand vho assassinated Ta~Thu-Thau has becn forgotten in
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order to support, without serious oriticlsm, the Stalinist governﬁeht2¢ ‘

" of Ho-Chi~Minh, greetings from whom were so warmly halled by THE
MILIT ANT and LA VERITE, .

s

It has been seen that the resolution of the IEC creates an ime:
portant majority in favor of the present leadership which the vote
of countrles of "slight Importance" would not be able to modify even
1f they were able to send all the delegates the IEC grants them and
1f they all voted agsinst the present leadership. But that is sEill
besed on the most favorable hvpothesis, for it is impossible for the
poor Latin-American sections to send the 10 or 12 delegates given
them by the IEC. Moreover, the prohibition against proxy votes in.
actuallity denles a nurmber of sections in countries of "modsrate" or
"slight" importance the possibility of making themselves heard and
of voting at the Congress, which does not prevent the IEC from de-
mendi ng in advance the acceptance of the decisions which will be made
by the Yorld Congress and of desiring to prohibit all discussion
after the Congress., The majority thus cunningly worked out by the
IS and the IEC is thereby reinforced. Better yet, with this system,
not a slngle opposition can hope to convince the Congress, hat ex=
cept ldeologlcal defeat and orgenic strangulation can the Interna-
tional expect from a leadership which has taken such decisions?

In fact, according to the system which the IEC means to impose,
even if the method were rectifled by glving the same basis of repre-
sentatlon to all the sections so as to agree with the countries of
"first importance" 1t can be seen (Tables No, 2 and No, 3) that a
majority is assured for the present International leadership by the
fact that the western European, North American ard Canadian sections
will be almost the only ones abie to send all the delegetes accorded
them, How can 1t actually be supposed that Mexico, Poland, Poru, '
Indo-China and other countries will find the necessary means to send
two or three delegates? We have difficulty in belleving that this
represents lgnorance on the part of the International leadersnip;
on the contrary, we beclleve that a question of deliberate calculation
1s involved, for 1t could not have imegined that the International
would accept such zn arbitrery division without protest. But the
tendencles which selzed the leadership thanks to the conditlons ime
medl ately fellowhng the war calculeted that the sections in countrices
of "moderate" or "slight" importance would demard in principlc to be
placed on 2n equéd footing wlth countries classed as those of "first
importance," In most cascs they would not be sble to send the dele-
gates granted them even 1f the IEC did justice to thelr objections =
and justice probably would have been rendered in order to preserve
the democratic facade,

The preceding tables show that only five sections have & member-
ship ecual to or greater than 500 persons, whilec sgven . range between
100 end 400 members, amd 21 have only 50 members or less. If it is
really desired to follow the First Congress of the CI, which dimin-
I1shed the weight of the strong sectlons and increased the velght of
the weak ones, a sole method of representation would be genuinely
democratits one delegate for 1 to 25 members and snother delegate
for 25 additional mambers or fraction of 25, up tc a maximum of 4
delegates. To thils method of represcntation must be added still
another major democratic regulation: the transfor of majority and
minority votes from orne section or another or to .individuals having a
common position so that minorities cen participate in the Vorld Cone
gress. To forestall the crecation of artificial minorities which

i
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might threaten to swamp the Congress, i1t is important, therefore, to
demand that minorities répresent at least 20% of the f.embers of their
section in'order to vote,

It can be seen by the following comparative table that the me=

thod of representation which we ‘propose .ssures a very ruch greater
guarantee of democracy at the projected Congress. We have not ine
cluded in it, however, the figures on minority representation:

Total nume Delegates accord- Delegates according

Sectlons ber of members ing to the IEC to our proposal
Bmerican 1,600 6 4
Russla several mrmbers 3 1
China 100 3 4
Indla . 600 4 4
England 400 4 4
France 1,000 5 4
Germany 50 3 2
Spain 60 2 3
Italy 800 4 4
Holland 50 2 2
Belgium . 50 2 2
~Austria : 50 2 2
Greece 500 3 4
- Canada - 50 . 2 2
Mexico 60 2 3
Brazil 50 2 2
‘Argentina 50° 2 2
Chile 300 3 4
Bolivia 200 . 2 4
Indochina 300 ° 3 4.
Norway 50 1 2
Denmark 50 1 2
Switzerland 50 l 2
Bulgaria- 50 1l 2
Ireland ~ 50 1l 2
Palestline 50 1 2
Egypt 50 1 2
Cyprus 50 1l 2
Cuba 100 1 4
Peru 50 1 2
Uruguay 50 1 2
Australia 50 1l 2
S. Africe 300 2 4

Totals - 7,220 . 73 : gl

It can be. seen that our proposal assures a more democratlc re-

presentation at the Congress, the economlc weaknesses of the distant
and poor sections belng compensated for by a larger representation
for the small sections in general and especially the sectlons which
will not be able to send their delegates to the Congress much less
vote, while the IEC acts inversely and systematically discriminates
against them in order to favor.its combinatlons. Thls resolution of
the IEC consti tutes an immedlate and mortal danger to the whole In-

ternational. It must be revoked, o

. We are w1tneséing, as has been seen, an attempted bureaucratic
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'getzure of the International -leadership by elements intercsted in

stifling a loyal discussion which would provoke their overthrow, It -
cannot be a question of anything else. Let us recall under what
conditions the preeconference of April 1346 was convened and the mo=
tives for its convocation,

The IS and the IEC, which had been designated at the emergency
conference of 1940 haé only a vegetative polltical existence and led.
an almost non=-existent organic activity during the whole war, the
functloning of these bodles having been paralyzed by personal end
political struggles in the atmosphere of the American section., As
early as 1944 the Spenlsh Group in liexico demanded the convening of a
World Congress, Its réquest found not a single echo. The following
year the IWC was consulted on the posslbility of the convening of a
pre-conference with limlted objectives, This pre-conference proposal
was accepted, for it was the only possible way of resolving the
situation of an IS which was incapable, because of 1ts internal
divisions, of organizing a real discusslon amd preparing a genulne
World Conzress. It was then explicltly understood that thls gathere
Ing would have as 1ts task the selection of new leadlng bodies whose
principal misslon would be to animate and extend the international
discussion in view of the WVorld Congress., Then - total silence. Afe
ter that, no one in the Internationsl was informed of the place and
the date of meeting of the projected pre-conference, no discusslon
or even exchenge of views preceded 1t, the agenda was unknovmn to
almost the whole Intermational, Members of the IEC were uninformed
while the French police were perfectly informed. Everything was orw
ganl zed in the dark by leaders interested in assuring themselves the
hegemony in this gathering. The composition of the pre-conference,
in addition, was as little democratic as possible, which was excuse °
able given the conditions under which it was convened. But its none-
democratic, not to say, antl -democratic character ought to have en-
couraged the leading hodles whilch 1t had slected to compensate for
thelr origin by measures authentlcally democratic. It 1s precisely
the opposite which we have witnessed. Hardly had 1t got togethor
when thls pre-confererce proclalmed itself a conference under the
pretext of throring dust in the eyes of the outslde world and ismed
a manifesto which clalmed to introduce the international discussion
which 1t was charged with opening. . Théen the IS and the IEC began
to threaten expulsion and to legislate as 1f they were the product
of a genulne conferemce delemated full povers by the International;
in a word, they %“egan to prepare the future World Congress majority,
totally forge+t1nv thddr principal mission: the loyal organization
of & full discussion of all the problems nms ed hefore cur Internn-
tlonal and the working class movement, They have even so completely
fowvo\ten their task that in all the discussion bulletins published

undcr their guldance, more thon a year after the pre-conference, of
all the princl pol problems which confront our movement, only one,
the Russian prohlem, has been extensively treated, and 1t still rc-
flects only the officiel opinlon, Tou our knowrledge, only extracts
from a thesls of the antl-defensist minority have becn published.
Can that be called a full and loyal Alscussion in prcparation for a
Worlé Coneress efter seven years of & war which has produced changes
of major importdnce? WNo, the discussion has, in its entirety, still
to be organized,

’

-
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The Strangulation of Minorities

We affirm that the IS and the IEC are seeking to prepare their
ma jori ty at the World Consress, In addition to the calculations
which we have already unmasked what shows it clearly 1s the minute
care they have taken to secure a maximum limita*ion of representation N
for minorities, both in number and in power., The next to the last .
part of paragraph 3 of the resolution of the IEC says:

"Minorities will be proportionally represented in cases where '
the number of delegates permits it. In other cases, all minorities
consti tuting approximately a quarter of their sections at least
will be represented with a consultative vote,” .

First of all, proportional representation of minorities, if 1t
1s placed alongside of the arbltrary representation of the sections
criticized earlier, 1s only a snare. Vhat minorities could be pro=
portionally represented? Obviously those of countries of first ime
portance and yet not all, since that of the American section would

, have only the satlsfactlon of revealing its theses, The resolution

clearly suggests: "In cases where the 'number of delegates permits
1t." PFor it is obvicudly not the Peruvian, Polish or Austrian secw
tions, for example, which will have a sufficlent number of delegates

. 8o that one of them can represent the minority. These sections in

countries "of first iuportance," in addition to the privilege of
Importance, fihd themselves granted an additional privilege by the

- IEC, the luxury, so to speak, of one or more minorities. Precisely

among these sections 1s numbered that of the most imperiallist country
in the world, and the PCI of france, where the Craipeau majority and
the Frank minority have no serlous political differences. Moreover,
why 1s a fourth and not a third or fifth of the members required and
why 1s only a consultative vote given? The resolution does not delgn
to inform us, Vwhat it sisnifles, we may already know, The reason
probably 1s that there 1s not a single section at the present moment,

" thanks to the good offices of the IS, where the minority represents

a quartsr of the membership, except the French minority led by Frank,
who 1s undor the guard‘*anshlp of the present world leadership,

Nevertheless, the present International leadership is going to
be obliged to permit a 1little discusslon to take place, in order to
save appearances, The minoritles will more or less have the illu=
sion of a discussion, but from now until the end of the year they
will not have the time to develop and group themselves, since the IS
and the IEC have evaded all discussion of the major questions; .
these minorities wlll therefore not have the time to win a gquarter

~of the members of thelr sectlions. Moreover, even if they recached

that proportion, most of the non-European sectlons would be incap- .

able, as we have already stated, of sendlng all the majority delegates

to which they were entitled, not to speak of the minority delegates,

Thus, the stifling of the di scusslon crganlzed for more than a year

by the International leadership, was ded gned to prevent the growing .
of an opposition in our movement. The demand for a quarter now gives

the coup de grace to minorities in preventing them from being re=-
presented at the World Congress, And in case that were not sufficlent,
now comes the prohibition agalinst proxy votes, and, in consequence,

.the forostalling of the growth of new formed oppositions, who are pre-

vented from belng heard and from voting., For a long time the IS has
declared that the next World Congress must above all be a Congress

-of serious sectiona of the International, We now know what 1t undere
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gtands by thats the sections which support or accept 1ts opportuni
1ts 1deological conservatism, and its organic bureaucratism, - S

Mnally, to crown 1ts work, the IEC in i1ts resolution refuses to
call the Congress legally on the pretext that the leﬁal convening is
"totally unrealizable under present conditlons" and "would prevent the
presence at the Congress of a serles of sections and comrades.," Ve
cannot accept that statement; in fact, what prevents the convening of
a legal Congress which would hold secret sessions in the course of
which 11llegal comrades would be heard? The fear of bourgeols and
Stalinil st repression? But from how many countries has the authorlzaa
tlon to hold & legal Congress been asked? Obviously, from not a ’
single one. First of all, suthorization m#st be asked everywhere far
v permission to hold a legal congress before taking refuge in conspirae

torial methods, Secrecy, added to the restrictlve rmethods already

critictzed, permit the leadership to combine and maneuver and assures
that 1t v111 retain the leadership of the Internationel. Yle confront
you - and, with us, the whole International will demand the withdrawe-

al of your resolution, the beginning of a real discussion of major .

probtems, and the preparation of a democratic congress.

- _IPTRRT R

For a CGenuine Viorld Congress

For the 'lorld Congress toc represent real progress for the Fourth
International, it is first of all necessary for 1t to be convened under
such conditions that not a single comrade will have the slightest rea-
son for thinking of maneuvering by the leadership, The theses of
minorities must appear equally with those of majorities and rmust be
dlstributed under the .dt rection of the Internatlonal lecadershiop,.

, For the Congress to adopt resolutions which are necessary for
thr soclal revolution g1l minorities must be represented,

We therefore asks

1., That the sections be represented on the basls of 1 delegate

. for every 25 members and additlonal fractions of 25 up to a maximum
of 4 delepates for =ach section, minoritics being represented in the
same manner. However, only minoritles representing at least 20% of
the membership of thelr section will hevs the right to vote. OUthers
wi1l) havs only a consultative vote. It is in this fashion thsat the
democratic example siven us by the CI at 1ts birth will be followed.

o, Sections and minoritles will have the right to transmit

. +h~ip votc to sections, minorities, or comrades outslde their sece
tion,

. 3. Organizations close to the Fourth Internatlonal vith Al ffore
ences on this or that point of our program will be invited to the

¢ Congress with the same rights as the offilclal secctions, on condition

of recognlzing the fundamental principles of the International, even
1f fuston with the official scctions has not heen reslized before the
opening of the Conarcss,

(1) At the emergency conference of 1940 comrade Munls reprcsentlng |
Spain was authorized to represent Mexlco, krgentina, and Chile on the N
recommendati on of LD,
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. 44 The agenda will comprise:

A, Examination of the politics of the principal parties
during the imperialist war and thelr position in regard
to the national resistance movements during the Nazi
occupation;

B, Character of the war between China amd Japan;
C. Balance sheet of the Spanish civil war;

D. Support or sbandonment of the unconditional defense o
Russla and the question of world Stalinism (SP~CP~CGT
government ; united front with Stalinlism, etec, )

E. Outmoding of, or timeliness of, the transitionasl program
and the manner of application c¢f the parts of the proe
gram which remain valld;

F, Problem of the tactics of the construction of revolutione
ary perties;

*e Colonlal qestion;

Hy DNature of the present historiclperiod and immediate rew
volutlonary perspectives,

This asenda is not &t all exclusive. All Q1 estlions of general
4interest which this or that section or group of comrades would like
to present for the examlination of the Congress will be discussed
there.

We ¢all upon the whole International to express themselves on
the preceding proposals.

If the 'Ylorld Congress meets under the conditions declded by the
I%C, and even under better condit tons, without a thorough preliminary
discusslon of the prohlems which confront our movement (see our open
" letter to the Prench PCI) the Congress will constitute a mortal blow
for the Fourth International. The situation demands the energetic
intervention of the sections and of comrades within the sections,
the IEC must immedlately withdrew its resolutions; otherwise the
Fourth International will be bureaucratically asphyxiated.

For the revocation of the decision of the IEG og the reslgnatlon
of the International leadership}

For a frec A scussion Iin the International}

Fo“ e genuine Congress of the Intnrn“tional organlzed on demo=-
cratic bases!
Long live the Fourth International}
Long live the world socilalist revolution}
' Mexico, D.F,
June 27, 1947

N.B, Sectlions, groups of comrades, or individuels who share our
criticlsms and proposals are asked to communicate their complete or
partial agreement immediately to the IS and to the following address:
G. Munis, Apartado Postal 89472, Mexico D,F,
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