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Dear Natallia: |
I return to your ietier oi August whivk I hersiofors:
rmerely ncknowladged. The eccusations in your letter evidently et,m
from lack of information, so let me clear that question up firat.{

Of course, \uit® Natalia, it would be unprincipled !
to give up one’s program for an eplasodic or real appearance -at the
world congroams. But who gave up his program? Surely, not tha {
tendency with which I am associated. Since our departure from the
WP, we have published, besides a waekly Internsl Bulletin, the '
Iollowing: (1) "The Eoouwomist Tendency in the Fourth™ by Ria !
Stons, which will be published by La QuatPieme in the next lssue;:
(2) reprinted the Taomux yrevious articles by Johnson ond mysell .
on the Kussian (uestion, with a new Introduction called, "World
Perspectives and the fussian yuestion®; (3)"The Balance Sheet of
Trotekyisw in tha Unitad Stutes, 1940-47+%, which, nlthough its
major burden is necesszrily against the revisionism of the type
of the WP, includes glso our criticisms of the SyP; and (4) our
mojor document for presentatlion totie WC, “The Invading Socialist:
Sociely », whlch hee as iis major burden the attack of the official -
position of the Fourth on the Russian quesiion. You will see from
1t that we do not spare the suicidal position of the Fourth elther
in content or dwen in politgcal forme. Moreover, thet document ;
takes up not merely the Russiasn Luestion, but the Tramnsitionel |
Progrzm and the Tasks of the Fourth.. Here, although we criticize|
Munis in whot we consider his sectarian approadh to the slogan of;
S0-CP-GGT, wo align ourselves clearly with him in -his conception ’ '
of the seli-wobtilizatisn of the masses and world revoiutlonary |
perspectives. : ‘ :

i

‘At the sene time we did not limit ourselves only to |
publications of our polemicsl articles, but stressed the fact that .
what is ¢f greatest importence, ia a positive approach to the
building of wass revolutionary parties. In America we nade our !
contribution in this sphers back in 1944 with our article "Educa-;
_tion, Prpsgenda, Agitation™ (which we have reprinted), again'in -
1946 with ouw American Resolution (including the Negro Resolution)
and the Iuilding of the Revolutionary Party, and finally now ‘withl
a Tounded phllosophic coneptlon of the role of the American P
proletarint, wiich is based on & study by a worke of the life .|
of. the workers, "The American Worker." Ik that regard we né.turaliy ‘
welconed ths American Resolution of the SwWP and the spsech of
Cannon which clearly posed the question of the perspectives of th
American Revolubdion in a positive manner, and in a manner tn whickh
we can subscribe, while tha WP had procuced the most opportuhist ;
end denshevik resolution on the question that had ever been pro-
sented Ly a Trotskyist party. :

: ' Lai me now take up another wesknese of your letier:
your subjeetive apprecimtion of the gquestion of our leaving the
WP. You say that it hurt unity as muoh as (Goldman's lecving the
SWpe But you forget (1) Goldman had no political platform. He di
not diesgree with the officlal position of degeneratad workora !
statism of the 8Wp, whioch organization he was leaving; end he did
not agres with the positlon of Bureaucratlc Collectivism of the
WP, an organization he wWas joinings He did not even pose the
quesiion of the perspectives for the American revolutionary party.
Hs left merely on on orgonizational question, vhich is exectly whe
wias unprinoipled zbout 1940 aplit which Trotsky sc corvsotly
\ "y condemneds (2) Goldwanfpefore the convention of his party amd
) sdneiw 0 bafore exhausting the poscibllitie s for Internationalls intervens
f Y iri~.. tlon on unity question.

On the other hand, t}ée Johnson-Forest Tendsncy, although .
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it found that 1t had principle. disasgreaesmente with the WP on

every {undavient:l problem facing the 1946 comvention, we atill
declded to remnin within the WP on the ground that aa a prere-
quisite to buillding the cuus rsvolutionnry party in the US, it ,
was necegsary to unite the two Trotskyist parties, %e never viewed
unity in organizational terms, but wlthin context of the obJectivq
situation on a nutional and internxtionel acsle. We refused to |
split fror the WP and made our contribution to seeing that unity :
puct wes slgned hetween the two organizations. With that our ob-
ligatio®-w.s dlschurgeds We should, as politicos, then have turne
to the balance shaet, which we had seid at the 1946 cunvention,
oust be drpwn of the ayolution of the WP, Now, I admit that here .
e did wot do sn, but rather soted subjectively, and said we

®oulc be willing $o trail beiind Shachtion, with whosc political
pogitluns we had nothing in coamen and ageinst whbeb runique
congibutions® we hsd in fuet been woging o ceabelass struzgle,

50 thet nothinz at ull would mar the actusl unificrtion. But the
seri¢s of incldsuts whiecn occurred after unity was signed pulled
us sharply up, waking it necessary to discharge the debt to our
political past. '

Hhit nenponed after the unity pact? Flrsily,it became evident j—

thet the uranliaoity with which lhe lendership voted for unity when .
the Goldman-Morrow Minority first proposed it in the SWP, wes o
broken now that unity was sctuelly in the offing; and thnt part
ef the right wing now counsidersd unity wrong and undesireble for
the future development of "the unique contibutions to Marxism®
the WP had vade on the National Guestion, on Bursanucratic Collectiv-
isn, on the ®All-Inclusive" R,volutionary Party (everybody quietly]
forgetiing the equal contribution to monolithism mnde by Shechtman,

s_only reakly original contxibution, on’ the question of the ucadre)
- Seatndly, Yo proserve its diatinct identity, the Wp leadership ‘
thought notaing of launching an unbridled campoign Sor *honeaty ", :
which honest} included the very political designation of liar of !
everybody from Cannon to the general secrat:ry of the International,
and of course not forgetting their own "enomy®, ths Johnsonitos, |
Thirdly, the unloosening of all forces agoinst the Jonnsonites, |
including unityites and anti-unityites. Now, the series of pro- -
vocations by the WP did not mean that the SWP hed to react in s0 |
vlolent a manner as it did (and you will see that we oriticize the|
.8Wp for it and for other positions on wiity in our Dalance Sheet) i
But it 6id 4350 mewn that for us to traeil behind Shachtman whe !
vas helping Golgmen shout that "Johnson does not belong in our
party" woudd bs sas unpolitical a gesture us politicos could mpke.
Fe thereupon cslled & nationel couference of our tendency, and
‘after a thorough discussion of asll aspects of the question, we
decided 1o ask for a trunsfer of wembership frow the WP to the
SWFe 1 might elso add that this was motivatsed not only by national
congiderstions, but international ones. WS hed long felt that we
ghould throw our weight to the side of the International in its
{lght asainst centrifugal tendencise. :

Does ull this @ un that we have given up the fight for
unity? Not et all. {I uw asking J whom I sent copy of my speech
before the IXZC on this question to aend you the copy.) But we did
not feal we could any longar iniluence the situstion in the Wp;
that this petty bourgeois opposition needed to be disciplined in a
Kex wider arsna than that which the teudency could offer. At the
gane Vinmg ve wished to dv cur talking to the officlasl ranks of the
Pourth, and not wastis ourselves in futile discuusions with the WP
Thie does uot mean giving up a progrom, hut presenting it and
fightigg for it, just as it is necesmary to fight positively in
the class struggle itself.

Now, on the question of democracy., We have refussd
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to make that the principled question. Does this mean we 'approveﬁ"
the alleged bureasucracy of the S5wr»? No, we have had our fill of |
putting orgenizeiicnsl questions above politics, and seen what it
has led thce WP to; we have subordinated the question of crganizetiom
te politics, however, not ouly in BWP, or "Cunnoniea® to which we!
aresupposed to hevo “capitulated to"; but also the WPs The WP
makeg & great stir on the question, and takes advantnge of our
"ceptiulation® to Shachtmanism in not having previoucly revemlad:
(1) that it took thrss years for ths WP %o publich my study on the
Russian guestion; {2} that it threatenad Johnaon #Lth expuloion iy
his attack on the IKD's thesis of historical retrogression were not
wodified; (3) that, although we represented one-fifth of the !
W memberchip at the 1946 convention, not only wers we not given !
3 out of a NG of 13, but wa were even refused the two we ssked for,
and that Sheshiman hed the further gall, to criticize the cholee of
nyself Barfreasicia (instead of Allen wiio had not functioned with
our faction) as BC alternate. 9 never revenled this. Why? DBe-
cauge the political line of the WP is whet we fight, and the danger
oy the thsory of the ®third slternative® is for wore viclous than
any leck of dewmocreecy, which can be overcome in the process of.
fighting for e revolutionary pelicy in a eerious and principled
mannear.

You sgy wo did not help your fight for democratizing the

world congress, but rather helped Cennon's hand. But, Natalis, |
your domument and Munis's was discussed at the IEC and unanimously
rejected not because they feared democratizing the congrass, but ;
becsuse, among other things, it wes haued on completely *ngcnurata
informatinn on the actual strength of the various parties, etc. éte
But even if you were entlrely correctly, surely vou will agree withf
me, thal not the procedure for ceiling the congress, but the .
politicel lssues fdclng the congress, are of primary importance.

Ip this regard, let me return to the question of Russils
once asain. You say we mubt be revolutionary defectistis..
Absolutely correct. But revolutionazy defentiam mesns not only
defentism against Ruasla, but revolutionary perspeotives for the! |
worid revolution. Doesn't this bring you into primary contracdios
tion with your own position, then, tospesk merely of defestism | =
without pntbiug the mnjor stress on the ‘revolutionaery perbpectivs? .
The latter is the primery c¢ivision-in the Tnternstional, us it
alwaya has Deen in all serious disputes in the revolutionary

mavenwent. It was Trotsky who, in srguing against the theory of [ i
Bureaucratic Collectivism as a theory of "the profoundest pessim sm'
stressed best what is the very foundstion for the elaboration
of any revelutionary policy, when he said: "In the years of darkelt
‘reaction (1807-1917) ws took as our starting point those revolue
tionary poesibilities which were revealed by the Russian proletariaf
in 1505 « 1In the years of world reaction we must procead from
those pessibilities which the Hussisn proletarint revealed in 1 :
The Fourth Intern.tional did not by accident call itself the wonld |
party of soclalist revolution.® Now, the defeatism of the WP ‘
wishes to revime the entire concept of our epoch within the coﬂnkt j
of the defeat of the Russian revolution, or prather its degeneraﬂion‘
We have fought instead 6o revise the concept of workers statism
(and hence dafensisme) within the contont of the Loniniat-Trotekyist
concept of world revolution. We have sald to Shachtwan's rlirtak 3
tiona for an indiscriminate bloc of defeatists: We ere not exchong
ing Russian defaantism for "critical zupport to Miokolaczyk.* | |

Mow, porhaps, I um too much influenced by the American '
experience. All right, let mo give you an example in the Fremsh |
pnrty. The §uerin tendsroy were kind enough to invite me to addrani

it. As you know, they are not only defeptists but correctly I
characterize Russia as stote capitulist. When we spoke negntlely,‘

then, of Ruasin and defentism, !

we were in couplete

i
'
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accord. lut the minute wo gume to speak of positive rovolutionn}y
perspectives, we werc at opposite poles, Sophie wns present. I
belleve she ugreed with me thut the parslysis of the Frenoh party

13 due % swhn e lack of parapsctivs, Whrt would then be galned;
eveu if defantists wers substituted for defsnsists, kbwkk since

once they ouus to power, the question of revolutionary perspectiye
would agsin become parsmount and its lack would puralyze the party.
The mame thing is trus of the Intern=tlonal as s whole, we ars

anc will continue to exert ell efforts to break the suicidul ‘
policy of the Initernstionnal on the Rusuian Question. But wa '
conslder it unprincipled to bulld a defeutist bloo g;;hgg&_g&_ggh
seme time ingulring into its revolutionszry pergpegtives, It is

in this spirit thet R we wrote the article in our Internal Bullo?in.
on the question of bloes, "who Will Lend Whom Where?n ;

i
Tiis letter has grown too long, but otill I wish to guid: i
say one more word on the questiion of demvcracy, I wag present ob
the internationegl discussivns held in August, The Russiamn Quest}on
took up 4 out of the 9 duys; I had not only the smme time ns the,
raporter to present wy poeition, but had more time since I was
given extra tiwe to answer questiony end all questions were dirs tad
at Mee. I uss preseat at the IEC sessions; it did not suffer frop
ieck of demoorucye - S6 far as [ can Judge the European parties
there is full freedom of discussion, and sny leck of publicationL

is dus more to xeck of finanees then it is to bureaucratism, ' I

do net intend to blind oyself to any bureaucratism. But here toT

I wlsh to follow the exmmple of Trotsky who offered Burnham =
*hlog" to Tight eny menl feetations of buresucratiam, but demunds .
one, ab wioquivocal position on the political igsucs, including e
baslc fundamentols of Farxian dislectics; and, two, a unified ;
revoiutionary party. The primary task for ail the parties of th
Fourth Internastional is to turn to msss work, to trensform our !
groupsa into mass revolutionery barties. In that-t@sk,-theyfﬁéudr”?q
political clarlty and orgenizstional strength, Let us put first|
‘things firet, and help them revise their wrong councepis of Russisd,
end 40 go from within the Fourth, ' o7

Tae other questions I ehall lsave forﬁénotﬁér tiue.
Perhiaps I shell cous down to sSws; I would lovs to, you know; - o
pornspe it will be possible to take my Hew Year!s holidgy in Mexioo

bad e ¢a. once agaln proceed to a holiday in Veracruz. - I

 HOW ars you feeling physically? You said not o words
Do let we know. How is Munis? Will he still be there if I am
do succeod in gotting down %o Mgxico January? How is Clara?
po remember me to gll of them, and also %o the Hexlcnri comrades,

L]
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I em returning to the Stateg the end of Qotober, So please
write me to the old gddress, :

wrhase




