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" BALANCE SHEET OF THE NEGOTIATICNS FOR UNITY |
BETWEEN THE WORKERS PARTY AND THE SOCTALIST WORKERS PARTY
o o NI 53 O PO NN T N Y ) i . s\ ° ,'W

_* . The Workers Party and the Sooialist Workers Perty represent
two tendencles in the Trotskyist movement. The pclitical and
organizational differences between these two tendencles were
Buffliciently deep &8s early as 1939-1940 to mwoduce & split in
the then united SWP and the formation of the Workers Party as an
- indeperdent organiz ation. In the more than five years of the
independent exlstence of the WP; the differences which produced
the 1940 aplit were not cnly furthe» deopened.tut were, in addi-
tion, supplemented by other political differcnces thet develsred
on a. number of questiona, including questions of tactlics snd
guestions of theory. dJust how far-reaching these differences
are and to what extent the already visible implicaticns of these
differences will materialize in tne form of an unbridgeable gulf
betwecn the two . tondencles, cannot now be foretold. In fact, it
‘Would be a politicel mlstake to anticivate arbitrarily, let alone
%o deepen artifiocielly 211 the impiiocations of the differences
- butween the two terdencles, for that would preclude the possi-
bllity of the actusl strugzle intervening to modercte these dif-
faerencss or to reduce them to nuances and different degrees of

emphﬂs is. y

~However, regardless of what the future evolution of these
differonces may be, the fact remains that the differenges as
they exist today are clear enough indication that the Fourth In-
ternational, both hers and abrcad, contains within its ranks two
dlstinct tendencies, The problem created by the existence of
these two tendencies cannot be properly resolved unless cne ad-
ditlonal point is understood. It is r~cessary to bear in mind
that with all the differences dividin. the two tendencles, beth
.of them revaertheless stend formally upon the fundamental and gen-
eral program of Marxism and the Fourth Internctional. To put it
eanother way, what divlices the WP from the SWP is not at all of
the same nature, scope or depth as that which divides both of

us from the soclal-democracy or traditional centrlist movements
- on the one side and Stalinist totalitarianism on the other, Un=

less this important point is understcod, the comrades may very

- well grasp the reasons why we cxist as an independent organiza-

tion, tut tney will be unable to graap the fact that unity bo-.
tween the WP and SWP is possible and that membership of the WP
In the Fourth Internationsd, as it oxista today, is likewlse
possible, : ' - . :

Impossibility of Pormanent Coexistence

Ever since the formation of the Workers Party, we have been
aware of the fact that the coexlistence of two organizatlions like
the WP and SWP for a long period of time is inpossikle. This is
demonstreted by the whole history cf the werking class movement,
In the eyes, not of the advanced party member, but of the aver-

- age worker, and even the average worker milltent, the p ogram

and activitlies of the two parties appear tv be identical, or, if

not ldentical, at lenst so similar that they do not see any
- 887
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basis for the existence of two separate organizations, Working
bless militants quite rightly oprose splits and divisions in the
movement. ~ If they support o» justify a split, it I: only under
conditions where there are overwhelming and above &ll very clear
and easily explainable reasonc for it, Whet may be sufficlent
reason to the political, highly developed party member is not da -
ways sufficlent reason for the serious worker militant. ANd it
is, after all, tc these worker militants that the party must

. appeal.

< *
The hi:tory of the movement has shown tiact urnder such cir-
cumstansas one of fcur cdavelopments 1u absolutely lnevitable:
(1) ©On the basls of the differences hhat sxzist between them,
which ars not sufficlently deep or wide or clear to justify a

.8plit in the eya2s of the broacer masses, the two groups fight

each other to death.. They rernder each cther sterile; they are
incapable of funclioning in the class struggle; they reduce each
other to lmpotent, bitterly-cntagonistic sects. ~

(2) In the courcge of everts the differences which at first
avpeared superficial prove to 9o profousd and irreconcllzble,

The clazs struggle widens thece diffarences, what was implioclt
4n them Pecomes exmnlicit, an unbridgesble gulf is crreated be-

tween thein, one avpears as the vnmicstakatle revoluiisnary group

_the other appnears as the unmistakable reformist group. In that

case, the divislon Js justified in the eyes of ail snd the 1rob-
lem rcduses Ltcelf simply ¢ the old problem of the struggle be-
gween revoluticn and reform, Marxism and revisioniem, :

(3) In the thlrd cas: the differences do not deepen so ra-
pidly and so clearly but, nevertheless, In prestice . in the
class struggle, one crganization demonatrates 1its superloxrity
over the other crganizaticn and becomes recognized =z the author-
1tative reprssoutative of a given current in the. labor movement;
that 1s, one succeeds in liquidating the other polifjeslly and

L Lt I aanaitd

, eventually orgcpizationallye

(4) Aftsr a period of division, a new situation develops
which raquiras tha* the twe groups unite once more into oue. In
that case, thz iwo tendencles e¢xist inslde of cne organization
and there is, so to speak, a comradely and psaneful struggle for
the dominance of one teniency over the other inside of a single
party. Undsr conditions of unity, the two tendencies may elther
fuse politically, that is to say, the differences may te harmon-
{zed on the basls of new events. cr an objective reconsideration
of the questions in dispute, or one tendency proves so eminently
superior that it acguires the unmistckadle 3.ds0logical and ‘or-
ganizational dominance in the party tnd leaves its stamp upon it.

Alternative Courses of Action

‘The last two develbpments in particular, especially ‘as they
refer to the case of the Workers Part: and the Sociallst Workers
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Party, were dealt with in outline form in the document submitted
‘to* the Detroit Active Workers Conference by the National Com-
mittee and re-submitted for the discussion of the membership in
the coming pre=-convention periocd. In this document speciflc re-
‘ference was made to the two alternatlves; elther we defeat the
~ Canncnite tendency politically undor conditlons of strugzglie be=-
tween two independent organizations (or they defect usl) or we
~defeat the Cannonite tendency politically under conditions of co-
existence in a united party. The choice Detween the two 1s, of
course, not a matter of principle; nelther can it be made ar-
- bitrarily, that is to say, purely on the baslis of what we our-
selves want, The cholce is dictated not only by the interests
.of our tendency but by tectliocal considerations and above all by
"the changing requirements of the class struggle. o

, Even after the Workers .Party was formed as an independent
organization, we did.not exclude ths possibility of a reunifi-
cation of the two groups at some future date. Naturally, no
political organization cen exist for long which has as its main
point in its program unity with another organization. A politi-
oal organization justifies its existence primarily upon the
basis of 1ts own program snd activities, Uuring the war, any
talk of unity between the WP and SW? would have been empty phrase=-
‘mongering. We are not fapr unity at all costs. We are not for -
unity as a plous, damagogical device, In gsneral, we speak of
unity not only when it 1o recessary in the abstract but when it
4s a concrete possibllity. Besides, the war period was one in .
“which our party had to hammer out and did bhammer out, far more
clearly than was the case at 'the time of its foundatlion, its '
own theoretical position nnd its own political line on a number
of questions in controversy, and its own concept of the charac-
ter end functioning of the revolutionury Marxist party. These
are the positions which distinguish our party not only in the
labor movement as a whole but in the Trotskyist movement in par-
ticular, The sum total of them is what constitutes us as a dis-
tinctive tendency. _ v

Problems ?bsed by End of .the War

- However, the end of the war once more posed the question of

" the rolationship between the WP and SWP, If it is borne in mind
that the objective situation Ls continually changing, it should
be clear that the relationship between political parties and po=
- 1itical adversarles can rarely be conslidered as fixed once for
all. If this 1s true in general it is certainly true in the
particular case of two parties like the WP ani SWP. ' g
The question of our relationsips was posed again at the end
- of the war for the following reasons: :

(1) We demonstrated in the course of the war, to the satis-
factlon of all objective comrades in the Ipternational, that -
notwithstanding the gloomy predictions of our political and or-
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ganizational'degeneration, we not only maintalned ourselves int
tact and even grew, but proved to be unflaggingly loyal to the
principles of revolutionary internationalism. This could not
but exert a sobering influence upon comrades who had been car-
ried away in their estlmate of us during the original faction
fight against us. . : . _

(2). A crisis developed, and {'s still unfolding,‘in the
ranks of the Fourth International in general and in the SWP in
particular, In the latter the crisis took the form of a new po- .

' J1tical and organizational sohlsm resulting in the formation ard

development of the minority group led by Comrades Goldman and
Morrow, that 1s; by two of the most authoritative and responsi-
ble- leaders of the SWP. Moreover, this group developed an in-
oreaaingly sympathetic attlitude towards thie WP which, at a cer-
tain stage of the fight, was fcrmallzed In a proposal that the
WP and SWP be reunifled. - ,

(3) The .SWP itself, under the pressure of our criticism and
of events, found itself obllged to modify its positlon on the
Russian question, if not in our full sense then at least in the
direction of our position. However haltingly, however contra- -
dictorily, however inadequately, the SWP nevertheless -adopted
the formal position.which declared that the slogan of tancondi-
tlonal defense of the Soviet Union" was henceforth to be retired
to the background, or had receded in%to the background., As is
known, the question of “unconditional defeuse of Ryasia® in the
war was the principel, Lf not the only, political question which
precipitated the split in 1940. = ‘ o _ : S

- Consultations With Other Comracdes .
These circumstances necessitated sn our part, as responsible

political people, a reconsideration of the question of the rela-
tions between the two parties., This reconsideration took place

_4in the form of numerous ‘disoussions amoung the leading comrades

of our party, as well as in the form of discussions with the
comrzdes of the German seation (IKD) with whom we had previously
decided to establish a political bloc in the Fourth Internatioml.
These discussions were also held with the leading representatlives
of the Minority in the SWP even before they rresented thelr for-

mal proposal to the SWP Politlcal Commlittee for unlty with the

- WP. In addition, we consulted with other leading comrades of

the Fourth International who found themselves in the United States
and in the course o these consultations established the most
fraternal relationships with them. Throughout our course in

this question, we sought Lo achleve the raximum possible agree-
ment with all of these comrades. If, et times, we did not find
1t poasible to go as far or a3 fast as We ourselves wished, it
was in almost every case due to our deferring to the opinlons

of these comrades with whom we sought to act in concert. In re-
viewing the course that we followed on this questlon, 1t should
be established here that what sometimes appeared as hesitation,
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or dilatoriness, or even contrz3iction in our policy or actlon
‘was for the most part only a reflsostion of the hesitations or
contradictions of the comrades with whom ve collaborated and to
whom we yielded in'many cases in the interests of a harmonlous
line toward the SWP. .

The Kind of Party We Have Bullt
Upon the basis of these discussio?s and consultations, com-
rade Shachtman was authorized to say lu an article written in
April, 1945, in The New International, which reviewed the five
years of the existence of the VWorkers Party, that there was only
one primary reason for the continued division of the Trotskylst
movement in the U.S.: o

Wrg might be sald that the kind of party we
have built up is our richest poasession.
In itself, it does not guarantee againat
making political nistakes, including serlous
-ones. But 1t makes possitle a speedy cor-
rectlomwithout the convulslve crlses to
which bureaucratized parties are doomed when-
ever a serious difference of opinion forces
1ts way past the 1id. I

tprom this atandpoint, it might be added in
passing, the big nsbstacle to the union of
the two Trotskylst organizations 1n this
country is not so much the political dif-
ferences that exist, Although some of these
differences are greater than they were five
years ago, others have become less acuté.
In any event, people with even greater po-
1itical differences could live and WOrK
alde by side in a single party provided it
were a normal party. It is msecrct, for
example, that in our own party close coop~’
eration is poassible between comrades who,
on' aome questlons, have greater differen-
cea between themselves than our party as a
whole haa, on other questions, with the
SWP. The principal obstaocle (as this ,
writer seea it) liea preclsely in tho ster-
1le, bureaucratic regime which the Cannon-
41tes have imposed upon and continue to
maintain in the SWP, a regime which the new
‘minority in the SWFP rtghtly describes as
'Stallnist in its trend, Unity is a preclous
thing. The kind of party that would result -
from unity is, however, far more inportant.
~ Our comrades are not disposed for a ninute
to trade off what they have bullt up for
any regime that smacks of Cannonisri,"

“#(1nsert) of such mlstakes {f they are made, n correction
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: Theae paragraphs were the flrat public pronouncemeént on our
part, since the 1940 split, for the reovening of the questisn
of unity. At the same time, 1t indicated the basie terms upon
* which, in our view, the unity could be consurmated.

EEr—

. Almost immedistely after the appearance of this artiocle,
the SWP Minority presented the SWP Political Committee with a
formal resolution calling for the opening of negotiations with
the WP for the purpose of reeatablishing unity of the two or-
ganizatlons, What followed the presentation of this resolution
18 now public knowledge. It is summarized here agaln so that
we have a rounded account of what took place.

: The Cannonite majority refused to vote on the resolution of
the minority, either for or agalinst, on the ground that a decl-
sion on such a guestion had to be teken by e plenum. This rea-
son was only a pretext to cover up an intransigeant hostility
to the ldea of unity. That was sufficiently clear at the time
and subsequent events have only corroborated it.

The Two Reactlons to Unity: Thelrs and Ours -

In the first place, while such & question should, 1t goes
without saying, be decided by a National Committee and even=
tually by a convention, the elementary duty of a Political Com-
mittee is to give the National Cormittee and the membership and
the convention a guiding line, a recommendation on the course
to be followed, This is common and. proper practice, L

In the second place, in the ranks of the party itself, Can-
non took, from the very beginning, the 1line of inciting and
~poisoning the membership against the idea of unity. In one of
his early debates with Goldman before the New York membership,
Cannon, in polemizing violently against the idea of unlty,
‘coined the winged phrase, "We must deepen the split," -Regard-
less of all of the maneuvews, statements, resolutions and ac-
tions taken by Cannon and the SWP.majorlity subsequently, the
course indicated by Cannon's phrase at the membership meeting
debate has been consistently followed by the Cannonites ==
not to make unity possible, not even to explore seriously the
possibllities of unity between the two orgenizations, but "to
deepen the split." ' . -

Our- policy was a radically dlfferent one. After a thor-
ough-golng discusslon in the Political Committee, we adoped by
unanimous vote a motlon to approve the opening of negotiations
with the SWP for unity. At the plenary meeting of the N, tlonal
Committee in Detrolt on the eve of the Actlve Workers Confer--
ence, the position of the PC was unanimously cendorsed by all
the members of its perent committee. A formal resolutlon was
adopted in favor of unity and the reasons were glven for this
position, We do not wish to convey to the membership the ldea
that this resolution was voted for by every member of the Na-
~ tional Committec with equal enthuslasm, or that every comrade

~ had exactly the same reasons for his affirmative vote. Thls
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questisn, however, will e detlt with later on and will, of
course, be subject to final review at our ocoming nationel con-
vention. But the fact remalns that the resolution was adopted
unanimously and was therefore Linding not only upon every mems=
ber of the National Ccumittee but on the party as a whole which
was, by virtue of this vote, committed to the resolution.

RN S TIPSR Y A
. 3

The Dodges of the SWP

Ths resolution was trmedistely communicated to the National.

Secretary of the SWP'with & request that 1t be conaidered lm-
medlately, that action be taken upon 1%, and that we be noti-
fied accordingly. Confronted with such a ocategorical resolution,
the SWP majority was litersily compelled to take a step in a
direction directly opposite to the one they had been travelling
up to that moment. This stap, ‘however, did not prove to be a
real advance. Contrary to the old adage which advises a step
backward in order to be betier able to leap forward, the Cannon-
ftes took a Mstep forward" in order the better to be able to
leap backward. With a promptitude that was surprising in light
of their previous poslition to have no dealings with us, not ‘
only for the: purpose of unlty but even for united front actious,
the Cannonites invited us 8o o joint meetling at which the ques-
“t4ion of unity would be diseusscé. The results of this meeting,
and the one that followed it = no further meetings between us
were held - are alrecdy familiar to all comrades, Only two
pointa require emphasis here: One was the reveated declaration
by the Cannonlte negotlators that they would nect and could not
- commit themselves one way oI the other on the question’of,unity;
that they were meeting with us solely for the purdose of explor-
ing the q uwestion; that thelr only interest at the tlme was_
whether or mnot the unity "would work"; that a declsion could
‘only be tcken at- thelr forthcoming plenum, The second “point
was thelr repeated declaratlons that there was no voint in dls-
cussing the political differences incsmuch a3, in Cennont'sa own
..words, the political differences between us had to be ‘eonsider-
. ed as "frozen". To our numerous attempts to elicit from the
- SWP representatives a declaration, one way or the other, a3 to
" whether the known politicul differences between the two ten=~
~ dencles were compatible with membershlp in a single revolution=
ary party, their only reply was that thiz 1a an abstrocct ques-
" tlon which cannot be anawered in the abstract but must be dealt
. with concretely, namely, "will it work?" '

" Ia Fuslon Really Workable?

| As for the "workabillty" of the fualon, we, without solici-

tation or pressure of any kind from the Cannonites, voluntarily
proposed from the very beginning a number of conceasions on our
part, the like of whlch would be nard to find in the history of
the movement. Vie declared: "You are the numerical najority
and therefore from the vary beginning we rocognize thet in the
. united party you will have the najority of the leandership and
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the control of the press, The policies of the party will be
your policles, particularly in the é¢ontroversial questicns. Ve
will abide by your discipline, We will give up our paper and
our magazine and our publlc activities. We will give up our se~
parate role in the trade unlions and submit to your policies in
this work, as in the work in all other flelds., We will give up .
all those things that go to make up an independent party as dis-~
tingulshed from a tendency opergating Inside of a broader party.
Naturally, we will retaln our point of view and the right to ad-

- vance it and fight for it inside of the united party." We added

without diplomacy or equivocation, that our experience with the
Cannonite group in the past, now supplemented by the experience

‘of the Minority in the SWP, had deprlived us.of confidence that

the Cannonite majority in the united party would freely assure
us of our democratic rights as a minority, Consequently, we had
to reaserve the right to publish inside of the united party -

~ that is, for internal and not external consumptinn - a tendenoy
‘bulletin of our own, of an educatlonal character, which would

put forth our own views on all questions in controversy.

The last point the Cannonite revresentatives promptly ralsed
as an pbstacle to the unity. More accurately, they sald that
this was not a "good sign" for the unity. Cannon went so far ss
to say that the unlty could not be accomplished either by our
insistence on a bulletin of our own or by their rejection of this
demand; but nelther he nor the other representatives gave, dur-
ing the two meetings we held with them, any indication of how

" that unity could be accomplished, We asked repeatedly, "What

taigns! do you camrades want? What concrete proposals do you
have to make on the unity? How do you propose to bring 1t about?
On what basis?" None of .these questions received an answer, no
matter how hard or often we pressed them. :

The Questian of a Tendency Bulletin

After the first negotiating session, our PC once more consi-
dered the question and reiternted its demand for an internal
tendency bulletin in the united party as well as its proposals
to make all of the concessions listed above. The second nego-

"tiating session brought us not one step further than the first,

The negotiations ended with the understanding that we would
walt until the plenum of the Ndtional Commlttee of the SWP.

The plenum of the SWP adopted a resolution which has already
been made public (The New International, November, 1945). As a
reading of it shows, and as the lMinority so correctly said in
1ts statement on the resolution, it was designed for no other
purpose than to prevent unity. t was designed, furthermore, o
bolster up all the antagonlsms and prejudices which had been so
seduloualy instilled in the membership of the SWP for five years,
However, the resnlution had to tcke into account ot least to some -
degree the growing sympathy in the International for the unifi-
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order to ward off the growing preuaure upon the SWP for unity,
the resolution ended with the proposition to mrobe the political
differences to the end before decliding the question of unity.
That this proposition was hypocritlical through and through shculd-
be obvious even to a child. Even before the SWP plenum, comrade
Natalia, in a letter to the SWP loedership, dlsposed of thls pro-
position with a single contemptuous phrase that it merits., What
. are these political differences that have to be probed? Aren't
the political differences already known? Haven'!t they been de-
bated off and on in the press of the SWP as well as of the WP?
If the nature of these differences is unknown, against what were
the Cannonites polemizing in the past five wyears in thelr poleml-
cal attacks upon us? Presumubly these attdcks were dlrected at
our political position, Presumsbly, therefore, the Cannonites
know what our political position is and heve known it all along,
We, for our part, consider that we are perfectly clear on thelr
political position. What is there to probe? Vhat 1s the purpose
of the probing? To establish that there are political differ-
ences? .That is perfectly well known and not cnly acknowledged
but insisted upon by both sides. To establish what these poli-
tical differences actually are? That ls equally well known, not
only here but throughout the International revolutionary move-
ment. In a word, the proposition mede sense only as a hypocri-
ticel attempt to stall off unity, to oppose unity, in order to
avoid saying so openly and honestly. _

The Nature of the Revolutionary Party
Another aspect of thls question i3 even more sinister. It
“ relates not so much to the. nature of the political differences
a3 to two different concepts of the revolutionary party. We
are not for an all-inclusive party in the Norman Thomas (1.e.
‘centrist) sense, But we are for an all-inclusive party in the
revolutionary Marxist sense, in the Bolshevik sense, in the
Trotskylst sensg. That is to say, we are for a party whilch al-
lowa. for the existence of different tendencles within the gen-
- eral framework of revolutionary Marxism, The Bolshevik Party,
throughout the period when it was a Bolshevik party, was distin-
guished, among other things, by precisely this feature. That 1Is
also a feature of our Workers Party as its practice has shown.
It was againat the attempt, successful in the end, to destroy.
this feature of Bolshevism that we carried on a bitter, decade=-
"~ long struggle against Stalinism, At the very helght of the
. fight between us and the. Cannonites, Trotsky took speclal pains
to emphasize that not only were the views, even of Burnham, com-
patible with membership in the party, but that it would be cri-
. minal to "split with" comrades holding these vlews, '

The proposition "to probe the differénces to the end" can
have only one of two meanings in the light of this. One lis that
the differences =re not known and have to be established and
clearly delineated. That is obviously not the ccse, Two is
that once the nature of these differences is established, it is
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5180 established that they cannot-co-exist in a single revolu-
tionary party. That, in actuality, is the Cannonlte point of view,
And that 1s the concept of the monollithic party firat injected
into. the Communist International by Zlnovlev and finally carried

. to its projected extreme under Stelinism.

Every revolutionist must understand that In a certain sense .
“the difference of opinion on the ¢haragter of the revolutionary
party as manifested in this question l4 more important, and cer-
tainly not less important, than the differences of opinlon between
us and-the .Cannonites on such questions as the character of the
Russian state, the rale of the national question in_the class _
‘struggle today, trade unlon tzctics snd the like. It 13 well to
add, right at this point, that if this Is rot clearly understood,
a one-sided and therefore an erroneous conciusion will be drawn
about the nature of the struzsle conducted by the Minorlty inside
the SWP, ' ' .

Our Concession on the Bulletin
Any doubts that may have existed about the monolithic con-
ception of the party that the Cannonites entertaln were Alspelled
by another move which we undertook in agreement with the Minori-
ty. The initiative for this move came from the comrades of the
Minority themselves. They proposed, first to us, that we even
 go to the.extent of withdArawing the demand which they consldered
no less legltimste than we did, for an internal bulletin. They
made this proposal in order to deprive Cannon of the slightest
‘legitimate or,/more accurately, apparently legitimate reason for
opposing or delaying unity. Many of us were reluctant to take
this step especially because we considered that Cannon had re-
corded himself clearly already. However, the comrades of the
Minority pressed for this move very firmly, pointing out that 1t
was no less important to convince doubters and oven opponents '
throughout the International than to convince nurselvea._ The
comrades of the Minority proved to be right. They addressed a
‘formal cormunication to our party making this proposition, and
they sent a copy to the SWP. We sent a formal reply to the Minori-
ty, with a copy to the SWP, stating that in the interests of
unification and@ for the purpose of removing all conceivable ob-
stacles tn 'it, real or apparent, the WP was willing to withdraw
its demand for an internal tendency bulletin of its own in the
united party, and to confine itself to using the regular party
discusaion bulletin, provided there was joint recognition that
any minnrity In the united party would have the pright to issue.
such a bulletin. That is to say, we were ready to abandon the
exercise of that right provided the right itself, traditionally
recognized in the revolutionary Marxist and Bolshevik movement, -
were acknowledged by the Cannonlte leadership. '

After the recelpt of this letter by the SWP, the Minority
proposed in their PC that in view of the withArawal of the WP
demand for an internal bulletin, the negotiations be resumed.
The reply of the Connonite majority proved to the hilt that the
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obatacle to the unity vwas in no sense our demand for an internsl
valletin, that the only obstagle ®as the monolithic conceptlon

of the party held by the Cannonites, their refusal to entertain
the idea of having in the party a group of trained, experlenced -
and developed revolutlonists wheose opinions on’'a number of
theoretical and political questions differed from those of the
Cannonltes and who would be prepared to resist a bureaucratic re=

gime not only fimmly but effectively.

Instead of welcoming the initiative of the Minority, which
was almed et facilitating the unification through the withdrawal
of our demand, the Cannonltes redoubled thelr sttacks upon the "
Minority and published In the columns of theilr paper and thelr
magazine sane of the most vicious and disloyal attacks upon the

WP they had ever made.,

For us this was conclusive proof that desirable as unifica-
tion might be -in the interests of the revolutionary working-
class movements of this couniry and abroad, unification was now
excluded as a prachtical possibillity. Unification of . two ten-
dencles or two organlzatlions requires agreement as to the need
‘and desirablility of such unlty. No agreement i1s possible with
the Cannonites, at least for the next period. Thls too must be
‘understood by every comrade ‘wo that the work of the party in the
_coming period can be mr operly oriented. Even if, for one reason

or another, we find it necessary to excharige more communications .
‘with the SWP on this matter in the immediate future or even to
sit down to d8iscuss with their representatives, we connot permit
ourselves the slightest illusicn. The Cannonites heve committed
 themselves against the possibility of unity.

T YT MBS TN AT O 1 T

Our record is clear and unmistakable. ‘e must do .every-
thing to make it and its meaning known to every militant worker
and throughout the Fourth Internationel. +t we can no longer
orient serlously toward the possibility of unity with the SWP
in‘the.next period. ' , o : '

S Two queétions remain tec be discussed hefe.. But bvefore dis-
~gussing them, it 1s necessary to bring the record up to date.

N Having falled to bring the SWF one step closer to unlty,
we addressed ourselves to the European Secretzriat of the Fourth
International. In this communication we set forth the. facta and
our conclusions., This important document need not be appended:
'to0 this balance sheet inasmuch 2s it has already been sent out
"to all the members of the party. It should be added that the
Minority also cammunicated of ficially with the European Executive
and the European Secretarist, as well as with all of the sections
of the Fourth Ipternational, setting forth its polint of view
and its conclusions, and appealing to the comrades of the Inter-
national to intervene in the Amerlcan situaetion, not in any
.bureaucratic, arbitrary or organizational way, but in the form
of an expression of opinion fovorable to the idea of unity which
would serve to bring to bear the pessure of the public opinion .
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of the International upon the leadership of the SWP.
The Reactlons of the Sectlons Abroad

So far as we know, not one single section of the Interna=~
tional ha3 formally expressel itself against the unity. Those’
sections that have expressed themselves have been sympathetic to
the i1dea, with greater or lesser degree of firmness. The German
section (IKD) has not only taken &n nfficial position in favor
of the unity but has written officially to the International Pre-
. Conference in favor of the provosals made by our Party in its
letter to the European Executive. The Irish section has adopted
a resolution in favor of unity which has already been printed in.
LABOR ACTION, The English section has adcpted a resolution in
favor of the unity. Unofficially, the leader of the Itallan sec-
tion, Comrade 1cola, just before his recent tragic death, ex-
pressed hlmself in writing in favor of the unification in the
United States. The comrades of the minority group of the French
sectlon are in favor of the wnity. So are the comrades of some
of the other European sections, The leader of the Spanlish group
in Mexlico and, 1f we have been informed correctly, the group 1it-
self have expreqsed themselves formally in favor of the unity.

L, formally, in her writings to the 8%, Comrade Natalla has taken
an -exceedlngly flrm and categorical position in favor of the '
" unity, severely attacking the argumcnts against 1t put forward
by the Cannonites.

However, the Europcan Sccrctariat has adopted a resoluticn
to be presented to the Intecrnational Pre-Conference, which en-
do#ges, in effect, the position of the Cannonitecs and which 1is
undoubtedly one of the most monstrous documents ever to be sent
In- the history of the Trotskylist movement. It is appended to
this repert for your informmation. Likewisc appended is the re-
ply to this resolution by the Minority of the SWP and the state-
ment which our Political Committee has issued on it. Thec state-
ments of the Minority group and of our Party on this rcsolution
should obvlate the nced of commenting upon it here.

The an.tlon of the SWP Minority on_Unity‘

As for the Minorltg group in the SWP, even beforc the reso-
lution of the European Secretarlat was reccived in this country,
it prcsentecd a declaration tc the majority of the Politlcal
Cormittce of the SWP which said, in substance, that the Minority,
in spite of cverything that has happened up to now, is decter-

mined to exhaust thc very, very last possi bility of bringing

the Cannonites to a position of unity. It thercfore propcscé
that the unity negotiastions bc reopened. For the reasons which

- 1t adduccd 1n this letter, 1t declares that it 1s precpared to rec-
main Inside nf the SWP, provided that the Majority gives concretc

Indlcations that it intcnds to move toward unity with the WP,

If the Mqiority fells to give such indications, the Minorlity in-

tends to leave the SWP and join the WP, Here, too, comment can
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be obviated by refcrence tos ether Aocuments which arc apoondads
thay inolude the letters of Cawmrads Shachtman to Comrade Gold-
man, the letter of the SUP Minority to thc Majority of the
Political Committoe of the SwP, and the rcply of thc Majorlty of
the Political Committee of thc SWP to the letter of the lMinorlty.
The noxt step of the Minority, following the reply glven it by

3 ‘thc Majority of the SWP Political JSommlttec, will undoubtcdly

- be takcn soon. ‘ :

L U R K
On Sincerity and Henecuvcrs

Reference wes made above to two remalining polints:

‘ Onc is, werc unity negotiations a "mancuver" on the part
of the WP or Aia ‘we mean i1t "sincercly". Let us not get lest in
words and thelr mcanings. If "mancuver" 1s given its common and
vulgar intcrpretation, namely, a sordid, chesp, underhand trick
of sanc kind or a proposcl not seriously mcent, we Ald not en-
gage in a maneuver during the course of these negotiations. If
mancuver" is undcrstood politically, however, as an actlon or

a series of actions Acsigned to reuch a political goal, dAesigned
to demonstrate In practlice yhat is hard to dcmonstrate by ab-
stract argument, or designed to prevent an opponent from carry-
ing through a policy harmful to the interests of the working
class or thc revolutionary movement nnd to force him, on the
contrary, to follow a policy which advancus the working class
and the rcvolutionary movement, then we have ns hesitatlion in
sayiwg that we cngaged in a mancuver. In what sense, concrotely?

: VWie nove been nf the opinlon for six ycars thoet the split

in the Trotskylst movement in thc Unlited Stotes was due not to
us but to the burczucratic and politicclly reactionary pnsition
‘of tho Cannonite faction. We undcrstood very well In 1240 that
Cannon was dctermincd to scporate from us, that he was no long-
er willing to tolcrute”insidc of onc party u group of comrades
‘who so effectivecly combated his political views and his burcau-
cratic regime. The split in 1940 was inevitadle, anA 1t was

our bounden duty a2t that time to prepure ourselves for 1t and to
bc prepared for it in a pructical, politicul and organizational
- way so as not to be taken by surprise by same burcaucratic deci-

sion. The burczucratic decision was made by the Cannonltes.

Following the convention they introduced a motion which docs
not hove its like in the history of the revolutlonary movencnt,
We werc "suspended" from the party ans deprives of all party
rights - that is to say, we were in c¢ffect oxpelled - not for
any action that we took, not cven for uny discipline that we
“werc alleged to have violated, but purely and simply and solely
" beeause we failcAd to vote for a trick motion of Cannon in the

. Political Committce which "pledged" all members to 2bide by the
convention deecisions. We were cxpelled from the purty solely
for thc crimc of abstainling on this motion. Ye wore propared for
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this miserable dovice and that is why soon after expulslon we
were able to &ppcar as an {ndcencndent organization with its own

"~ paper, LABOR ACTION, and 1ts own rcviecw, THE NEW INTERN.TIONAL.,

Howover, what hes always becn clear to us ond many of our -
gympithizers hns not been clear to all. In these negotiations

. Wwe therefore had one more, and a yCry excellent, opportunity

to demonstrcte who 1is responsible for the split in the Trotsky-
{st movoment in thls country. 4s has becn sald, this 1s now
demonstrated to the hilt. -

But thot was not the only nor even the main purposc of our
course in the negotiatlons. No objoctive comrade can fail to
sce the negative side of unificcotion bctween:wus and the Cannon-
ltes if it were to take place. However, 1t ls likewlsc true
that no objective comrado can fall to see thc great advantages
of unification for the Trotskylst movement 1n particular and the
working class movement 2s a whole. From the beginning we wero
awarc of both sides of the quaostion. . It 15 no secret that some
comrados, in the lcadlng bodics as well as in the ranks, laid
far grecater stress on ond side of the question than on the othegp.
That is perfcctly natural ond normal end groper. Howevor, all
comrades werc agrccd that eur party must follow & coursc in-
thoso negotiations which would not leave the slightost suspiclon

-4n thc minds of any responsible person that the WP, with all of

{ts approhensions, put so rmch ns a pebble in_the road of unity.
That is why, insofar as 1t is generally posdble to gpeak of

Mggncerity’ 1n politics or, rather, to test it, our course was

ontircly sinccre.

If anybody, Cannonitc or anyonc clsec, should have the
courage to suggest that all we wcre*engagcﬂ in was 2 maneuver
in the vulgar sonsc, that we wore not "really in favor of"
unity, 1t is only nccessary to refer to the unequivocal record.
our proposals werc a "ohnouver" in that sensc, 2ll that the
Cannonitcs needed to do to blow our mancuver to’ smithercons
and to eXposc us as politically dlshoncst was .... to accept our

‘proposals.

~ Vie Unhinged the Door Entirely

em————

two groups, we not only lcft the door wide open for unity = we
unhinged the door entirely. Vie 314 not propose to liquidate the
SWP; we did not evcn propose parity. As a matter of fact, we
madc absolutely no demands upon the Cannonites except that they
rccognize the faet that we huve differcnces with them and that

If they had tho slightest desiro or intention to unite the

we havc the right to sdvancc our point of vicw in any controversys

They madc no proposals, they madoc no conccssiouns. We, on the
other hand, offercd to dissolvc our party completely. We rocog-
nizcd that the united party would bc under thelr control in every
rcspect. Ve pledgod oursclves to tbilde by discipllne.. Vic 414 not
even demand in 1945 what we demanded in 1940, namely, 2 public
paper of our own. Wo cven surrcndcred, as indlc-tod above, our.
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demand for an internal bulletin of our own. Ye were ready to.
liquidate LABOR ACTION and THi NEw% INTERNATIONAL. So far as the
tworkabllity" of the unity is concerned, in the sense in which
the Cannonites raised it, namely, from the standpoint- of thelr
alleged fears that there would be unlty on Monday and a split

on Tuesday, it is onlyv necessary to point out that nobody but a
pack of errant fools or the most irresponsible people that ever
cursed the labop movement would be prepared to dlssolve thelir

- own organization, give up any semblonée of an independent mress
and actuel 1y. fuse with another organization on one day only to

. 8split agoein on the next day. Even if there were such people and
they planned such a course, the execution of 1t could only dis-
credit them irrevocably. Thec only ones who gould possibly galn
 from such & "trick" would bo the Cannonites. Nol "No matter
what the angle from which vou cxamine the negotiations, the con-
clusion is inescapable that we were for unlty and were prepared
to consummate 1t in spite of the apprehens lons which we so
justifiably felt and that the Cannonites from the very beginning
and up to this date were lrreconcilably hostilc to the idca.

OQur Criticism of the SWP Minority

: The $econd and final point rclates to the course followed
by the “inority of the SWPI Hany criticisms have bcen made of
' &t on the grounds of lnconsistency, hesitancy, unsurencss, and
‘MTanpoliticalness". Thc Germen comrades have beon especlally
geveroe in thelr criticisms of tho kinority on the lant naned
grounds. ' _ .

" We, ourselves, have on morc than one occasion expressed
oursclves in a comradely and fraternal way to the comrades of the
Ninority in criticism of thelr course, even while giving full

recognition to thc fact that they were ot all. times confronted
with o difficult and even tortuous problem. Ve believed that the
struggle of the binority would huve bceen more cffective and
frultful 1f almost from the very beginning they had coupled their
fight for unity with a fight for the political position which
thoy held on questions in Adlspute in the SWP and in the Internc-
tional, It must be acknowledged herc that the Minority faced o
great difficulty in this respect inasmuch as therc was not full
~ agreccement among the lcading comradcs of the bifnority on the
political questions. We for our part, of course, never attempted
to imposc our own pollticnl views upon the Minority in any
ultimatist sense. But we did point out, especlally to thos%.com—
radcs . who had a elear and corrcct political position - a position
analogous to or ldentlcal with ours on a numbor of controversial’
questlons - that it wes not only their right but their duty to
formulste their political views into o political platform and .
conduct a fight in thc S¥WP around that platform. We Aid not
succecd in convincing the comrndes 1n quostion of the corrcctness
and nceessity of such a coursc. In our opinion, this -was a sori-
ous ecrror on the part of the Minority comrades, ond especinlly
on the part of thosc who had an claborated political position on
suwh questions ns Stalinist impcrialism, the Russian quecstion in
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general and thc natlonal question In Europe and Asla. The re-
sult was a corresponding politjcel wcakening of the struggle
against the Cannonitc burecaucracy, not only with respect to its
false political line but elso with respect to its linc against
\mity. B : : ‘ ]
Another deplorable result was the repoated cppearance of a
tendency toward stagnation in the Minority and cven disintcgra=-
tion. This A41d not assume the proportions that 1t casily might
have assumcd. Nevertheless, two small groups have in effect
separated themselves from the main body of the Minority. One 1is
a small group of.two or three comrades in New York who have
 constituted themselves into a scparate group with the intention
" of carrying on a struggle ngninst Cannon's political linc inslide
the SWP, Thesc comrades tend to follow the leadcrship of the
TKD comrades in the fight. Another is & small group of excellent
comrades 1n Bayonne, New Jerscy, who hove broken with the
Minority following the décislon of the group to split from the
SWP and join the WP if unity la not accomplished at an early
_ stage. These comrades; while still strongly in favor of unlty,
are dlsoricnted In many respects and still filled with scmi-~
Cannonite prejudicos against the WP, The main body of the
Minority group scems to rcmain intoct.

The Achievcments of the SWP Minprity‘

Yet, from these criticisms it would be utterly false to
draw the conclusion that the Milnority did not conduct a political
strugglc but simply what is called an "organizational" struggle,
Such a conclusion is like falling into a femillar cannonlte
trap. First of all, it should be borne in mind that the Minori~-
ty was constituted formally as a group for the purposc of fight-
ing for the unity of the two parties. That wasg its avowed aim,
It was not formed for the purposc of workling out-a politiecal
platform agninst Connon or conyone elsc. Ve did not for one
moment share the criticism that the Minority should have estab-.
lished itself as a separatc group for the purposc of discussing
and working out political diffcrences with Cannon, or with any-
one clsc. Comrsdes come togother in o group or foction: lnside
of a party only after political diffcrences havo dcveloped and
thesc comrades find thet they have a common point of view and
a situstion which neccssitated the formation of a group for
the purpose of advancing that point of view, A group is not
formed, rather, it should not be formed in order to develop or
work out "politlical differences," Our view must be clecrly dls-
tinguished from this criticlsm. Our criticlsm is directed ,
particularly at those comrades who had nlready deveoloped differcnt.
 political views in the coursc of the normal 1life of the party
but who fal led to present them systematlenlly to the Minority
group, popularize then there and to orient the group clong those
1incs in order to prescnt these views in common to the SWP as a
whole. ‘The fight for unity, to which the group formnlly confined
itself, was a polltical fight, particularly in the circumstances
of the SWP today. The fight for unity in the SWP was not over
) | ! 902
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somo "organizational" question but, ln ecssoncc, a fight ovor the
_political concept of the chapnztar und functioning of tho re-
" vyolutionary Marxist party. vun-on ond his fricnds hcve one con-
copt, we and the ®inority huve uother conccept. Ye want to
build up a Polshevik porty bngsd on democratlic cemtralisn, Cannon-
wants to estabdblish a politieslly nnd thooretlically sterile, mono=
1ithic party. It is thils, riorc than anything clse, that has
brought the Minority ever farther from' annonisn and closcr-to

“tho V'P.

Vo do not wish for o single moricnt or in the slightest de-
grce to nininize tho tremcndous importance of the theoretical
and political Ailffercncces that divide us from the Cannonltes,

. or, for that matter, that still dlvide us frommny and cven all
of the comrcdes of the SUP liinority. But 1if, tomorrow morning,
the Cannonites werc, for cxaimple, to abandon completely thelr
slogan "Unconditional defensc of the Soviet Union", we would
sti1ll be faced with the insurnountable barrier between us which
1s constituted by thcir concaotion of a burcaucrotized, mono-
1ithic party. On thc other hand, with the comrcdes of the .
Minority, even if the polltical and theorctical differcnccs be-

-tween us ore nsny, our cor.ion conccpt of the kind of party that
‘revolutlonnry.ﬁarzists must bulld uakes 1t poss ible to hammer out
our thcorctical nnd political d1fferoncés, to opposc them or

- maintain them under conditlons ol .in an atnosphoro free of the
corrosive, strangulating, dcadoning hand of burcaucratic con-
servatism - that 1s, Ccnnonlsm.

It is for this reoson that we and tho “inority hove been
brought progressively closcer together and, wo arc confident, the
inority will shortly fin? 1tsclf unitcd with us in tho ranks
of the Workers Porty.. : B

Fobruary 15, 1946 - | . Max Shachtnan
3 R
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'RESOLUTION OF THE EUROPEAN SECRETARIAT

- st —

Having taken'undqr consideration the exchange of documents -
between the SWP and the WP with a view to thelr eventual unifica-
tion, the E.S. on the whole approves the pos ition adopted by
the ﬁlenum of the National Committee of the SWP, October 1945.

~ The E.S. takes note of the fact that since the 1940 split
and throughout the war the WP has been consolidatéd on such
political positions as the question of the USSR, the defense of
China and India, the national question in Europe, the existence
and role of the Fourth International during the war, as well as
the conception of the internal regime gnd of the functioning of
the revolutionary party -- politilcal positions which can very
well be considered as prograrmatical differences that may render
problematic the possibility of these two tendencles coexlstling
and working efflciently in common withih the same organlzation.

The argument that the termination of the war has acted by
and large to diminish the practical importance of most of these
3differences can acquire any weight only after the two organiza-
tions have cngaged In a deep-golng discussion on thelr reapec-
tive concrete conceptions of the actual national and interna-
tional policy as well as. the regime and the internal function-
ing of the party in the United States and the International.

The European Secretariat recommends to the lecadership of
the SWP that it elaborate jointly with the WP leadershlp a 1list
of questions to be discussed; that it organize and pursue this
discussion in order to make clear just what degree of agreement
actually exists between the two organizatlons. It is after
‘such an examination that the question of the possible unifica=-
tion of the two organizations can be re-examined anew.

' Jonuary, 1946, .
: Resolution unanimously approved by the E.S.
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REPLY OF SWP MINORITY TO RESOLUTION
OF EUROFELN SECRETARIAT

February 12, 1946.
Dear comrades: : ) |

We hope that our representative will have arrived in time
to take part in your deliberations. In any event, however, we
want you to have before you in writing our answer to the, ES
regolution of January 1946 en SWP-WP unity. -

: First of all it 1s astonlshing to note that the ES resolu-

- tion, without any attempt to answer the arguments of the varl-

ous sections in favor of unity, merely proclaims in O0lympian

fashion its soslidarity wilth the SWP plenum resolution which

evaded anawering the question of unity. If the ES represented
~the unanimous eor well-nigh unanimous sentiment of the Interna-

tional it might be justified in passing over the arguments

of those who favor unity. But we do not know of a single

‘section which heas adopted the same position as the SWFP, much

less a single sectlon which hes declded agalnst unity. On

the other hand, in eddition to the voluminous writings of the

SWP minority.there are the pro-unity resolutions of the RCP

of Britain, the RSP of Ireland, the Spanish Group in Mexlco,

the letter of Comrode N., the letter of the Nntional Secre-

tary of the PCC af Italy, the well-knowno pro-unity views of

the leadership of the BLP of Indla. In the face of thls

situation the ES was obligated to tndlcnte at lesst briefly

its answers to the arguments of those who favor unity, but

{nstead it has simply taken sides 1n a resolution of four
" short paragraphs. ' '

The ES resolution is sabsurdly in error when 1t states
that the differences between the SWP and the WP "can very well
be considered as programmatic aifferences." Only the Russlan
guestlon can at all justly be termed a programmatic difference.

ut in any event the readlness of the ES to so characterize
the differences indlcates that 1t presunably knows quite well
what the differences are. But then 1t goes on to repeat the
'SWP plenum resolution's formula that the two parties must go
through "a deepgoling discussion on their respective congrete
conceptions 6f the actual natlonal and international policy"
etc. before it can be decided if unity is possible. To any
thinking person it should be obvious that there is 5 crying
contradiction between (1) the ES statements indicating it
knows what the differences are and (2) the ES statement that
the question of unity cannot be decided until after a "deepgo-
ing discussion" of the differences. whot has hoppened 1s
that in adopting Comrade Cannon's line on unity, the ES has
had to adopt this cbsurd contradiction as part of 1t. ‘

"Vle remind you that when we firat introduced our resolution
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for unity and proposed to sagd g pegotiating committeo to dis~
auss unity with the WP, Comrade Cannon answered: e dsn't
geol Yo send a committee to maet them in order to find ahs
ansvwer Lo these questions... As %o thelr pollcy in gengral and
tholir nttitude toward us in perticular, we don't need o in-
quire about that elther. It is clearly revealed in their
press for anyone who 1s interested to read." Our onswer to
Comrade Cannon was that we were not proposing to discuss
theoretical, political, tactical questions with the WP slince
we could favor unity preclsely because ve, like everyone in
the leading cadres of the Fourth, already know the position

of the WP on these questlons. But it was necessary then to de-
termine whether the WP would accept unity anpd subordinate 1t-
gelf to the majority in the unlted party. Once the WP did so
-= ns it dia -- there was no further need for dlscussion wlth
the WP before taking a posgltion or unity.

The first sttitude of the majority leaders was, then,
oppos ition to unlty preclisely on the basis of their knowledge
of the WP, At that polnt they rightly took the position that

‘any leader of to varty should take, namely, that he has been
following the pruss of the WP and knows its position on vari-
ous questlons ond can ¢ termine his ottitude to the WP on the
basis of this knowledge. . : - , o .

, But at the October plenum the majority made a sudden,

" unexplained shift. From knowing everything about the WP and
ther<fore not seselng any use in discussion, the majority

- gwitched to asserting thot the unity question.-could only be
answered "after the.most thoroughgolng discussion nnd probing -
of all aifferences to the bottom. ‘We of the minority _
branded this shift as a fraud desligned to prevent unity; a -
fraud nccessitated by the fact that the ma jority leaders ’
could not openly admit that their opposition to unity flows
from their unwillingness to unite with Trotskylsts who have
differences with them. VWittingly or not, the ES has become 2
party to this froud by its endorsement of the SWP plenum reso-
‘Jution which perpetrated it. . ~ '

Four months have now passed gince the October plenum.
What has the majority done about "probing all differences to
the bottom"? It has held no mcetings with the WP leesders nor
written ony letters to the WP to organize the discussion.
Precisely in opposition to the ldea of organlizing tho discus-
- gion jointly with the %P, the Political Committee at 1ts Octo~
ber 16 meeting ndopted the following motion of Comrade Caunnon:
"Implementotion of Plenum resolutio.. Thet we begin the dls-
cusslion Dy a series of articles In the magczine outllining our
position on all the questions tn dispute between us and the WP,
together with our criticlsm of thelr position on the points of
dlfference.” This motion has remained a dead letter. Not a
single article has appeared in the magazine which could con-
celvably be described . "prob1n§ the differcnces to the bottom."
All you will find in the Fourth International are two or:three
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aldeawirea at the WP at the tell end nf smme cditorial. And
theae, ®oth in letter and apirit, vioslate the ms jerity's pre~
tense that it 1s still waighinz the question of unity; they
apeak of the WP in terma aprlicsble snly to an enemy and anti-
Trotakylst party. In short, there haa been no diascuaalion of
the differencea batween the WP and the SWP,

‘ Desplte our disagreement with the whole concept of a dis-
cussion of the differences prior to a decialon in favor of unity .

- we were ready to abide by the majority decision if the diascus-

sion should actuallg take place., . Hence, as against'ﬂomrade

Tamnonlas motion of Yctober 16, we really sought to implement

the plenum reaolution, by the following counter-motiona at thsat

same Political Committee meeting: - ,

1. That the Political Committee prepare a list of the ques-
tions tn be discussed and the order in which they were to e
dealt with in the magazine, Without such a plan of work, ob-
viously the so-called "rroving" might drag on endleaaly. But
the Politlcal Committee voted down sur motion for such a pian

of work. : .

1

2.. The plenum had voted down owr propraal for a joint dis-
cussion bulletine with the WP. The majority sald 1t would write
in Fourth Internstional and the WP could answer In the'New In-
ternational. HAcwever, it was obvious fhiat net one SWF member in.
ten would see the articles in the New Internationsl. We there-
fore made & motion that the Political Committee meke avallable
tn SWP members through party channels those lssues of New Inter-
‘national containing replies to the SWP articles, This motion ‘

tno the Politlical Committee voted down.

3. The plenum had rejected our proposal for joint SWI-WT
membership meetinga aa part of the discussion, We theretore
Propbsed an alternative: that as each subject ls scheduled for
'probing" we invite a representative of the WF to address our
. memberahip on it, and vice-versa. This motion teothe Fclitiesl

Committee voted down.

4, A large part of the majority argument for its plenum
decision had been based on the alleged non-Bolshevik idean of
the WP on the organization question. We therefore made a motlon
to publish in tke Intarnal Bulletln the principal crganizational
documents of the WF referred to in the majorlty arguments. Thls
motinn teo the Folitical Committee voted down. o '

This left the oatenalbly projected dlscuasion between the
parties without any jeint arrangements for the discuassion, with-
cut a list of questions to be dlscuased, without a gchedule of
the order in which they were t» te discussed, without rutting
into the hands of the SWT membership materials indispenasdble to
the discussion. So what was left of the discussion? Nothing.

Had the majoritj leaders openly oppoéed unity, We‘could have
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had an honest and profitable discussion which would have served
to educate the whole movement, Had the majority leaders under-
taken in good faith a discussion with the WP, it could have
~served to educate the movement, The majority, however, did nei-
"ther of these things, so that it became impossible either to dis .
ousa the merita of unity or the differences with the WP,

This impasse . cempelled us to the decislon to leave the
~party unless in the coming weeks we can see any sign that we can
reasonably consider as & move on the mrt of the majority to-
ward resuming unity negotiations, We communicated.thls deci-
sion to the majority in a letter dated January 26, a copy of
whichwe enclose. ' o :

Since then we have recelved the ES resolution and have been
informed by the majority leaders that they accept "the specific
recommendations" of that resolution, We have glven careful con-
sideration to the one aspect in which the ES wesolution does ap-
pear to differ from the SWP plenum resolution. The latter, as
we have already explained, rejected all our proposals for ap-
proaching the WP to organize the discussion - joint discussions,
‘joint discussion bulletins, jolnt membership meetings, etc. On
the other hand the ES resolution recommends to the SWP "that it
elaborate jointly with the WP leadershlp a programmed of ques-
tions to discuss; that it organize and pursue this discussion
in order to make clear just what degree of agreement actually
ex1sts between the two organizations." S

: We take it that the ES means that the SWP and WP leadership

jointly prepare the questions to_dlscuss, jolintly organize,
jointly pursue the dlscussion. If so, the ES is now proposing
essentlally the same types of joint agreements for expediting
the discussion that we @ oposed four months ago.

If the SWP majority leaders were to agree to such a plan of
work, we would consider 1t a step toward unity. For we are con-
fident that any real discussion of the differences between the
two parties would only serve to demonstrate the correctness of
“unity. On one declsive conditlon: that the SWP majority leader-
ship, in its meetings and arrangements with the WP, show serious
signs of a desire to "organize and pursue this discussion," In
a word, that the SWP majority does not merely send a representa-
tive to go through the formal motions of negotiating for a joint
1list of the questions to be discussed. The distinctlon between
sending a negotiator and actually negotlating such alist is a
very famlliar one to all of us, and we are sure that there will
be no difference of opinion between most of you and ourselves
concerning whether or not the SWP majority is actually negotla-~
ting or not. : ' - .

" We shall therefore awalt the results of the negotiatlions be-
"tween the SWP and the WP for organizing the discussion. If,
however, the SWP majority leaders fall actually to carry out the
" ES resolution'!s proposal that the SWP leadership "elaborate
jointly with the WP leadership" the questions to be discussed,
we shall carry out our decision to leave the party and joln the
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We know that the WP, which favgrs unlty, will make every ef-
fort to expedite the discussicn. It cannot succeed in doing so,

' however, unleas the SWP majority leaders make clear, as they
‘have not yet done, what they mean by the fqrmulas of their ple-

num resolution, particularly:

1. "Probing the differences to the bottem." .Does this mean
that there are differences or aspects of differences which are
unclear to them? In that case they must specify what 1s clear
to them and what is not. For example on the Russian question:
what '1s 1t they do not know about the WP position? Merely to
put down on a plece of papsr, "The Russian Question," may seem.
to be literally complying with the ES proposal to prepare a lis
‘of questions to be discussed, but obviously serves no -serlous

purpose of clarification.

2. "Erogrammatic agreement...It is clear that such a basis
fer unification does not exlst in the - esent instance." Dces
this mean that there can be no unity unless during the discus-
sion the WP abandons one or umore of its so-called progranmatlic
differencea? In that case there 13 no point to dlscussing at
all, since everyone knows the WP will maintain its political
positiona. 3Sut if the SWP majority does not require the WP to,
abardon any of its political posliticns as a precondition for
unity, then they should be ready to state ln advance that the
political dlfferences are competible with memhership in one par-
. ty. The political differcnces would still have to be dlscussed

‘but only to educate the membershlp after a decislon for unity.
The discussion preceding & decision on unity should, 1n all lo-
gle, be limlted to the only questions which remain relevant to
unity, namely the speclfic srganizstional guaranteeszdemanded
by the SWP majority to assure the unity of thc united party.
Until the SWP majority leaders answer the queat ion whether the
- political differences are compatible with membership in one
party, and until they answer 1t inthe affirmative, 1t ia point-
less to ask the WP leaders for organizational guarantees that
they will abide by party discipline. : v ‘

We hope that the SWP majority lenders, in formally accept-
ing the ES proposal for -organizing the discussion jointly with
the WP, will employ 1t for actually proceeding to a reconsidera-
tion of thelr previous course. Their past conduct permits. us
no optimism in this questlion, but we are ready to exhaust every
lagt possibility for unity. . :

We ask you to give to the arguments for unlty the considera-
tion which the ES, if we are to judge from 1ts resolution, d4id
not glve. -Your decision in this instance willl inevlably con=
stitute a major precedent for the future., “n every continent
today the question of uniting Trotskylst groups into a slingle
gection in one country lis posed. As we have atated in our pre-
vious letters, we do not ask you to order the SWP to unite with
the WP. It would not be deairable to Torce unity. Without



-24

wholehearted acceptance by a majority of the party membershlp,
‘the unity weuld not be long-lasting. What we ask is that you
recommend and urge unity. Such an expression of the public
npinion of the International may go far to open the eyes of the
best elements who have blindly accepted the SWF plenum resolu-
+tion. ' . '

With our warmest comradely greetings, : .

ALBERT GOLDMAN
FELIX MORROW
"for the SWP Minority

, STATEMENT OF THE FOLITICAL COMMITTEE OF THE
WORKERS PARTY ON THE RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE EUROPEAN SECRETARIAT
JANUARY 1946, ON THE SITUATION IN THE U.S.

Te All Delegates To The InternationalVPre~Conferenqe=
' To ALl Seotlons of the Fourth Internationals

~ The Political Cormittee of the Workers Party wishes to state
1ts opinion on the réselution adopted by the Furopean Seoretar-
“1at in January 1945, dealing with the unity negotiatlons between
the WP and the SWF in the United States. The leadership of the
Intornational and of all the sectlons and, for that matter,

. every member has the right to demand of the Workers Party a
frank and unambiguous expression of its viewsa on the question of
unitye. This we have given not only in numerous articles in the
publie press but ‘in resolutions formally adopted ty our National
Committee, in the exchange of correspondence with the SWP and
the Minority of the SWP and most recently in our comunication
te the European Executive Committee. The January 1946 resolu-
tion of the European Secretariat affords us an opportunity te

reiterate our views.

The reselution of the Europsan Secretariat 1s a shocking
document, which does violence to the o gram, to the tradition
and to the best interests of the Fourth International. We deem
1t necessary to appeal to the delegntes to the International
Pro~-Cenference and to all of the sections to regect this reso-
lution. <The reason for this appeal 1is indicated by all we have.
_written and done in the m st several months on the question of
" ghe unification of the WP and the SWp. 1t can be restated here

briefly: o » - | 90
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The Secretariat "recormmends to the leadership of the SWP
that i1t elaborate jointly with the WP leaderahip a 1ist of ques~
tions to Te discussed" etc. Ve want to emphasize rlght at the
outset, sn that there can be n» posslble-miaunderatanding, that
we are and have always been for the most thoroughgoing discussion
~ with the aWP on all theoretical and political questions that are

in diapute between u3s. We welcone such a discussion, whether 1t
s conducted in accordance with "a 11st" or not., We shall par-
ticipate in it, to the best of our ability, in order to make
clesr, again, just what our position ia on the questions in dls~-
pute and just wherein we differ with the poaitions of .the SWP.
As in previous discussions conducted in the press,of*thektwogorf

ganizations, thils new one will once more make clear not only ‘s T

wherein we differ but also the fpamework of our agreement.

But if such a discussicn 13 a1l that the resolution of the

ES means, ncmely, & publlic d’acussion between two political or-
ganizaiions - whether arran~e¢d jointly or not - 1t means nothing
more than has been taxing piuce for the past six years. In’
other wordad, such a debats ouviously need have no more relation-
ship to the questlion of unity today than it has had in the past
six vears during which it was carried out. In other words, the
ES proposes to do nothing and change nothing in the disoussions
‘that have heen carrled on through the public mress of the two
organizaliona since the split 1n 1040, %he declslon agop;ed by
the P91§t10a1 Cormittee of tue SWP for the purpose of "“imple-
, menfiag" the resolution of the European‘SQOretariat shows that

thi- a-d nothing else is mecisely the meaning that ls given to
the resolution. ‘ ' : ' B ‘

11

What is the responsibllity of the ES In the situation that
has daveloped in the Unlted States? To glve instructions? Ob-
viously not. “But it has the duty of expressing an opinion on
the desirablllity, possibility cnd permisaibllley of a fusion of
tne two organizatlions in this country. ‘e regretfully estab-
1ish that the ES has completely evaded tnls raspongibilitye. We
an -ot deny for a moment that there are many comrades in the
F-u-uh International who are not informed, cr not gufficiently
1n<ormed, of the nature and extent of the diffcrencos between -
ths WP on the one side and the SWP and other sections of the
Ir.5srnational on the other side. We remain &t the disposal of
those comrades and are anlways prepared to olucidate our posi-
ti-n to them., However, the ES cannot ¢laim to number 1tsclf
amcng these comrades any more than the leadership of the SWI
can make this claims

For six years the leadership of the SWP hos attacked our
point of view on controversial questlons, a8 ts its full right,
in innumerable articles in the press and speeches from the
platforme Is it possible to assums that these abtncks upon our
positlon wore made by the SWEP withont rn olear aud adequate kuow=

L
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ledgé of what our position 1a? -Is 1t not perfectly clear to all
comrades that these sttacks could not have been made without
their authora having & clear idea of "just vhat Cegree of ogree-
ment actually exists between the two organizations” (to quote
from the resclution of the E3) es well as just what degree of

. disagreement exists between us? ’

. We repeat that undoubtedly thesre are many comrades in the
International who require another Aiscuasion between the SVP
and the WP before they can express an opinion on the question of
unity. But what will such a discussion bring o the SWP leader-
‘ship or, for that matter, to our Workers Party that both of us
.do not already know? That is %he question. Is-:the ES unable to
express an -opinion on the cucstion of unity in the UniteA States
because Lt, the ES, does not .now "just what degree of agreement
actually exists between the 4o organizations“, couse it does
not know just what the nature and extent of the Alfferences are?
Under no circumstances casn we make this assumiption. In 1lts own
resolution of Jenuary 1946 the "ES takes note of the fact that
% % % the WP has been consolidated on such political positlons
‘as the question of the USSE, the defense of Chins and Indla,
the national questton in Hurope, the existence and role of the .
Fourth International during the war, &as well ns the conception
‘of the internnl regime and of the functioning of the revolution-
ary party % ¥ %,% TWe muss thereforc assume thot the ES tco knows
what our position 1s on the questions in dlapute, Yet 1t evadcs
its responsibility in expressing an opinion on whether or not,
given the differences that are known to all of thc leading com-
rodes, these ere compatible with merbership in & unilted sectlon
of the Fourth Internationsl. Before it cun express =n opinion
on this fundamental question, the ES requirss another discusasion
- of our point of vicw. Toward what ¢nd?  In order to find out
what our point of view 1s? But it already knows our polnt of
view. Vhat 1§ supposed to be added to thc knowledge and informa-
tion of the European Secretariat by a further discussion? We .
emphasi ze ocgaln and again that we welcome such a dlscussion and
shall participate In it fully but in such a dlscussion we will
- only be able to repect what ve have beon saylng for the past few
yoors; we will only be able to stote once more those posltions
with which the ES, like the lcadership of the SWP 1s sufficiently
acquainted. More than theot we shall be unable to centribute to.
the discussion; more than that the SWP will be unable to contri-

bute to the discussicn.

The resolution of the ES 1s on 1lnexcusable evasion of re-
- gsponsibility. Consclously or not, 1t is a diplomatic document
‘written nbout o question where diplomacy 13 entirely out of place.

A III.

Our conceptinn of the basis for unity hns been stated by us
g0 often that it reguires no claborate restatoment hero. Ve '
stand upon the foundation of the principles of revolutionary Marx-
~ ism and the program of the Fourth Internotional, On thosc ques-
‘tions where therc are diffcrcnces betwcen us, Vo hold firmly to



the view that our position, no legs than that of the SWP, is com~
patible with membership in a united revolntionary party and in-
ternational. We do net demand as a pre-condition for unity that
the SWP nr the International e3opt our position on the Russian
question, for example, no more than we would accede to any ulti-
matun that we abandon our position on the Russian question. To
approach the problem of unity in the United States on the basis
~ that complete theoretical and political agreement on all -ques-
¢iona is the pre-condition of unity is to glve privileged rights
to the Zinovievist conception of a monolithic party and a mono=
11thic international. That conceptlrn, carried to its conclu-
sion by Stalinism helped destroy the Communist International,
We want to resist even the slightest sign of such a concepticn
in the Fourth International. If that is not the conception of
the ES and of the other leading camrades of the International -
and we prefer to belleve that 1t is not -~ the resolution of the
'ES has no meaning. A discussion of those differences that do
. exist would take place best in the ranks of a united party and In
"a mormal manner in accordance with the practices of democratic -

centradlam.

" If the public opiinion of the International, which is aware.
of our political position and our political differences, does
not expresa itself in favor of unification in the United States,
the only conclusion that can be drawn is that we are excluded
from the Fourth Internationzl because of our differences, But
if that is so in our case today, jt-will inevitably be so in the
cnse of other comrades and other groups tomorrow. Ir we are not
fncluded in the International because of our views, the others,
tomorrow, will be excluded from the International for their views,
If o clear-cut position is not taken with regard to our proposal -
for unity -in the Unlted Stotes today, there 1s nothing to prevent
the excluaion from the International of the IKD, for example,
tomorrow - the IKD which has already been excluded de facto by
the leadership of the SWP. What applies to the IKD tomorrow
may very well apply to other groups the day after - the Spanish
group lead by Comrade Munis, the minority in the French party, )

the minority in the Belgium party, etc,

' We nsk every comrade of the Fourth International to glve
the greatest attention and weight to this question:

For years the international Left Opposition, led by Comrade
Trotsky, repeatedly demanded of the leadership of the Stalintern
that the Trotskyist tendency and movement be restorcd to full
membership and rights in the international. This demand was not
a demagogical appecl. It corresponced to our fundamental con=_
-coption:of the party. It was made continuously, up to 1933, In
those days we denounced mercilessly the refusal of the lecndership
of tho international to heed the appeal of the International

Left Ogposition.

You knéw the deep theoretical andvpolitical differences that
divided our movement from the leadership of the Stalintern up
to 1933, You know also the differences that divide us fronm the
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SWP and from other sectiona of the Fourth Internatlosn,. Vie ask
every comrade to answer this .question: Are the differences that
geparats the WP and the S%P, both of which stand upon the basic
principles of Marxism and the Feurth International, greater than
. or even as great as, the differences that Aivided Trotskyism and
Stalinism up to 1933% Do you conslder that there was a greater
possibility of justification for being in the same united party
of the Stalinists of those days than there is, today, for the '
two tendencies represented by the WP and the SWP belng in the seme
united party of the Fourth International?

. These, comrades, are the real questions that are posed be-
‘fore you. There should be no delay in answering them. A false
answer can have only dlsastrous effects for the future of our In-

‘ternational.
iv.

We wish in thls appeal to you to deal with only one more
pointe. We understand that some comrades have been led to conclude
that our proposal for unity with the SWP is only a “maneuver".
Let those comrades understand fully just what our "maneuver" has
been. From the very beginning of the discussion with the SVWP on
this question, wvwe of fered to acknowledge that they would have the
ma jority of the leadership of the united party; to aclknowledge
that they would have control of the party press and of all the
public activitles of the perty; to acknowledge that, glven our
democratic righta inside the united party, we would be bound by
party discipline in 0ll public activities. We offered to dis- .
solve our party; to give up our independent newspaper, theoretical
review and public activities; to give up 2ll independent public
activities in the class struggle. Ve demanded at first only an
educational internnl bulletin of our own tendency inside of the
united party. Upon the urging of the Minorlty of the SVT which
has also sought to remove all obastacles to the unity, real or
Imaginery, we sbandoned even this demand .and confineé ourselves
"to proposing a mutual recognition only of the richt of a minority
to issue such a bulletin for {nternal use in the party. This
13 what our "maneuver" hns consisted of. We venture to say that
never in the history of our movement has o group been prepared to
moke so mony concessions, and concess fons of such a nature, for
the purpose of ncnleving unity with another group. If our pro-
posals were nothing but a tphneuver", all that the SWP had to do
to explode it was to say: "o nccept these conditions and we
ope for the unificationl" If we were engaged only lm a maneuver,
and. 1f the SWP leadership were in any way serious about the uni-
ficntion we would thercby stand exposed as completely Aisgcredite?
people. But what huas actunlly been discredited 1s. the nnweethy
mancuvering and unworthy diplomacy of the leaderahip of the SWP.

¥ % K

'
Weo reiterate to you our request for arfiliatlion ﬁﬂﬁe in our
io ro-

preccding letter to the International Ire-Couferancos ‘%
, : ' =1



-29

‘Ltornto to you our propdsal £or the unification of the movement
on the basis we have indicated. The accomplishmont of the uni-
fication requires, among other things, the rejection of thc re-
~ solution of the European Secretariet. It requires the adoption
by the Internstionel Fre~Confcrencc and by all the sections of

-a.resolution which will seryve, {o bring to bear the public opinion

of the Internatlonul upon the leadership and membership of the
SWP in the United States 1n such a manner as will really promote
the movement for unity herc and the establishment of a powerful

section of the Fourth International.
aWith best Party grootings,
POLITICAL COthTTEE, WORKERS PARTY

Max Shachtman
¥ational Secretary
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LETTER FROM MAX SHACETHMAN TO ALBERT GOLDMAN.
: November 3, 1945 '
Dear Albert: :

: [ 3

This 1s the first opportunity I have had to reply to your
letters. HOwever, the delay is not so bad, because in the last
few days I have not only had s chance to see quite e number of
comrades and discuss with them all the questlons connected with
the unity problem, but 2] so the chance to give more thought to
the problem myself. I think it i1s a good deal clearer, more con-
crete, in my mind than before. :

Your idea to take advantage of the SWP's Russian Revolution
meetings to distribute a speclal leaflet on thequestion of unlty
was a good one. The only trouble is that it has proved to be un-
feagible technically. To éistribute a 1ittle ome-page leaflet =
. would be fruitless sniping and would heordly make an Impression.

To write the kind of leaflet that would have an effect - one glv-
ing the detaila of the situstion, of the ncegotlations, of our
point of view, etc. - would req: ire more time then I have had in
the past week, and I am afraid that by the time I got around to
writing 1t, having it mimeographed, and sent out to the branches
everywhere, we would be closcr to the Lenin meetings than to the
November 7+h meetings. The best substitute under the dircumstan~
ces is to do what, it spoesrs from a letter I just received from
- Ferguson, you decided to do in Chiecago,that 1s, make ¢ speclal
dlstribution of the documents that hove already been published

in L§bor Actlon and the Wew International. Ve will Ao that in
New York aswell. DBesides, there will be more thuan one exccllent
opportunity in the future to bring all the facts before the mem-
bership and the symm thlzling circle of the SWP, Cannon has not
headl the last of this business, but only the first. Ve will make
his ears ring with it before long. .

The other idea is bven better and above all it Ls feasible.
It can be Aone immediately. I have Alscussed 1t with Fellx and
with Osear and both aro agreed. It ®ives us an opportunity to do
two things at once: 1) to clear up,_once more,the quostion of our
position on the tendency bulletin, There will be no difficulty on
that so far as we are conccrncd. For our part, we had never de-
cided in advance that the morning after the fuslon was c onsurmated
we would appear with a bulletin of our own. I even made that
clear at thc very first New York WP membership mnecting at which
the fusion question was reported on, ‘e Informed the SVP negot-
1ators of our demamd in order to sec how they would react to 1it,
and you knw the results. Our monolithists prfessed themselves
to be "shocked" at our proposal, <hls very profession was eunough
for us. You will note, by the way, that in our last letter to
the SWP, mimeogfaphed copy of which I «n enclosing to you, we
" speak plajnly of the failure of tho Plenum resolution to deal
with the ‘'positlon of the SWP on tlc rigkt of a minority in a N
revolutionary Marxist pzrty . to lssue o tulletin of its own tend-
ency inside the = rty. Our reply to your lotter on the subject
will permit us to rcitercte our view agcln, and tomake 1t as
“elesr as any human being would wish. '2) to ostablish yourselves
more plainly ns an "autonomous" group. I agroe euthusianstienlly
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with the form in vhich you make the proposal. Thet is, the let-
ter should be sddressed formally tc thg WP over the formal alg-
nature of the Minority Group, S.9.F., mr the four NC members,
{B,G,i an3 W). A copy should bes sent to the SWP, Our reply
" should be just as formally adéresczed tc your group, alse a cc

to the SWP. UNaturclly, this is nout a,no%ﬁhl proceéure& -Let.ggé

formalists sag and do whet thor will abeut it.. it will show that
the Minority Group is ol rezdy acting 28 an sutonomous, if not an

independent, group and that it zconslders the clarification of the
unity question to be rore important then the formal (i.e. in this
case, the faction) disciplinec of theCannonites. It will also
‘proparo the ground for what 1 deem to be the indicnted next steps,

What sre these stem ? I bolieve they are indlcated by two
documents that have already been written. One, is tine statement
of thd Minority to the Plenum. It starts out with ths statement
that the Cannon resolution is designed to prevent unity. It ends
up with the statement that the responsibility for the breaking
off of the unity negotiatiops will fall entirely on thc shoulders
of the Cannonites, Nothing eculd be clearer, so far as the Min-
ority is concerned. Two, is the letter we have just sent to the
SWP in reply to its Plenum resolution. You are probably aware
of the fanct that Cannon sent us the resolution with nothing more
than a sentence, in his covering letter, to infom us that the
resolution wrs enclosed - fhat's fll, nothing morel :

I am sorry that there didn't agpenr tc be enough time to
consult with you about osur letter, ut I dowed the whole text
to Fellx and Daniel and they agreed with it in 1ts entirety;

-whereupon, with the approval of our PC, we sent it off. (En
passant, 1t 1s intercsting to note that Johnson voted ngainst
the sentence which spezks of the right of any minority in a rev-
olutionary Marxist party to publish n bulletin of its own tend-
ency inside the party! Understond that if you cant) But to re-

- sume:

This letter of ours, as is clear, is calculoted to give the
. SWP its final opportunity to clarify its positinn, I have not
the slightest doubt about the contents of its reply. Yhat no-
body and nothing wis rble to do in the mst, this last letter of
ours will not succeed in doing. Cannon wiid rceply (I anm nssuwlng
that he answers us) with n repetition of thc same old "clever
ambiguitics which leave everything where 3t vns before. V:'Jith
this difference: We will not reply in the same old way. We will
be unable any longer to allow the Cannonites to rmaintnin the
farce. Upon receipt of thsir reply, we will reply in turn with
a last letter. In 1t, we will establish the following facts: It
was the Minority group that initlated the idea of unity; 1t was
the Cannon group which resisted it and condemmed it. We of the
WP then took up the question of unity and presented entirely
reasonagble yrcposals for consumating 1t. This too was resisted,
not frontally this time but in a cowardly and deceptlve way, Vie
made every effort to give the Cannonites the oprortunity to make
their position honorably and honestly clear, Even though they -
daid not take the opportunity, the fact is now patent to all that
they are opposed to unity. Thelr opposition to unlty 1s based
- ' | - 917




on their genception of the prty. It 1s the. conception of mono-
11thism, which is alien to the conception of demooratioc central-~
ism and therefore to our anception. They are conceyned only, or
primardily, with the maintenance of the SWP only as a formal name
far the Cannon faction; hence t¥aip opposition to the unity pro-
‘poaala of the Minority and the P, %e record that the failure of
gnlty‘rests upon thelr shoulder: and theirs alone. Ye will noti-
, the radical public and the other grours accordin and we -
wzil invite thepintervention of the Sther (foreig;)gégéupgdagainst
‘the mono}ithism of the Cannonite faction. To all intents and .pur-
poses, the unity negotiations are at an end so far as we are con-
cerne d. Tge SWP may confinue §111 doomsday to take the position
that it 1s "investigating and Woxploring" the unity question at a
_time when in actuallty and in the eyes of all it is sabotaging it.
We refuse to be a rty,to this deception_(there hag been enough -
of this kind of "clever" diplomacy snd 'maneuvering in the movemet
to last it for another century.) : - o
So fap sa "political dlscussions" end 'probing to the depth of
the aifferences" is concerncd, we are for it. But there is dis-
cusd. on and dimcussion.. We wantod a discussiop In,order to
smooth the road to unity. The Cannonites "want" a "3iscussion
only as a substitute for unity and as a cloak for their sabotage
of unity. We will nevertheless engage in a dlscusson with them
in our press. But suchze disqusslon has mothing to Ao with the
a1 estlon of unity. It is the kind of political debate that takes
pbace (or should take plage) between politically divergent org-
anizatlons akt all times, each defending its views and polemlzing
~against the viewsof the other. Vo have had such a discussion with
the SWP (if o monologue - which is what it was two times out of -
three — can be called a discussion) for the past five and a half
years and are wepared, if necessary, to continue it for another
fivo anrd a half years. But no fakesl We will not label such a
dlscussion a 'preparstion for unity , and contribute to the fraud
that by it the SWP is moving toward, or honestly taking up the

‘questlon of unitye.

. That (the ideas, not the exact wording) will be our final
reply. S .

Now, what, in my opinion, should fhe Minority then do? It
should isgue a formal statement, signed by the leaders of the -

group, containing the fallowing:

o It gives briefly an account »f the history nf its fight _
in the SWP, It ahows how many times 1t bhent over backwvard in ord-
ar to avert the kind of factional fighting that Cannon always
aeeks to force a serious opposition to engage inga It shows how¥
it was even prem red to sign the "peace pact,“ etc. It shows how
1t took the initiative in the unity question.and tells, frankly,
how 1t worked together with the WP to athieve unity. It tells
the story of how the Cannonites sabotaged the unity proceeAings
and how hypocritically they sabobaged them (a1ong the lines of
Felix}s excellent remarka at a membership meeting on the two
1ines"). It ndds that the positlon of the WP on the questlon was,
in sum, unexceptionable. It concludes with this:.The Cannonites
have reduced the S¥F tH a monolithic organization in flagrant
npposition to the whole struggle and tradition of Leninism and

F(insert) 1t shows how 1t contented itself'with amenﬁmonta.in
order tn avert a situation such as counter-resolutlons always,

_or nften, create, 9‘8
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Trotskylem. The SVP 1s a faction, the Cannon faction, Ve, the
Minority, ere opposed to the root to its conception of the role
and the inner relations of a Marxist party. Wie are leaving the
'SWP and joining the WP. DBut we do not for a moment consider our
action a "split". Ve are leaving & faction, a 'party’ which the
Cannonites have requced to a faction, to a monolithic factlon. Ve
are uniting with the WP which has our conception of the role and
pelations of a Marxian party. Nor do we for a moment consider
our action to.be based on an lorganizational Alfference. The
 Qquestion of the concept of the party is not an or anjzational
question, it is a political question. On that political question,
there is a gulf between Bolshevism anc Menshevism. On that
political questlion, there was and still 1s the striggle between
Trotsky and the Stalinlsts. On that political question, there is
an irreconcilable rift between us, who stand for Trotsky's and
Lenin's position, ani the Cannonites, who stand somewhere between
Zinovievism and Stalinism. We (1t is still the Minority speaking)
warn ever¥body against continuing to fall into this clever tra

of Cannon's, of Cannon who tries to minimize (to 'vagatellize"
"the vital and overwhelmingly important golitical aqiestion of the
Bolshevik concegtion of the porty by referring to it only as an
"organizational” question, as 1f to say that it has nothing to

do with politics and that, consequently, political positions and
aligmments ¢annot be taken on the basis of it. We do not deny
that on some other political questions we agree with the Cannon-
1tes and Aisagree with the WP, just as on other political ques-
tions the reverse 1s true. But we are not taking our action (of
joining with the WP) because of these political dlsagreements we

Sn———

have with the Cannonites. We have taken the positlion that such
political dlsagreements_as we have with the Canncnites (democrat-
ic slogans, defense of Russial etc.) ané even the political dis-
agreements that the WP has with the SVP, are compatlble with
membership in a revolutlonary party. That has been demonstrateéd
~in the past of the movement; 1t 1s proved by the polltical com-
position of the VP, What these dlsagreements argc incompatible
with, is a monolithic party, i.e. the Cannon faction. We posed
" the question of unity not only because 1t was desirable and
possible (possible, 1f. the Cannonites had acted as genuine Trot-
skylists and not Zinovievists) but also because the position taken
on unity was a test of the posi tion taken on the kind of party we
want and we belleve necessary. Vith nll our misgivings about the
Cannonites, we were prepared to do everything legltimate to help
them pass.this test ané thus give the American movement a new
gtart. But they have not passed the test., They want a monolithlo
foction, & Zinovievist-Stalinlst party. Ve do note. We unite with
those who are for unity; we unite with those who want to build
and are bullding the kind of party that must be buillt In this
country amd everywhere else. We do not want to conceal the fact
that we have some political differences with the of ficial position
of the WP, But these a&ifferenccs oan be fully and freely dis-
cussed and settled within the WP precisely because 1t is not
bnsed on a monolithic conception but on the conception our move—
ment has always upheld. BEtc., etc., ctce ]

(From the above, you will sce that I Ao not agrec with the
eriticism of the German comrades, or rather, that if 1 do agree
with it, it is not with that part of the criticism thatims to
do with the policies that must now be followed. To talk about
the Minority now working out u Tpuliticul platgorn” Mof At own" ,
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i1s, in my oplnlon, absurd, artificlal =nd downright misleading. If
the Minority had a dozen such “"pollitical platforms" it wnuld mnot
change the situation and the problem fundamentally., Such a

. platform would be (1) no argument for breaking froem the SWP, in-
asmuch as we contend that "differences are compatible"; and (2)
no argument against joining the WP, unless one has the conception
that the SWP enjoxs sane sort of different status, a different
official "“quality" from the WP, a conception that falls Aown with
those who contend that the two groups are to be regarded equadly
as tendencies of the 4th between which everyone 1s freely entltled
to make his choice.) . :

Such a statement as 4+ outlined means a breakﬁ of course;
in fact, it says so in so many words., It means a "short" pers-
pective for the Minority. It means not walting for the conventicn,
etc., etc. I am convinced, however, that it 1s correct. And
for these reasons: E -

Nothing more can or will happen up 4o the (unconvoked) con-
vention or after 1t that can in ang way be expectgd to change the
situation or to make it clearer. annon has the perfect' for-
mula for stalling; it 1s as good tomorrow as it is today. It
will not be more invalid, more nssailable tomorrow than it is al-
ready (or than it will be by the time we have sent our final
answer to their reply to our recent letter), All that is re~
quired to serve as & basis for o definitive sction by the Minori-
ty is already at hand; bpothing (nqthing,of Importance)- can or
will be added to it. ‘

Second, and as a conseqence, there 1s nothing you can glve
to your group as a perspective. You ccnnot say: We Aon't join
the WP now, but we do joln it if.,. if... if... If what? If
Cannon does what? If he "rejects" unity? He will do that in
1950, but not before. If he-dlsallows fraternization with the
ViP? \ihy should he? Then what? The only thing you can really do
1s to Mcreate" a "3disciplinary situation." ‘well, I am not against
a ruse in politics. But in this case, it seems to be unnecessary.
Wihat 1s more, it will impress everybody with its artificlallity.
The "wlse" ones will say: <That was cooked up; 1t was just a pre-
text; why 413 they need 1t% I add my volce to theirs: \Vhy? .
Isn't such ¢ forthright, honorable an® honest, politically-correct
and polltically-unassallable declaratlon as 1 suggest zbove quite
sufficlent? : ‘ :

Third, if the "split" is dragged out indefinitely, or held
up for some unknown Aate (unknown and unknowable), what will
happen meanwhile In the group? It will be heavily threatened by
disintegration, for the rensons given in the nbove two paragraphs.
Hold back in order to yin Archie? A fine comrade, I'd llke to
have him. But you can't base A policy on him. liy own opinion
is that he 1s as good ng lost now; 1t is too late to win him,

" A11 he can Ao (and does) 1n the Minority now is to delay 1t an=-
other few wecks or months. You are chesing after 2 car that is
gone. On the other hand, this policy of chasing after n car that
is gone will produce (1s produciugt) the greatest impatlence and
even demoralization amoug canrades who arc not one whit inferior,
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from any standpoint, to Archle. I keep urgin patience upon them,
wut + know that they arc ot lesst 956 right. In bectween Arohio
and them, is a group of unccrtain comraces. To continue the

‘W ong" perspective means only (all my experience Aictates this
conclusion) to keep them uncertain, bui not to win them. A man
‘who is fed uncertalnty for too long o time will not suddenly
change to another dlet. I Think they can be won, but only if o
clear explanstion is given to them (your letter to X is a good

thing and should be f61lowed up avery other day, so to speak, with-

gimilar and stronger letters) amd only if a mllitant determina-
tion is shown them by the leaders. :

D) | . , :
Fourth, am along the same line. The "worst" happens, let
us say. Cannon will shout himself blue in the fnce: ILook, they
split, but we have Archle and Bayonne, the proletarians. Vlho
will pay the slightest attention to this demagoguc? Nobody, not
even the Cannonites. Why? Becouse everybody, {nside and outside
the party, inside snd outside the country, will say: VWhere is
this Bayonne? Never heard of 1tL Vho is this Archie? Fine com-
rade, no doubt, but who $s he? Cannon will shout? They only.
took 38 or 8 people instead of 47!\ Everyone will laugh at him.
Everyone will say: Goldman and Morrow and Williams and Bennett
anA thelr followers (Lif they arc five or f£1Ve hundredl) have
broken with Cannont Thet's what will stand out in the mind of
everybody in New York, Chicago, Los Kngeles, Mexico City, London,
Paris and Rome. And what is more, I am convinced that when the
showdown comes, and "those four" act in concert, thelr followers,
confronted with an action, with the uanpostponable actual choice,
and not merely with a general and vague ﬁiscussiin about perspec-
tive, will more likely numbcr 38 instcad of 8., f you simply
fall into the "split" or are "forcea" into it the number 1s more

likely to be reversed.

: Fifth, the "Ipternational®™. What will the other sections
say? Will they condemn the Minority for joining the WP? Polltle=-
ally imposslible, unless they are biological iAlots. You will.
write them in deteil; you will present your case rcsolutely.
You will show how Cannon floutcAd the International, how he ig-
nored 1t, how 1t never even occurred to him to invoke their aid
and counsel in the unity questlon, hoéw he reduced the IS to a
vestpocket nail-file of his own and made impossible the function~
i1ng of the clected Executive, the eclected Sceretoriat, or the ‘
elected Secrectary. Any critic should be agked - belligerently, 1f
you please = why you cannot work for unity just as well as a
member of the VWP, which has 2 flawless record on the question, as
you could as a member of the Cannon faction party. I think the
' International™ needs an added jolt about “Yannon and Co., some-
thing to jerk them up {n thelr scnts and moke them take noticec «
and action - agninst this imposter-in-lMarxism. The course 1 sug-

gest will be just such a nceessary jolt.

%o % % %

& A last point. Iy dtscussion with Fellix and Daniel, the

quest ion arose Rf a ‘joint membershlp Aiscussion (Minority and
WP) . The more think of 1t, the better I 1ike the iden which
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{2 I remeubcr rightly) Felix wis the onc to put forward tenta-
tively. It is this: The ¥incrity cnlls a ctucus mecting, invite~
irg all SWP membcrs to attend, +nd inviting a represcntative of
the WF to come down to address 1t in-order %o give hls positlon
_on the unity questlon In dstail and in order to smbmit himself to
questioning from the audience. Fellx should be chalrmen, to
give sdded "Minority-Group-Autonimy" imprint to the meeting.
Why not propose thls at the New York cnucus meeting? . Archie ob~
jects? All right, he is asked: Why do you object? You have -
a number of criticel positions on the VP. All right, face 1its
repredentative with.your position an? your questions! It will be
our meeting! .Let Shachtman answor your questions and state his
views! If Archie continues to object - vote! If the motion car-
ries, I am invitedt The Carmonite runks arc informed and in-
vited to attend. Whnt will Csonnon say? Thet's ny last worry!
What will he do to the Minurity? That should be your last worry.
The Minority is, in actuali®y, an sutonomous group, 1f not fully
-independent. It ccts that way in actuality in its dealings with
the WP (and in 1ts actual attitude toward the SWP). Why not do
it more and more openly? :

I am mceting with Felix, Daniel, Oscar and others this
Thursday night. will puf forward these ideas to them and sce
what they say abcout them. keanwhlle, I am very anxious of course
to hear your rcsction. . To prepure Fellx for Thursday's dlscus-
gsion, I am sending him a copy of thils lotter. ' :

With warmest personal regnrdé,»

M.S.

LETTER FROM MAX SHACHTMAN TO ALBERT GOLDMAN
" Januvary 10, 1946,

Dear Albert:

This afternoon I finished a long session with Felix in
which we arrived, I think, at the clenrest, flrmest 2nd most
satisfactory agrcement we hove ever mede. ‘I hopc that after Fellx
and I have presented our concluslons to you, you will give equal~-
ly firm support to them. I owe you a. long letter, but I want
this onc to get to you cs quickly as possiblc, and I shall therc-
fore moke thesec notes as brief =s 1 cnn.

We agreoed, when you verc here, O the issunnco of the
joint statement nt the beginning of the new year or in the nmiddle
Sf this month. The closer we get to the Aay when the “statement
should be mnde public, the greater and clearer are the doubts ex-
pressed about 1t. They are expressed by such-a good friend as R.,
By-Felix and - this is not cntirely nevw to you - by mysolf as welle.
This afternson, Felix gave a serles of reasons why the pollcy, so
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to speak, of the joint statement 4 wrong and harmful and they
are both cogent and lmpressive. (1) The Minority has formelly
committed itself to Aoing cne of two things in the event cf 2
Cannonite prohibitlon agalust voen collasbrration betwsen it and
the WF: elther it will sblde L~ the Cannonite declsimm cr it will
leave the part%. The Cannonite IC has cAopted such a prchibitinn.
The Minority, DY i1ssuing the jclat stitement with the WY, neither
abldes by the formal party decision nor Aoes {t leave the party..
(2) The decision to lssue the joint statement i3 preiicated, at
least 99%, on the idea that Cannon will follow its publication
by taking Aiscipllnary measures agalnst the ¥inority. Cannon has
known for some time, and if he diA not kmow, ths Germans and
Jeffries made it clear to him, that the lMinority prefers to take
a series of steps which will oblige hin to expel 1ts supporters.
Vhat, however, if Cannon is possessed of normal shrewdness and
says: "Your joint statement 1s only one of a series of provocas=
tions. I do not intend to nccomnodate you in your tactics.
There will be no suspension or expuls ion--at most, A censure.
Now, comrades, just what 1s the next in your gseries of irrespons-
ible provocations?" In my oplnion, thnt 1s the greater likell-
hood . What does the Minority do then? It hes to "figure out"
~gome a’ditlinonal steps which will arive Cannon tn decisive organi-
zational measures against it. It then becomes clear not enly to
" the entire 8P and to the entire WP and to the entlre Interna-
tional, but also to all the redical sympathizers that the course
followed by the Minorlty was sne of a series of provocations;
that it did not have the courage of its convictlons (namely,
the conviction that its rlace is really in the WP - an opinion
that everybody attributes,.and rightly, to the Minority), and
that it sought to place the responsibility for its vvn political
step on the shoulders of Cannon; &nd that the onus for the ln-
evitable Aivision falls not on the Oannonites but on the trans-
parent maneuverings of the Mincrity. If, after 2 gseries of such
npen violations of party discipline, Caunncn finally decides on 2
suspensicn or expulsion, at lenst half the advantages of the
union between the Minerity ard the WP will go lost in the eyes of
the sympethlizers, of the SV/P members and perhaps, above 2ll, in
the eyes of the Internatimnal. Everyene will says Mjell, say
what you will, Cannon cauldn!t very well act Aaifferently. The
Minnrity forced him into 1t. Etc., etc,' I wrote you o few
months ago aleng the same llnc, as you will recall. YNow my
opinion 1s shared by many other comrades, eapecially as ‘they see
the date for the issuance of the statement staring them in -the
face. Felix feels esp ecially keenly abeut 1t. Sc¢ Ares R. Sn
dmes K. 56 dn nthers. Meanwhile, the groub tn New York is in 2
stnte of complete apathy, disorientation, uncertainty, utter dis-
guat with the SWF, and a growing feeling thnt the joint statement
fdea is simply a device - and not too good a device - fer a
backhanded way of breaking with the Chmnnnltes; they hope 1t
will work and ... fear thot 1t won't work. I £AA to their feel-
ing the conviction that even 1f 1t does "work" 1t will not re-
dound to our credit. -

Altcernative? An-nlternatiye is absolutely essential. More
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and mere comrades, at least here in New York, want out en? want
sut badly. This group nov inglutes Fellx, and that is most signl-
f1oant end impertant. "I urderztend this reaction to the full.
There is absolutely no party work for these comrades to engage in.
~now. Sniping at Cannon for thias or that reason, is no substitute

fnr party work. It danes not even make up a real factlonal fight.
. There is nothing for the comrades to do in the fom of party work.
How can they possibly get interested in 1t when they know that
thelr whole future, beginning tomorrow, or if not tomorrow than
a week or a month from now, lies with the WP? S

Ope alternative suggested, by R., is this: the joint state-
ment 13 nnat issued. We walit until after the pre-conference
abroad. Inasmch as it cen pretty safely be foretold that the
pesolution on <che American question will be less than satisfactory
(short of a miracle), the Minority then 1ssves & statement saying,
in effect: the European comrades 40 not understand the situation;
their resolution is unsatisfactory; we do not blame them, they
aimply do not know what 1s cgtually teking place here; we find
agraelves obliged, consequently, to leave the SWP and to join the

At first, Fellx was atrongly in favor of this alternative.
- It Aia not take too lcng te show that this slternative 1s, if any-
thing, a paorer solution ol %the rroblem than the "joilnt statement
policy." First of ell, 15 iIs c¢sremely baf to break with Cannon
not on the basis of sometlhiing that happened or was decided here
but on the basis of what wrs decided by the International, so to -
apeak. Cannan cen easl ly crgue, in such a cass, that the Minori-
ty brake not with him but with the International; that 1t re-
fused ts ablde not by his decisien and his discipline but by the
decislion and Alscipline of the International. And that 13 how
guch a step would actually appear en the surface. Secondly, there
1s absmlutely nn assurance that the nre-conference will take place
on schedule. It has zlready been postponed once; there 1s ad
much reasan teo belleve that it will be postponed again as not,
After all, there are good objective grounds for a postponement,
nll nther considerations aside. To date, not 2 single resolutlon
has been presented, at least not in this country. The delegates
~will come there cold. Some pre-conference’ Besides, there has
been an increasingly conciliatory attitude in the sections toward
the WP (which is the common future both of us and of you) . If
you pull out after a decision by the international, which will
probably say In so many words that you shoul? remain inside the
8WP, 1t will be construed as an action against the International
by you which was prompted by us, which woul® retard the slow but
important improvement in our relotions with the other sections. -

. There 1g another alternative, one 1 put forward and which
Felix firmly agrees to follow. Immedistely, the Minorlty lssues
o statement of its own. In it, It says: ‘e have fought for a
long time fer unity. Here is the record. Cannon is absolutely
against 1t, as the record shews. We and the WP are for 1t. The
WP was ready to go to the most extreme lenghts to achieve 1t..
Now we summarize. We ackuowledge frankly that there is no lmme-
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ajate prospect of winning the SUP to the ldea, for Caunon has
Anne a gcod job of poisoning the wmembership. ¥e are confronteAd
with a choice; one, stay in thz SwFP and contlnue 8 fight. Glven
the Cannon regime, 1t can only oe a disruptive as well as a futlle
fight (for the next period). e ere not interested in élsrupt-
ing the SWP, nor éo we seek to cestroy it. Everything we want 1s
embraced in the word unity. The other cholce 18 iolning the WP,
That we are hereby doing. We have already declared thet we are
closer to the WP than to the SWP (l.e., Cannon) » The WF's posi-
. gion for unity brings Uus even more close together. ‘le are revolu-
tionists who 4o not want for too long to substitute the factionnl
struggle for participation in the class struggle for the purpose
of bullding the Protskyist movement. Ve canrot Ao any effective
work along that line as things shand now in the SuP, Ve can do
guch work in the VP. If there was oniy ons Trotskylst perty,
we would absolutely oppose a breakawav. 1t would split the move-s
ment and add confusion. bHut there is no question‘of split in-
volved now, We oppose gsplits (heavy emphasis on this) . e ere
not splitting, however. e are leaving one revolutionary organi-
zation In which we cannot function and whizh stands tn the way. of
unity, and joining another revolutlonary orgeuization, which 1s
noct one whit less meritorious, and in which we can function.

The WP, and Ve 23 rembers. of it, will continue as before to

fight for union of the two groups. We will work for affiliaticn
t% thg International an? for buillding it up 1n this country anf
aproade.

That's alll Of the three y13nes," this is by far the beste.
 Pipst, it 1s honest end forthrizht. It tecls the truth (which
the other proposals do not)e. 1t simply avolds the whole formal
(ana complicated, and hard to explein, apd futile to argue) ques-
tion of national and international Aiscipline. ‘e are not pro-
voking anyonee. we zre not cengaging in smoll maneuvers. \ie are
not violeting Aiscipline. Vie are simply shifting from one
Trotskylst arganizatlion to another Trotskylist organizstion. Vie
are simply going to work in the party ih which we can do some-
thing effective for the movement. Ve arc mot splisting snd form-
ing a now movement (this 1s most importantl), we 8re simply

‘ strquthening an already exlsting gection of 2 comricn, Fourth-
Intcrnationalist movemente. '

~1f sueh 2 statement is Arawn ub tn Aignified 1angUAEC, with
no invective agalnst the Cannonites or The ovr - rather in the
tone of regret that the StT ald not -seec 71t to take the necoessary
forward step toward unity - with a minimum of condemnation (not
no condemnation, only a minimwit) of the Cannon faction for
paralyzing the unification; 17 the statcment {3 as honest and
forthright and undiplomatic ans truthful as»itncanfgndvshgg}ﬁ be,
1t will not only be 2 des iravle ¥innovation" - in tho movement, but
{1t caunnot fail to make on imprcssion on the radical workers and
{ntellectuals, ON the sympathizers and others, who are serious

and thoughtful.

I am for Fellx gné you arawing 1t up.;pmqﬁigtély, without an-
other moment!'s delay. Jheu, put it ta Lhe e Of Eho twe peet1S-
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If you end Fellx are firmly for 1t, there is no question of how
the vote will go. Those who aon't vnte for it, will go elong, -
tn four cases out nf flve. Those who don't go along, will come.
Jater. Our attitude towar? them should be the same as that which
vou expreased in ycur-letter to Jeffries. The sections will not
"go along"? Frobably not. Byt we will atill confront them with
the demand: Are you for unity, 2s we still demand? Then say S0.
If you are_not for it, we Aemend to know why. Glve political ;
reasons. Lif you don't &0 so, or if your reasons are childish and !
pouting reasons, We #ill continue the work of trying to reorient '
the International movement - we have a leot of patience. In the

long run, Cannon cannot win in the International. The whole
trend is against him, ‘he werst that cen happen is that thls trend
will .be interrupted for a few Tonths by the Minority's statement.
But the trend will inexorably be resumed. We must hammer ané

hammer ané hammer on the significant fact thet every slngle In-
ternational comrade who is here or who has been here 1is ggainst

the Cannonites: they have been on the sgpot; they have seenj;

they know. : ' '

e s o 1 i

Such a line will cut right through the Gorman arguments; 1t
will challenge them frontally as they should be challenged. .
puts to them the blunt quedtion: Have workoers and militants and
revolutionists the right - yes Ar no - to choose the WP as a
legitimate Trotskylist organization in place of the girt Is the
SWP the Tratskylst mnvement here, or the only one - the one in
which all Trotskyists must function? If we cannot joln (ieco,
choose) the WP insktead of the SWP, rmustn't wec, and you Germauns,
" and for that matter the VFers themselves, tell everybody that
the SWP 1s the orgmnizatlncn they must joiln, come what may? And
is it nnt your own intention, dear friends, to form a faction
tnside the SWP with the (secretly avowedl secretly avowed to
Shachtmani) - intention ef organizing a "pigger and better split"?
I am not in favor of Lgnoring the Cermans (or snyone else in the
movement) , whether I agree with them or Ao not agree with them.

There are fifty arguments I could add for the polley I pro-
pose, including the urgent necd we, of the WP, have of the tal-
ents represented by the s nority camrades. The problem, afteyr
all, ls onec of concentrating 511 efforts on bullding an hounest,
fertile, 8emocratic Trotsikylst organization 1v the U.S. But
this letter 1s alrcaéy teo long. Folix ngrees and, I repecat,
agrees firmly. We are so convinced cf 1ts correctness, and 3o
much aware of the importance nf your agrecment, that we have de-
cided to have Fellx leave for Chicago immeAlately to consult with
you snd the others. Plesse listen to him most attentively. He
is absolutely on the right track. knd, in Cannon's brilliant
phrase, now s the time to strike, #hon the iron is hot., 1 count
heavity on your agrecment, on your speedy and vigorous action.

We will all gain by 1t. ‘ .

Wiith wermest personal regsrds‘to you and the other cumrudes,

'Mnx Shiachitman
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LETTER OF THE MINORITY FACTION TO
THE SWP POLITICAL CCMKITTEE MAJORITY

s ST

- January 26, 1946.

_ Dear Comrades:

It is nearly four months since the October Plenum's refusal
to accept, untty with the Workers Party. At that tlme ysu as-
serted you were still leaving the door open to unity, once ycu
had "probed the differences to the bottom." In the intervening
months, hswever, it has become plaln how right we were when we
said that the Plenum decision was dealignes to prevent unity.

You have not probed the differences. The two or three at-
tacks on the Viorkers Party in editorials in FOURTH INTERNATIONAL
have rot analyzed the Vorkers Party's positlon on the questlions
referred to, but have merely hurled false and slanderous charges,
such as the accusation that the Workers Party has abaindoned the
perspective of preletarian revolution which, if you seriously
believed it, you need only Erove by documentary evidence and no
one would dream of unity. nstead of being attempts to analyze
the Werkers Party's position, your sideswipes at the Workers
Party constitute proof of our “lenun statement thet your alm was
and remains to prevent unitye. ' '

. "You have refused to consider as a step toward unity the
Workers Party'sabandonment of 1ts demand for a tendency bulletln
In the united party. Instcad you have condemred the exchange of
correspondence between -the Viorikers Party and ourselves which se-
cured this step toward urlty, and have served warning upon us
that any further steps by us of the same kind would be met with

.81sciplinery action. You have sought thus to place us in the
impossible dilemma of abandoning relations with the Viorkers Party

- or belng expelled.

'~ Likewige you have- filed charges agalnst our members for hav~
ing held socinls with the comrades of the Workers Party in New
York and Chicagn. So that we are to be prohibited not only from
maintaining political relations with the YWorkers Farty but also

social relctious,

You have thus created an atmosphere around us of violators
of party discipline because of our political and social fraterni-
zation with the comrades of the Workers Party. And then you have
useAd this atmosphere as a further argument against unity, pre-
tending that to permit the Wiorkers Farty comrades to enter the
garty would merely cextend further .a breakiown of party dilscipline.
ou have miseducated the party members so that they greet with
raucocus laughter the simple truth that unity would solve the

whole probleme.

Far_more Impoftant 1s the catastrophic situntion you have
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‘ereated by insisting on the existence side by side of two Trot-
skyist partles fighting each other when all the political prem=
{ses exist for unity. You try to cover up this fact by tlaiming
that the Soclallst VWorkers Party has far outstripped the Viorkers
Party in membership ard influence. “ven if your claim were true,
1t i3 no argument agalnst unity. Sut it is not true. The in-
Jubitable fact is that the 1200 members of the Soclalist Workers
Party and the 600 members of the Vorkers Party must compete with
each other: duplicating efforts in issuing and &1 strivuting an
agitatton paper ané s theoretical organ; éuplicating branches
in the principal clties; countering each others efforts in the

trade unions, in recruiting, etc,

You insist on presenting the advanced workers with this
spectacle of disunity among comredes of obviously similar program
and apitation. To justify the Alsunity you are compelled to mis-
educate both party members snd advanced workers cencerning the
pregruft of the \lorkers Psrty cnd the correct attitude towars
pcliiical differences among comrades. :

Seth the Internal ané external situations which you have
thus oreated, Lf continuesd, would éeprive of all meaning and
velue our remaining thc Sociallst Viorkers Party. The internal
sltantion has destroyed quite sompletely, certalnly for 2 whole
pecilzd, the pessipility of our sontributing to the education of
the party membership; the hostile atmosrthere with which you
have surrounded us makes 1t well-nigh impossible for us to fune-
ticn effectively in the party. Tne extermnal gituation confronts
us with the fact that, no matter how we might strive to subordin-
ate ourselves in aoctlion to the will of the majority, it woulé
be impossible for us to carry out your line of non-fraternization
and war to the death agalnst the Workers Farty. :

, Iike ourselves the Workers Party is for unlty and the kind

of party which unity means. If you persist.in your stand against
" wunity it is obvious that we shall be able to work mere fruitful-
ly in the vorkers Tarty. To go to the Workers ¥arty would not .
be a split, certainly not in the usual sense of the term. The
Workers Party is a Trotskylst party, just as much so as the So-
‘eiolist. Wworkers Party. To go to the VWorkers Tarty would simply
meoen to unite the Trotskyist forces which favor unity and which
~would continue afterward as bcfore the struggle for unity of all
the Trotskylsts in the United States. '

But before we toke that step, We want to be sure, not only
{n our own minds but also before the cyes of gll Trotskyists,
that we have completely exhausted the possibilities for unity
in this period. Ve thercfore address ourselves to you to urge
you to roconsider your stand against unity which, if you persist.
in 1t, will bc 2 terrible obstacle to the development: of the
Trotskylst movement in the United States.

" If in the coming weeks we can see any sipgn that we can reasou-
ably conzl@er as a move on your part towarad reswnpt fon of ‘nego-

929 .

e o o g A o S



-43

tiatiens for unity with the Woriers Party, we shall remain in the
Boefalist Workers FParty .in ordsr to work for the cause of unity.
If, on the other hand, you give no sign of a dezire to reconzid~
.er your stand against unity, then our place will be with the
Workers Tartye. ~ ' '

Comradely yours,

Lysia Bennett
Albert Goldman
Fellxy Morrow
Oscar Williams
For the Minority

PN USE T K -BE I S

RESOLUTION ON THE INTERNAL SITUATION
(Answer »f the QWP Toiitical Committee to the January
- 26, 1946 Letter of the Minority )

Under date of January 26 the minority faction in the Naticnal
Committee presented the majority with the demand that it change
1ts position "In the caning weeizs" on the question of fusion,
with the dhsachtmanites under penalty of withérawal from the party
by the minority. Specifically, they stated: "If in the coming
veeks we can see any sign that we can reasonably consider as a
" move on your part toward resumphion cf negotiations for unity
with the Viorkers Farty, we shail remain in the Scclalist Workers
Party in oréer to work for the cause of unity. If, on the other
hand, you give no sign of a deslre. to reconsicer your stand

against unity, then our place will be wlth the Workers Party."

The only cnswer the Polltical Committee can make to this
ultimatum is the following:

1, The course of the Pelitleal Cormittee en the question ln.
dispute 1s determine® by fhe Resolution of the October Tlenum,
The Fonlitical Committee hns neither the desire nor the authorlity
to change the line of thia Flenun Resoluticn. Unéer écte of
January 1946 the European Secretariat cdopted 2 resolution on
the question of fusion between the Sociallst Viorkers Tlarty and
the Viorkers Party, endors ing the general line of cur Flenum Re-
solution and making specific recommendations far the further
consideration and Aiscussion of this question. The Politlcnl
Committee is in full agreement with the resolutlen of the
Eurnpean Secretariat ané intenAds tn proceed clong the line in-
Alcated therein. ' '

2., U,der date of December 28 the Zuropean Secretarint ad-
dregsed a letter to the party Jeadership éeclaring that "There
1s net ut the pressent time any valié politlcal renson te hang
the threat of a split over the American party and thereby over
the International as;well.“ The letter of the European Seoretari-
ot further zppealed to both factlons in the leadership "to Si;;%;
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gusrd the unity of the party,‘te abstain from any measure which
might appear bureaucratic, from any threat of expulsion, a3 well
as from any abuse of national ans international &iscipline,"

3, The Political Committee fully agrees with the position
 taken by the European Secretarlat in this matter and assures the
minority that its democratic rights of free expression will be

_safeguarded an# gusranteed in the future as 1n the past, and
that all their party rights will be respecte® in the further
course of the dlscussion. A&t the same time we insist that the
minority respect the discipline of the party.

4, Vie strongly urge the minority to reconsider the position
state® in their letter of January 26, to avall themselves of the
opportunity to continue the Giscussion on the question of fusion
with the Shachtmanites and other important questions in dispute,
and at the same time to respect the principles of democratic
centralism and refrain from eny further violations of party dis~-
cipline. : .

Adopted February 12, 1946,

'

e —————————
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RESIGNATION OF JEFFRIES-E?ONS FROM MINORITY
: FACTION OF SWP AND
REPLY OF ALBERT GOLDMAN ' . i

, o _ December 16, 1945
TO THZ COMRADES OF THE MINORITY FACTION: |

_ With this letter we are forced to resign as members of the
Minority faction. We must Ao so because we are not and cannot be
in agreement with the present course of the faction, and because
our attempt to change that course has had no success.

The present faction vas formed on the basis of a struggle
for unlty between the WP and the SWP. That the achievement of
such a unity of the revolutionary forces in the U,S. remalins an
urgent necessity goes without saying, and that the sole barrier
to its consummation has been Cannon and his group likewise 1s
gsclf-evifens. But. the-present faction is no longer oué or anized
principally on the basis of the struggle for this unlty. hat
unity is still desired by everyone in the faction ls obvious,
but since the faction comrades in their majority regarf unity as
highly uniikely for the present (and in this they are correct)
. thsey have transforme# the lmmedlate alm of the faction from unity

 of the SWP with the WP to unlty of the Miumorlty with the WP. It
has been transformed from a faction for unity into a factlon for

split. S

That thls is so has been tacitly admitted by Comrade Golé-
men and the transformation has been embodied in the highly pecu~
“13ar resolution adopted by the faction at lts #ecember 9th meet-
ing, the first part of which reads, "If unity s not achleved,
our place is with those who are also for unity (the WP) ' Vihat
13 strange about this resolution is that 1ts second part, follow-
ing the above, reads: "ie shall not walk out of the SWF, but
will continue to pursue our ihdcpendent policy with relation to the
WrP," YNow one mizht wonder how two such contradlctory statements
.can live heppily side by side in the scme resolution, how tho
faction is going to find its "place with those who are also for
unity" 1f & is "not going to walk out of the swp,* Under the -
fire of thc Bsyonne comrades and ourselves on exactly this point
at the mceting, Comrade Goldman explalned how this contradlction
was to be resolved: the factlom was going to be expclled, and
{f 1t was not expelled for what it was planning %o do in the im=--
medicte futurc, it would go further - to the point of vriting for
and distributi-sg LABGR ACTIONY In other words_the. faction would
not vnlk out of the SWP in form, only in nctual factl ‘This ex-
pulsion subterfuge is infulged in in the belicf that it will some-
how look better to the International - a vain hope, for the In-
ternctional is not blind. Why we cannot go along with such a
policy of dcliberate provocation to expulsion surely nceds no ex-
planation, ' _

\ ot

. When we spoak of the disintegration of the factlon, wo mean
something very concrcte. With everybo#y and his brother in the
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party knowing that a spllt is golng to take place, no one is pre-
pared to listen to the faction!s arguments on any subjeot, and
the faction membership for its p-rt makes less and less of an at-
tempt to mak e itself heard by the party majority. Under these
circumstances, those comrades who arc opposed to spllt find little
to keep them functioning in the f:action. It is consequently
faced with defections from all slides,

‘At the ~ecember 9 meeting we presented a resolutlion aimed at
_changing the-course of the faction. This rcsolution hed as its
central theme that political clarification, involving the further
development of a political platform for the faction, was the only
path for a grouping aspiring to become a separate pollitical ten-
dency to traversc. This orisntation, heving as 1ts aim o struggle
to win over the members of %“he GWP and the Internctioncl to cer-
tain political 1Aeas as opnosed to splitting, was swmarily voted
down. The faction is uow bent cn one thing only and that 1s
getting out of the party with thc best possl ble grace. It has ex-
hausted 1tsclf as a politizrl grouping and will undoubtedly dls-
integrate completely once 1+t gets inside the WF. Those comrades
-{nside the faoction who ore opposed to split will fin? that they
have no other choice but to resign also, unlcss they want to re-
main, with the rest of the faction, in o statc of suspoended anl-
mation while the process of walking out or getting expelled goes
its slow way, , ,

_We, for our part, Intend to do what we cen to influence the
comrades in the SYP in the dircction of our politiocal ildeas, Ve
retaln, needless to repcat, all our estimates as to the political
methods of the Cannon leadership. We will do what we can, to-
gether with thosc who rcmain and share our cstinnte, to combat
those methods, but we will 8o it on the political pldane, with
the "organizatlonal" question, so often a bocmerang, in 1ts pro-
. per subordinate (vory subordinate) place. On this basis, we are
convinced, we can win the ecr of no fow thinking comrades in the
SWP, Thot is our plece, and that, no matter how aifficult, Is
our job - to join the WP is merely to cscape lit.

Froternally,

"DAVZ JEFFRIES Steering Committee

LEO LYONS

' Decenber 24, 1945.

Dear Dave:

Felix sent me a copy of your statement in which you indlicate
your reasons for resigning from the faction. :

I can assure you that I have nothing against you bocnuse of
your resignation. So firmly am I convincecd that comrades should
think things out for themselves and act accordingly that even
when I sce a young comrade makc 2 ludlcrcus mistake I admire him
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for his independence. Far better to think indepenfently and nake
luéicrous mistakes than to follow blinAly. The former can be
cured; the latter becomes a Stulinist disease.

. Byt why 414 jyou not take greater care in presenting my pecsl-
tion? I do not want tec call your presentation a #istortion, al-
though it comes very close to belonging in that category. 1 feel
o 1ittle downhearted because I thought that in our faction all
the comrades would learn to gilve the opponent credit for the best
possible position and mever to take advantage of a bad formulation.
I hope you remember this rule in the future. Go out of your way

to present the_opponent's position in the falrest possible light..

You present my position as if it is a questlion simpl¥ of pre-
ferring expulsion rather tnsn walking out of the varty. admlit
that I gave in to those comrades who were prejudiced against walk-
ing out and I do not hesltave to say thct an urwillingness to
walk out wnen wallking out is_correct ls 8 prejudice. I "walked
out" of the CLA in 1934 ard I em covvinced that I was correct.
Under 'the clrcumstincas I gaw no value whatever In remnaining in
the CLA. I wsnted to Ao saxe WOrk tn the SP and subsequent events
conflrmed my thsory that to dally around would be to lose the
only opportunity. ' ' .

In the present si tuation mr main motive in refusing_ to walk
out 1s to place the decislon up to Cannon. We want unity and by
our Independent actlivity on behalf of unity we con acérmplish
two things: firsh, we show that unity to us is 80 important
that we consider the observance of formally correct party pro-
cedure as of quite sscondery importarce; second, by acting in-
dependently on behalf of unlty, we maxé certaln to ourselves and
everybody else what Camnnon's pcsition on unity 1s. Ve can state
that he is against it and 1s saobotaging eveby effort for unity
" but this 1s too serious 2 situstion not to exhaust every effort -
to convince ourselves and those who are interested that Cannon 1is
determined not to have unity. o :

~If Cannon simply does not want unity now (for scme recson
or other) our independent activity on behalf of unity would not
be the cause of expulsions., It is only Yecause he is determined
to prevent unity at all costs that he woul? go the length of
expelling us becouse we fraternize with the WP. If Cannon had
the slightest notlon in favor of unity he would not expel us for
independent cctivity; he would tell us frankly of the situatlon
and we would be willing to walt for unitye. : ‘

Our independent activity 1s not 2 method to provoke expul-
sion as you intimate in your staterient but is a method to place
the whole burden for the sylit on Connon. You may not ngree
with it but Ao not distort the position. Give all of the factors
involved and not only one. _

" Unfortunntely, the motion I introduced at the factlion meet-
ing does not contain the explanation I gove aboved I had not
planncAd to introduce it and did so only because the nature of
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" the discussion convinced me that it was necessary to introduce a
"rundomental motion," It was hurriedly written and coutalned
the bcre outline. But do not forget that I explaine. the motian
in prectically the same words as above,

Do a question elither presented by you or somecne else as to
what + would do 1f Cannon 213 not expel us for our indepsndent
activity on behalf of unity, I answered: First. that is not very
likely; second, I am perfestly willing to remain in the party
acting independently on behalf of unity because in effect it
vwould lead to uniity betwesan our faction and ths YD as well as
unity between our faction and the gvip. I simply drsw a loglcal
conslusion frem o badly posed question. But trat is not my fault.
I think Cannon will either expel us .or our independent activity
or our independent activity will lead to unity o: the two partles.
I admit that the second is”the far less probable,

As for your position that the faction should proceed to
formulote a political position on various important political
problems, you evidently #0o not want to answer 1In your statement
the argument given to you that the faction wag not formed to grope
around for political positions. It was organized to achleve unity.
You .will learn I hope that one does not fom a faction in orfer
to formulate a position on various question. ¥ou should always
start discussing questions in' the party rather than in o faction.
You should form a faction only on the basis of a position you have
nlready reached. Othervilse it will look as if you get a clique
together =nd, having ‘nothing to keep you together, find it neces-
sary to start taking a position on various questions.

I do not know from whom you got thet idea - which I adnmit
sounds vrofound to inexperienced comradss. Vhoever gave you:
that ide= has a quser notion as to the purpose of a faction. Re-
member, people join a factlon because they agree wilth some vroposi-
tion thct some comrades have already worksl out and do not join a
faction in order to work out propositiouse.

If, because of your decision to submit to Cannon's discipline,
you remain in the party ard fight for unity and agoinst a mono-
1ithic party and alsc for correct political positions, and if in
the years to coms you will be able to show that you dsfeated
Cannon on 2l1ll quesitiona, I shall be the first to recogrize that
you were correct. For nyself, I repeat, if Cannon succeeds 1n
preventing unity I belong to those > have my ifeas of the fumnc-
tioning of a party and with vhom I agree In the baslic political

questionse.

I shall have nothing but admiration for those comrades of
our fuction who insist on remalning in the party regardless of
what Camnon Aces in the Vupe that they eon put up 2 successful’
fight, I hope the suspi-.on of same comrades that those who will
.svbmit to Canmern's threaes will make thelr peace with Cannon will
be proven wholly unjustifled.

Comrﬂdely yours,
ALBERT GOLDMAN
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