LETTER FROM THE WEST COAST

San Francisco, Jan 7, ‘46
Dear Lydia:

The 1id 18 off ! Yesterday's meeting was a slam-bang, knock-down affalr
very reminiscent of the gory battles of Chicago. For the first time a
full discussion was held in Frisco' - with the minority here to defend
themselves. )

I wrote you before that a member fromBayonne, P. F., was in the area.
Ee had prepared the opening presentation. On Friday nite weheld a cau-
~cus of the minority sympathizers - F., Nine, the two girls and myself.
" Technically thls was not an organized faction, since all do not con-
_slder themselvew members of the minority faction; but to all intents
~and purposes it was, for we declided on who was to speak, what would be
covered and how we would act. It was agreed that F. would give the
opening presentation, the two girls would speak. from the floor during
tne discussion period and I would summarize.

Unon arriving at themeeting Sunday afternoon, it was more or less evi-
dent that the leading members of the majority had held a little caucus
beforehand. There was noticeable tension in the alr as we entered,

for.there was none of the usual cordial greetings that existed before.

B. Chester was the main speaker for the ma jority. But before the debate
opened a series of communications were read - which included Natzlia's
and Munis's letters, the letter from the PC.onyour case and Bartell's
letter which detalled the charges against you. The letters of Natalia
and Munls were read because I had demanded this at the previous exec.
meeting. After the letter s on the Bennett case were read, I moved
permission to havée the statement of the Chicago Minority on your case
read. This was approved and it was read. -Then the debate started._v

Chester spoke for 20 minutes, giving a typical argument that we have
come to expect from majority hacks. His entire talk was devoted to .the

:ﬁ7‘questlon of our lack of loyalty. He saild that "we must put our own

house in order before we can discuss the question of unity with the
W.P." He made a great fuss over the Bennett case, saying this epito-
mized our position, that we were hell-bent on split, etc. At this
point he spramg the news of Dave Jeffries's defection. (We did not
rcceive your tetter on this news until after wehad returned from the

. meeting). Nowhere d1d he talk on the basic issues but used all the

slander in an effort to lmpré¢ss the new people who were there,

. F..Bevoted his 20 minutes to an expositionof the basic question: that

of unity, how Cannon had sabotaged it, how this false conception was
lcading to a monolithic party. He dealt withthe positive advantages
of unity. _ . e

Then came the discussion from the floor. Here all the ma jority spokes-
men compe ted with one another to slander us, to camouflage the real
issues, to accuse us of the worst crimes possible. Our two girls took
the floor and bothdid excellent jobs. They each stuck to the major
points and presented their arguments - on the reasons for unity - with
dignity. The branch was startled that they had exposed themselves.
One majority speaker reached a new low in political knowledge. He sald
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fhat we wanted a bourgeolis revolution in Europe and that therefore we
were petty bourgeols of the worst sort. This pained us because the
Tellow 1s a damn good trade unionist who is rapidly being built up lo-
celly, has a great deal of prestige because of his devotion and sincer-
ity. What grleved us was that his remarks epitomized the tragedy of
The whole fight: here in action before us was visible evidence of the
corruptive influence wrought by Cannon and his stooges on the basically
gcod rank and file workers. -

4% this polnt the door opened &nd in walked Sam Storm of Chicago! He
had Just come in for transfer. He heard what was going on. He asked
permission to take the floor for the minority. We vouched for him and
he was given this right. He spokefor a few minutes and effectively
cquntered the false conceptions of our European program. But the har-
yazue continued. One after another the majority speakers took the floor
ard indulged in the worst bit of misinformation that I've ever heard.
None dealt with the lssues - all spoke on our disloyalty, etc.

Then I took the floor for the minority summary. I tried to answer the
most lmportant points raised: disloyalty, the false conception of our
program, the politlcal errors of the majJority. I turned the tables
2gainst them and accused the majority of disloyalty to the building of
thie party. I was vehement as they were and I tried not to spare them.
I argued ow position on the W,P. - told them that we considered the
W.F. as a tendency of the 4th Int., refused to consider them as oppon-
ents and why we did so.

ATter thls, Chester concluded the debate by repeating his previous line,
that we were headed out. But the meeting did not end here. The major-
1ty decided to continue the discussion by hurling guestions from the
floor at me. Their most demogogic speaker, F. R., tried to extract a
loyalty cath from me. He threatened expulsion or something (he inferred
my removal from the exec. com.) unless I would agree to eternal loyal ty
to decisions of the majority of the party regarding relations with the
W.P. But I refused tocomult mysclf to my future conduct. I retorted
that they had no right to demmnd such a thing - my future conduct would
devend on future developments and not on the majority's burocratic con-
ception of what my conduct should be. The meeting finally adjourned
but with relations tenscr than ever.

Tonus did our meeting end. None of the minority speakers convinced any
of the majority. But we did defend our position and we did shake the
maJroity out of thelir sercne smugncss. We took everything they had in
thie way of slander and sbuse but we count ered with arguments of princi-
vle. We made thie record with out clear and unequivocel -position. We
placed the onus of ths split on them. I do not know what effect we had
on the new people but I am positive they were startled by our arguments.
It was the first they had rcally hesrd of the minority position.

The struggle finally broke herec - late - but the law of combined devel-
opuent agaln showed itself. In this one meeting was engendered all the
rancor, all the bitterness that hcs accumulated for months in New York
and Chicago. Thes:ccahrine tenor of tlie branch which was used té& im
press tlhe new people was shattered in one blow.

Now we are convinced that events will move fast and furious. The two
girle who spoke for our position finally exposed themsclves. This
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means that they will have to decide on their future activity... I am
convinced that they will soon bec hit onthe hecad by the full impact of
Cannon's burocracy. They want tanglble evidence of Cannon's degenera-
i tive influence; they will prcbably sec it soon.

I expect some mowe 1in the near future to attempt to force me off the

L exec, commlittee. They'll probably try toraise it on a loyalty issuc:

@ that I cennot be trusted with confidential news because I publicly

- stated that I refused to consider the WF an opponent group and that I

sonsidered them a tendency inthe 4th. When R. raised my loyalty, I

. quoted J. G. Wright's public statement, in which he lauded my activity
t in the branch. They have no tangible evidencc of any disloyalty on my
' part. If they try tqbust me, I'll make a fight of it and demand a con-
& trol commission hearing.

. Ycsterday was the first time. I had spoken publicly in over four years.

i Lydia, I now appreciate how you feel. This was the first time I had

f ever ppoken to an openly hostlle audlence. I have spoken at union

tincetings, etc., in which I had to present an idea to an unsympathetic

B audicnce. But here was an audience ostensibly composed ‘of comrades -

B yet who were leering at me, straining at the leash to misconstrue any-
fching I might say, who heckled and hooted - an audience that you knew

@ beforehand would not be convinced by logic. My speech was not made to

B them, except as I refuted thelr lies. I tried to direct my arguments

B to the new people. But you know well enough what it's like, so I don't

W have to go into details. Agaln I'reiterate: - here was the proof

B of Cannon's degenerate influence upon our party. Validity of political

ldeas has no more meaning to thesepeople. Perhaps only the blows of

shlstory itself will Jar them.

fAfter the meeting we had dinner with one of the newer members - an ex-
cellent type of intelligent worker. We spoke to him about the discus-
3 sion. He is not yet corrupted and so far has not made up his mind on

fthe issues. He 1s prather sympathetic to the ideas of fusion and the
fUannonite conception of loyalty has not yet lmpressed him.

v§W9 are both well but gottinb awfully tired of this mess. Regards.

Barney.
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LETTER T0 EUROPEAN EXECUTIVE OF THE FOURTH INTERNATIONAL
ADOPTED BY THE NATIONAL COMMITTEE OF THE

WORKERS PARTY AT ITS PLENUM! JANUARY gg. % 946

January 20} 1946

To the Executive Committee
0f the Fourth International.

Dear Comredes.. r

The National Committee of the Workers Party addresses
1tself to you as the most representative body of the sec-
tions of the Fourth International, and wishes to present
1ts position to you for submission to the delegates of the
International Pre-Confsrence. We are presenting our posi-

", tlon In thls communicaticn because it 1s not possible for

our Party to have:a representative present at the Gonfer—
ence to present our viewa orally. v

A Since i1ts foundation, the Workers Party has not been
affiliated with the Fourth Internationsl, nor with any of
.~ '1ts executlve or secretarial representatives, Such affil-
fation was precluded, among other things, by the decision
adopted on the spllt in the American movement at the
apeclal conference of aeotlons of the Internat*onal held
'in New York 1n 1940. - . : . . ..

Nevertheleas, the Workers Party has always oonaidered
1tself and still oonsiders itself firmly attached to the
- fundamental Marxlan princliples and movement of the Fourth ,
International, We have always considered and still consi-
der the Fourth International as our international organiza- -
"tion, This has been sufficiently demoristrated by our pro-
" gram and our activities In the course of our existence =~
the . period comprising the cruclal years of the second world
war. o , . . :

After the 1940 conferenoe ln New Ybrk, our Party
eought to maintain the cohesion of those comrades of the:
Executive Committee of the Fourth International who were
"elected at the regular International Conference in Paris
in 1938 end who were removed from the Executive by the ex~-
traordinary conference in New York. These comrades constl=-
tuted themselves into a committee under our direction., How-
ever, -the committee, due primarily to the defection of two
- comrades, never actually functioned. In any case, neither
this 1nternational conmittee, nor the Warkers Party itself,
sought, at any time,to establish or bulld a new or rival
International, Its aim was the alm that the Workers Party
still hass - to restore the unlty of all the Fourth Inter=-
nationalists and to gain the greatest possible support for
.the views of the Workers Party within the ranks of the -
Fourth  International in accordance with the best tradltions
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of our movement which accord every Marxian tendency thne
fullest pdmibility of defending and propagating its stand~
point, .

As you are aware, the Workers Party has adopted a po-
sltiom on a number of questions, including the Russian
question and the natlonai qurestion in Europe and Asis, whieh
1s different from the posltion adopted by the Socialist
Workers Party and by other secctions of the International,
In addition, we have not concealed our criticlsm of the
course pursued during the war by other sections of the Ine
ternational including the European Exscuiive. Nor have we
concealed our criciclsm of the funotlﬂxing of the Interna~
tlonal Secretariat in America, a Secretariut which, in our
opinlon, was reduced to complate impctence n“imarilv as a
result of the leadershlp of the Sociaiist Workers Party
whose conduct finally imposed . upon ths responsibls Interna-
tional Secretary his resignatlon from that body,

We wish to present our point of view on the theoreti-

cal and polltical questlons in controversy, and our criti-
-clsms of ‘the policy and work of the Irternatioral to you
and to all the sections, so that thny may know cur politi-
cal position as it really 1s and so that they, in turn,
may be able to submit our views to a eritical examination.
Only in this way can we have the international dlscussion
which leads to the necessary clarification. Toward this
end, we wish to submlt to the Inte:rational Confersnse our
main theoretical and political documenis in thez erxpectatlon
. that they will be transmitted to all the sectlons,

We are of the opinion, furthermore, that,uhe 1nterna-
tional clarification and consolidation of the #ourth Inter-
national also requlre a loyal and c¢ritical dfiscusesion of
the main political documents of the Hinorlcty Group of the
Socialist Workers Party and of the I.K.D. (German Section
of the Fourth International). If we single out thecse two
groups in the:'International for reference here, it is-not
simply because they have made politlical and theoretical
contributions of the greatest Importance to the further de-
velopment of the Fourth International and in harmony to a
great extent wlth the position of our Party - although we
do not agree fully with thelr polnt of view on all queos-

. tions - and not simply because our Party has succeeded in
establishing and maintalinling the most intimate fraiernal
relations with these groups, but because thelr documents
are elther partially or totally unknown to the membership
of the Fourth International. v

For our part, we are of course deslirous. of receiving
the political documents of all the sections and of the -
European Executive, including the documents of the coming
Pre-Conference, in order that we may acquaint ourselves
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with them and thereby be enabled to express our views, Thls
will make 1t possible for uwa to particlpate frultfully in

- the regular International Conferencs which, in our oplnion,
cannot be delayed too long.

This polnt brings us to the central question.

The WhArkers Parfy wlshes to become a formal part of
the Fourth International, and asks that the Pre-Couference
discuss our proposal for afflliation and acopt a position
on it. Under the clrcumsiances, we do not ask that the In=
ternatlonal should decids tiat the Viorkeys Party is its ,
United States sectlon., However, we reguest that the JTnter«
natioral decilde that the Workers Party is one or the two
United States partles affiliated with thas Fourth Interna-
-tlonal., Tf the Fres Con”erence, contreYy to our wlshnes and
hopes, does not find Lt possible to adopt such a decislion,
we request that 1t decide to accept the affiliation of the
. Workers Party as a sympathizing sectlon, for the time being.
As you are aware, there is ample precedent for such affili-
ation in the history of the international communist move-

. nwnt.

: At the same time, the Workers Party JOinS in support

" of the proposal of the Minority Group ot the Socfalist
Workers Party that the Pre- Conferanué adcpt a resolution
firmly supporting the declsion we havs taken hsr:= in favor
of the unlificatlon of the Workers Party and the Socialist

- Workers Party into one section of the Fourth ane?neuional.

We are compelled to record with regret tbnt-all the
efforts made not only by our Party but alsc Ly tane Minority
Group In the Soclalist Workers Party have falled to move
the leadership of the Soclalist Wotkers Party to %ake a
single step toward the achievement of unity ot the Fourth
International in this country. The responsihility for this
fallure is revealed unequivocally by the documents on this
question which have already been sent to you,

The initlative of the Mlnority Group was rejscted by
the majorlty of the Soclalist Workers Party leadership,
amid a campalgn of violent attack upon the Mincrity carried
on, as 1t still 1s, in the ranks of the Soclalist Worke
Party. The initlative of the Workers Party was lgkewise
re jected by the leadership of the Soclatist Workers Party.
Our Party, as you know, made every contelvable attempt to
realize the unificatlion at the earliest posslble moment
and on the best possible basis, All the concesslons and
proposals were made by our Party; no proposals of any kind
for unity were ever made by the Soclalist Wurkers Party.

In the twy» joint meetings held between the ielegations of
the two Partles, we offered to acknowledge the fact that

. the united Party would have the majority of its leadershlp
-composed of the Soclalist Workers Party; that the policy of
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the united Party on all controversial questions would be
“the policy of the Socialist Workers Party unless and until
revised by the democratic decision of the united membere .
ship expressed at a regular convention; that the control

" of the press of the united Party would be in the hands of
the Socialist Workers Party. We offered to give up our in-
dependent party and independent National Committee; to glve
up our popular press, and our theoretical review and our
independent publishing activity. No greatsr effort in the
directlon of unity was possible on our perte. :

It i1s true, that our proposal for unity has been re-
ferred to gs a “meneuver" by those who were never in favor
- of unity. In reply to this charge, it 1s only necessary
to understand that if our proposalq vaire a ’maneuver’, the
maneuver could have been "exploded™ in one minute by. the
- leadership of the Socilalist Workers Farty., All it required
was to declare that it acéepted our proposals as cutlined
above and detalled in the documents now in your possesslon.

, It 1s true, also, that in the negotlatlons for unity,
our Party proposed that in the unitedi Party our tendency
would publish an Internal political -educational tendency
‘bulletin of its own, The attempt has necn made to suggest
that the fallure of the unity negotiatfons wds due Lo this
‘proposal, The suggestion is falsc. Upon the initiative of
the Minority Group, which worked to remove ali posslible
obstacles, real and arbitrary, to unification, tihe Vorkers
Party declared that in the interests of schinving unity,'
1t withdrew 1ts demand for an interral buvlletin of its own,
and would insist only upon the joint recegnition.of the
right of any polltlical tendency in the united Parcy, or in
the Fourth Internatlional as a whole, to 1ssue such a bulle-
tin. Even this ultimate concession cn our part eldclted
no response from the Soclallst Workers Party in favor of
unity. We camnot, 1t will be understood, take seriously
the position of the Soclalist Workers Party that before
unity can be discussed, Lt.1s first neceasary to sxamine
the political differences between the two groups. This po-
sition is an afterthought. It was never mentioned in the
two negotlation meetings between the representatives of
the two partles; on the contrary, 1t was jolntly acknow-
ledged there that the differences were known and needed no
discusslon beyond what could and would take place normally
within the ranks of a united, democratically-centrallzed
party. The differences between the two Partles are per-
fectly well known, and we demand only the right to advocate
our point of view inside the united party, in the proper
way and at the proper time. The positlon now taken by the
Socialist Workers Party leadership is elther an attempt to
postpone the unity indefinitely, or to inculcate the ldea

of a Zlnovievist-monolithism which ve reject totally, or
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To this brief outline must be added two other facts of
importance:

One is the fact that not one single European comrade
now In the Unlted States supports the majority leadershlp
of the Soclalist Worksrs Partvy - not one.. These are well-
known, responsible, experizsnced and qualifled comrades,
with years of service in the Fourth International:; none of
them 1s a member of the Worksrz Pariy., They are here on
the scene of the dispute. ALl of them oppcse thne position
taken by the leadership of tha Socialist Werkers Party,
Thelr views cannot but have the greatest significance to
the comrades abroad, . ‘ '

The other 1s the fact that the Soclalist Workers Party
leadershlip has not taken any stepz or made any reference
with regard to the prcposal contained 1a our last lotter
to the S.W.P. asking that the latter consider what measures
should be taksn - now that the unity proposal has falled . .
in this country - to galn the asslstance and intervention
of the International on this scora,

‘Because of these facts,; we repeat our prepesal that |
the Pre-Conference adcpt a firm position in favor of the
unification of the two Parties fr the Urited Gtastes on the
basis proposed and jointly supportad Ly oar Parcty and by
the Minority Group of the Socialist Workers Party. The
failure of the Pre-Conference &o ciept such a pesition
would not correspond to the besi interests of the movement
and would be met in this country, If nct elsewhcire, by com-
" plete incomprehension. : . '

_ We repeat. finally; our propcsal that the Pre~Confer-
ence accept the affiljation of the Workera Party as cne of
the two sections of the Internaticnal in the United States,
or, falllng that, as a sympathizlng section of tne Tnterna-
tional, as a transition to the complate uafication of all

the forces of the Fourth International in this country.

With best Party greetings,
National Committee of the
Workers Party

\

Max Shachtman '
National Secretary
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February 26, 1946.

Robert Ferguson
Chicage, I11.

Dear Fergie:

I am glad to hear that we recruited twc new members
in Chicagc. It confirms my impressicn that we have some new o
wind in cur sails. According to computations just made by LA
Gould (they are being sent out in a circular), we have picked
up in about seven cities close to 30 new members in the last
menth or so. If things keep up at this rate, I don't give a
damn abcut anything else. : L -

I am especially glad to note that Mash. has joined up.
I have known him for many years and, even though 1 haven't
always agreed with him on controversial questions, I'know him
as a man whc takes the mcvement seriously. I wish you would
go out of your way to give him my best regards. :

"As for the question of the SWP Minority, I am not sure
I can write calmly on the matter. Every once in a while I
have to exercise spécial control against throwing up my hands
in despair. As was reported at the Plenuy, Goldman, Morrow,
Williams and I seemed to have arrived at a common definitive
,agreement, The Minority presented an ultimatum to the SWP
PC Majority as was its right. We don't present ultimata to
the masses but you have the right to present an ultimatum, o
under certain ccnditions, to your political equals. In one ’ S
sentence, the ultimatum said: "If you don't give a serious ~
sign of opening or resuming negotiations for unity in the
next few weeks, we are jcining the WP." No sericus person
coulc consicder this a split — at least not a split as it is o
crdinarily understocd. It was simply a question of leaving Lo
oule organization, in which a continuous struggle was practic- N
ably unfeasible, and not founding a new organization tc. com-
plicate matters but joining an already existing organization.
8o far so gocd. ' . o . ‘

Cannon receives the ultimatum and he replies: "We re-
ject iti" And he adds, "What are you going to do about it?"
What can the Minority do about it? There is no way on God's
green earth of forcing the Cannonites into unity. Formally
they have the right and the duty to reject the ultimatum. In
the first place, they cannot go beyond the resolution adopted
at their plenum, which is an anti-unity resolution. A4s for
the internaticnal resolution, twist and turn as yca wish, it
endorses the line of the Cannonites on unity, that i1s, it ‘en-
dorses this whole preposterous and resctionary Iraal of "prob-
ing the differences to the end" before examining the guestion
of unity. All that is left for the Minority tc do is to carry
out its ultimatum. If it does not, it leaves itself open
to the charge of playing with the threat of “"split". And if
there is anything worse, in my opinion, theu & “gplit", it is o
to play with the threat of a split. You either mean it or SQQ :
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you don®t and if you don't mean it, you have nc right to play
with it as though it were catnip. You can only discredit
ycurself not only with your opponents but also with ycur
followers and friends. What else can people say except that
ycu don't take your politice seriously? ' :

Nevertheless, now that the Minority is confronted with
the consequences of its ultimatum, it doesn't seem to know
clearly what it wants to do or what it is going to do. Morrow
says, "Let's wait.! Wait for what? I don't think he knows.
Goldman writes me excellent letters about what is to be done
next but he omits from them one tiny detail, namely, what
about the ultimatum? Was it made? Yes. Was it meant serious-
1ly? 'No one seems tc know for sure. How is it possible to
carry on a fight in such a way? The answer isj; it is not

‘possible. -

The politicél indecisiveness of the Minority has re-
sulted in' the following to date: : I

- It lost a little group of two or three comrades who have
decided firmly to stay in the 8WP and onerate there under the
direction of the German group. It has,. oest the Bayonne branch
to a man. It has not gained a single tupporter in the SWP
for the past several months. It has brought down upon itself
a savage criticism — a little overdrawn and wrong in at least
one quintessential;: to be sure, but very telling nevertheless -

- by the German section. It has irritated any number of members

of our own Party. It has not consolidated its promising sup-
port in Belgium or France. The English section, upon which it

~counted so heavily, has just adopted a violent and very stupid

resolution against the Minority. 11 the indications are that
the Internatiocnal Pre-Conference, a basket in which the Minori-
ty laid so many eggs, Will go strongly against the Minority.
Meanwhile, in the ranks of thcse who remain with the Minority
there is uncertainty, hesitation, disorientation, absence of
perspective, bewilderment, and, in effect, a dissociation

from the actual movement in the sense that it doesn't yet be-
long to the WP but is to all infents and purposes not active

in the &YP. - How long .can this purgatorial existence be main-

- tained?. I might be able to understand it if the Minogity'had
a genuine perspective of a long struggle inside the 8WP with
- the idea of winning a considerable section of the membership

to its point of view. But there is not one single solitary
member of the Minority who has this perspective or anything
like it. o o .

I have pointed this out tiie and again to Goldmen, and
I point it out every day to Morrow. ‘Up to now, I confess,
I have not been too effective. The Weeks pass into months |
and the activity of the Minority exists almost exclusively in
the motions and counter-motions made by Morrow in the PC and
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.thé documents he writes for the European comrades and for the 2:%§j
SWP bulletin. The Minority itself a&s a group does absolutely :
ncth&ng and can do absolutely nothing inside of the bd

My final prcposal to the Mirority, to Felix specifical-~
ly, has been this! We walt another two or three weeks at .
the outside. In tha® period, if Cannon cormunicetes to us -
his fantostic "list" of . subgects to be "probed tco the end",
we will reply within 24 hours that we ars ready to ulscuss
these gusstions and a thousand others and that we will diz-
cuss them in the press (which is where Canron wanis to discuss
then). At the some time, however, we shall issue a statenment
pointing out tha’ thisg whole business is a froud &pd has ab-
sclutely mothing whatsoever to do with the guestion of U”lty.
At theat tiie X propose that the Mlnorﬁty sball iseve a state-
ment J01nsng the W;.4 That point will in all probebility coin-
‘cide with CGolaman's reéturn from his trip scuth _The co—-
inci'lenM is excellent, in my opinlon. ' :

Now, I don't eay that the Minority as a whole will agree
to this. Tos bad. Ia that care, those comrades who do agice
‘with it will act,according+y. In New York that mesns that
several comrades vhom 1t _is no loager nossible to compel %o _re- "
main in the SWZT, will join the WP. ihcse comrades Tho wani o
continué o remain as the Minority of the $WE may do so. Ve
“will continue to coeperate with thcm but obv1cusly we will =
not be abie to devote the same txmu snd attention to that ques- o &
“tion as in the past There are other =nd mcre prassing tasks
before us. We bavo deveted almost a yeaTr to this pusilies
because it ‘has been a mcst 1mporuaﬂu husiness. 1 denVye vint
t6 minimize ;u:or,'*eJrQSDPcfiJ to begrudge ‘the eflorts
that we made.- But thare jin.a *lnlu to- ev>“y*h1ng 1 cer-~
t3inly do not intenc to fA 1 into Cannon'’s trap, where we
are tangled up in fierce shadow-boxing around the by now
utopian -unity, wh1¢e he- pruCcdds b 1the‘y to concentraie on
bullding the SW: : ' B - e

_ 1 think ycu shoulo convey the substance of these sentl— T
ments, firmly but 'in the most comradely way, nos oaly to our
own comrades but toall of the Kinority comAadou. L have 2
,obgcctlon to them kidding about "Saachimen's stvategy". I
‘am only BOITY - tnat +hey have not drawn up a balunce gheést, not - .4
-of their Sh*aquy but of their ten <GBTHGP”1“° 21mest maub ana
of which etcludnd a 1 of the others.u R e

- " In a few days the membershlp will hava in hand ] hnﬂvwly
‘documented balance shest of the unity question which T drow
up. It is long overdue. If it was not cdrawn up before row,
it wes anly hecause of ‘the delicgteé clrcumSuanoer about whloh
we repO*ted at the labt Plenum.

. , Best pereonal';egeﬁds,

A}
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February 26, 1946
Dear Oscars

Let's assumc the worst - that our stay in the SWP will be
prolonged until the next convention which will take place six months
from now. I do not think it will first because there may be an
expulsion and second because we may decide that the farce has gone far
enough. But I shall present my arguments against your leaving on the
supposition of a tortured six months or so stay in the party.

What led me to advise taking advantage of the last paragraph

of the E§ resolution? It should be clear that I do not think that there
. . is much likelihood of & change of attitude on the part of Cannon. 1In
i ‘'my mind it was the question of making it easier for our friends in the
: International to defend our actions in leaving the party. Naturally I
do not altogether exclude the possibility of a changs of attitude on the
part of Cannon but my basic motive was to do everything possible to
keep in contact with our friends in the International.

You will notice that I do not say ths Intermational but Your
friends in the International", who are all opposed to our leaging. I
do not pay ‘the slightest attention to the Cammonites in the International.
I do pay some attention to those -people in the International who are
serious but not very smart. I am inclined to believe that the resolution
of the ES was framed by just such people. For our friends and for the
gserious but not very smart peoplde it is necessary to show that we have
gone out of our way* to give Cannon every possible chance to show that he
is for unity and we have shown that he is against unity although unwilling
to come out and say so. What will be our gain, if we can show that? ¥Not
much - in the way of any tangible results but some in the woy of r taining
good wille

What dc we stand to lose by remaining in the party until we
decide either that we have shown that Cunnon is actually determined not
to have unity or until a convention which does not go on record in favor
of unity? ( Actually these two are the same) The loss of a few more
members, perhaps. Bubt as agalnst the possible gain of good will of
people who are all in favor of our staying it is wordkh losing some
people, especially when one realizes that they cannot be our best pcople,

On what basis do you j.vopewe to.leave? I must say you give nd
political beosis whatever. "If we take oursclves serinusly, we must
carry oul the promise" to leave. But if we take omrselves seriously as
- people vho are interested in unity as the best possidle solution then we
must take advantagz of the serious even though foclish suggestions of the
~ ES. Every-loophole to show that we are for unity and (Cannor against it
is helpful - and morc advantagcovs than the advantages of leaving immediatuly.
These latter are mainly in the sense that we can get to worl: in the WP but
they are outlweighed by the larger considerations that I have nentioned
above.

4
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Turthermore vhen we consider that your leaving and ouwr subscquent
leaving destroys flftJ perceny of the effectivensss of the leaving you
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shculd be mllmt, to subject yourself to the opinion of the majority of
the frctio. - I shall always defend the right of comrades to act ag =z
minority prov1ded the lesue is big enough but in this case I defy any -
sensible politician to say that the hssue is blg onough to Justify a
miunority to act on its own.

Conclusicn: you will do the Zfaction harm, youwill do our
cause no good, even if you are correct in your position, if you leave,
six months at the most is not such a long time and if Fou louve it will
be only eovidence that yow impatience is greater than your pollt ical
perspicacity. Personally I want to leave but if I am convmced that
lw'.'l.Vll'IF is no good Itll stay and grit my teeth.

P.S, And what a‘bou’c 1eav1n° the f.xctmn Wth a magorztyx of waverers?

Yours,

Al

’
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Tut N, C. Fembers:
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February 28, 1946
Dear Al:

Thanks very much for the coples of the letters to Felix and
Oscar, including the latcst one dated February 26th which I re-
celved this morninge.

I regret very much that I have to disagree with the course
that you recommend in these letters, By thls I do not mean to
say that I disagree with the idea of exhausting the possibl-

- 1ity of unity to the end. I have alwz ys been of the opinion that
I expressed to you almost at the very oeginning of our discuss-
ions, namely, that, as you sald’at the time, it may be necessary
to go through another experlence with the Cannonites iIn a united
_party., Even now I have the same point of view and I defend it
"vigorously even with those of our own comrades who deny that
there may be such a posslbility or such a need. My policy 1is
not determined by my opinion of Cannon or the Cannonites or their
political line, but by the objective needs of the movemcnt, and
if these require unity, I -am 100% for unity. When I say 100%,
I mean 1t literally. I have been 1n a common party with worse
and more dangerous people than the Cannonites, and 1 1magine

that before I dle I will be again.

But my 1dea was to exhaust the possibilifies of unity. and
not to exhaust our comrades or the comrages of the UND Minority,.
Plcasc understand me: I am not referring to physical erhaustion
but to politilcal exhaustion., That, I am afrald, is what your -
policy, as I understand it from your recent letters, will in-
evlitably signifye. . , .

In nonc of ,your latest letters do I find a s ingle refcrcnco
to the Aeclaration submitted to thé PC of the SWP of two weeks
ago by the Minority. This declaration was a political act which
was both significant and important, The Cannonitecs called it an
ultimatum. That is exactly what it 1s., I have tried to point
out to comrades that an ultimatum to the masses is one thing =
bt is impermissible. An ultimatum to political equals, on thc
,other hand. ls perfectly permlsslble and under certain circum- R
“gtances justifiable and necessary., The stage that tho "unity R
negotiatiors" have reached prescnis a model exXample of such cir- S
cumstances. The ultimatum said in so many woras: If in the next
fow weeks you, the majority, 4o not give us a meaningful gign
that you willaeriouslv take up the negotlations for pn:.ty, we.
the Minority, who do not want to enter Into a vourse s. Wit Are
or may appear to be formal violations of party annunT‘ne oy
®ollaborating with the WP in a manner that you have pirohidites,

will leave the SWP and join the WP. Such an action #1L} not Yo

a split, in the ordlinary sense of the word; beeausc wo will not : S
be creatlng a new crganization and thus be open - to the chorge PR
of dividing thce movement and promoting confusicr. VYe reozopgnisze, . ‘

your decliaration sald in effect, that the movement is olrewdy
divided into ©two seccetlons, We renognlzo further whet The WP Lo
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no less a revolutlonary organization, and no less worthy of supmri

. by revolutfoniats than the SWP, If, therefore, we join the WP,
: we are simply jolning an organization wherc, from a purcly pract-
; ical point of view, we can carry on our revolutionary activitics 5
" in the class struggle morc effectively without there being iIn the T
s1ightest degree anm abandonment of our political position or our S
campaign for the unlflcation of the two parties, Once we 331n the
Wp, 1t, for its part, docs not abangon its campaign for unity R
either., Its positlon on that 'seccre remnins unaflfecsed., = That NN
was the sense of your declaration. :

Now, Cannon has very coolly rapiied to your ultimatum and he
has rejoected 1t. According to o21 the Ailctates of logic and poli-
tics and good sense and anything else you can think of, the next
step is up to the Minority. If it Fails to carry out the logleal
and clearly Indicated consequences of 1ts claim, it opens itself
up to a serious charge; you-are guilty of playing with ultimata;
you make threats which you do not mean and which, therefore, you
have no right to make; your policles - or, if not your polities,
then your tactics - are not to be taken seriously. I cannot for
the life of me see what answer you can glve to such a charge.

_ You may reply that you want to exhaust the possibility of
unification to the very, very end. I om with you on that} But at
the same time I don't want to play into the hands cf ths enemles
of unity by providing them with a cover that they do not deserve., '
You want to take advantage, you say, even of the cmbiguous formu-
la in the resolution of the Euronean Secretarlat. Tae only
trouble 1s that Lt 1s not even ambiguous. And it dces nosw . in
the slightest degree embarrass Cannon or impel him o move so
much as ore millimeter towards uanity. On the contrary. bhe re-
golution not only accepts Canncn’s fundanental premiss on the

. unlty question but deepens and "strengthens" it. It is a Girect
y rejection of the fundamsntal position on the premiss for wunity
. by us, by you, by Munis, by Natalfa and others. ALl it 'nalls
supon Cannon to do, he is guite capable .of doirg with beth honds
'Eled behind him and’ yavning in his sleep, nomely, to draw up
jolntly" with us a list of subjects to be discussed. What in
‘heavens name is new or progrcessive about this? - I say it is =
maliclious fraud and that 1s what we are going to'gay ahout 1t In
publice In order %o carry out the ES reccommendation, 11 that
Cawnon hias to do La shat he is oalrealdv doing, nceording o Follix,
He 1s drawing up "o 1lst of siubjects” which arc to be probed to
the ﬁnd“ in the pages of the Fourch Inieructiounl, ior hiu. and
The “ew Internatioral, for ug

. and Nhe is going to scnd us o copy

of tho 1istc. <+f wio want to add" to the list, we are free Lo dc

.~ 80, and Cannon will undoubtedly welcome the addition of ten sub-
jects, be cheerful at the addition of 20 subjocts, and be hysterl-

cally jubllant if ve a¢d 40 subjccts,

Pleasc understand thot we intend "to accept" the liss. Ve

tntend to Aiscuss from now to the end of time, if nccessary, and

I really mean discuss. We will write article upon article about
our differences and about our points of agrcement. We will carry
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suoLhe wiocusslion on the most objectlve plane possible for us,
abaolutalytl We have never rejected discussion, gnywhere, at any
vluca, with anybody, and we will certainly not rejcct it now,
But ngain, In the name of onything that makes sense, what has
thic to Ao with the question of unity? Wle once had a genuine
public discusslon with the AWP people. There wasn®t an ounce of
fake in it. It was all part and parcel of a unity movement

nnd was accompanied by serious negotiantions for unity. But

that had nothing in‘common with vhat 1s proposed now. o

We, as the Workers Party, are in no dilemma whatsoever.
We arc ready for discussion; wc are rcady for unity or unity ne-
gotintions; and for the rest we continue with our work. But the
Minority, if it pursuecs the line you indlcate, is in a2 hopeless
dilemma. Will you call Cannon's M1ist" a stop toward unity?
That is impossi ble. People will laugh, Cannon loudest®* of all. R
Will you say that Cannon has been forced to change his line on S
discussion? sagaln, Cannon will laugh and point out that he de- -
clded sane timc ago In favor of probing the Aifferences to the
end in the pages of the respcective theoretlcal organs. -Will you
condemn him for having faifled to draw up the "list" "jointly"?
Cannon will shrug his shoulders and rightly so. VWhat the devil
does this "jointly" business mean? Does it mean that he has to
"sit down in one room with us to draw up the list? He will ask
and, by God, we will ask:! Why? What difference does it really
moke? Isn't it the same thing in effect. if he seris us the list
by mall instead of conveying 1t to us orally ond asks us by mail . .
1f we want to %lter the list, or amplify it, instead-of asking . - %
us orally? A complaint on that score would be a pretty small T
potato. Will you complain that Cannon does not say the Adiscussion
should lcad to unity? He can very easily snd propcrly repay:
The resolution officially adopted by my National‘committoe, after
a thorough discussion in which the Minority put forth its point
of vicw, does not permit me to say thls; ond the resolution of
the E.S. likewige docs not pormit me to say this, Both recsolu-
tions bind me to taske the position that thce question of unity
can be examined only after the discussion which my plenum, . -
" ., my European Secrctariat and my PC have ordered me to ar-
range . ' K

4

. , , : ,

What is the Minority lcft with? An unfulfilled ultimatum.
What perspcctive 1s left? Apparently to stay In the perty until -
the convention, which will take place when GoAd and Cannon or R
Cannon without the aid of the Almighty decides 1t shall take L
place., The dccislon of this convention is an absolutely foregone
conclusion. And after the convention what does the Minority -
or, rather, what 1s left of the.Minority - do? Carry out its :
ultimatum then and join the WP? On what grounds then that do not
exilst now? Exactl¥ the samec argumecnts can and will Le made then
as are made now, f thcy are valid now, then it is my cpinion SR
that they will be valid then. The “"friends" in the Iacernational
will simply repcat: You have not yet convinced the ranks of the
pariy and you must stay in 1t until you convince them. Ané the
worst of 1t Is that your most concretc task will nol hnve been

597




%

3
4
3
h

il g
t

To N. 2., konhdra Page 4.

performed, namely, to hnnﬁ@r homc to every member of the Internn-
tional that the WP 1s no less a rcvolutiouqry organization, =nd
no less worthy of mcmbcr°kip 1n the International than the SWP
and that a Fourth Internationalist has as much right to be a
member of the WP as of the SWP, and that any other opinion 1is
wrong and outragcously wrong and based upon ignorance and pre-
judlce which 1s absolutely unwarranted. Your remalning in the

" SWP 'after the dellvery of the ultimatum, and without the presenta=- ; 

tlon of any new reasons for remairing in, without showing that
there is a new ew situ: tion, withous showing or belng able to show
that in the next period there is the prospect of winning to your
side even one SWP comrode more than you have won up to now, will
only dcepen the prcjudlces against the WP and consequently their
preaudicos agalnst your eventual adherence to the WP,

You make one very scrious and important point In your lettsr
to Oscar, namely, that the effcctiveness of the Minority joining
the WP in a block would be diminished if a minority of the
Minority joins us now while the recst of the comrades, especially
the leading comrades like yoursclf and Fecllx, romain in the SVWF¥,

I am compelled to acknowledge the welght of this argument from

~a practical point of view. If I had even half agrecment wlth

the course you now propose, the course of delay - I would do nli
in my power to precvail upon Oscar and all of the other comradcs,
as you put it, to grit their teeth and remain for another pericd.
In spite of what Fellx oftcn thinks, I am not looking at this
problem from the standpoint of the Wp snagging a few more membera
in the quickest way. 4&s from the beginning, so now, + look at
the problem politically and seck to follow such a course as can
be justified politlcally, but 1 caunnot agree with the course
your propose. 1 cmnuot justify i1t. L cannot defena it o others
let alone myself. I think it will compromisec the Minority,

and to that extent, also the WP. I think it will lead te further

_defections, in God "knows how ma ny directions, from the Minority,

I think 1t will promotc 2 situstign which has developed. ﬂlrexd

and which smounts to Fellx boing Mactive! in the SWP in the form

of mancuvers, motions, resolutions, ctc. at the top and parely
at the top whilc the entire rest of the membership of the
Minority is in 2 state o; complete inactlivity and passivity, out
of which nothing on God's green earth can 1ift them so long cs
they rem2 in members of the SWP. This 1ls not a subjective rcac-
tion on the mart of the comredes. <+t ls simply o reflection of
the hopeleesness of the prescnt perspective in the SwP,

You uundoubtedly know how much time and effors I have speni

some of the comrudes of the Minority, urging thom to sxorcise
pqtlonce and patience and patience. I 31d that because I con-~
sidered 1t politically correct. I connot do it now. They havs
me by tho throat politically, that 1ls, they proesent arguments
which I cannot snswer becnuse they are politically correct.
Therefore I nm compelled to agree with thelr proposition to put
the matter of imms-iate action before the group for discussion
and gecjslon - for the tenth time, to be surc, but thls time
with thc nim of having thoso who ngree do ong thing aud thosc
who dlisagree Ao ancther ihinge.
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% Oscar proposes to present his motion or resolution to the
. rroup and then submit Lt to the Chicago comrades for vete.- 1f
o his point of view carries, the time 1t would tske to carry 1t

: out in full would coincide with your rcturn to Chicago fram the
trip south -~ a very foirtunate colncldence In my opinion - especinl-

1y Lf you were to inslst wlth our friend ip the south that you in-
tend to fnllow the course Indicated and previously agreed upon

when the question of ultimatum was sebtled in New York and Chicago.

If you do nnt agree with this line, I am certain that it will be
impossible for anybody any longer to restrain comrades like Oscar

and Henry. They will join the WP in the next period. I hope the
friction that this creates will he reduced to an absolute minimum. =
Avove all I ardently hope that there will be no change whatsoever = .
in the relations between ourselves on the one side and the com- .
rades of the Minority who decide To stay in the SWFP on the other. .
I p;rsonally 'see no grounds for such & change. D

( =5!TA With bést personal regards,

\

o T NAX
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- eYou about ‘the lateet events.' o

. FOR MEMBERS OF THE NATIONAL COMLITTEE
_ March 26, 1946

Dear Al:

N

I learned from Louise that both you and Lydia were taken 111 af—»w
- ter your return from Mexico. - I hope that it is not too serious
and that it will not incapacitate you for very long. It goes ¥
without saying that I am extremely .anxious to hear the details -

- of the discussions you conducted during your visit ‘and I can - &
. hardly'wait for the letter whloh Louise reported you will write*

' toward the end of thts week. » , .

U Iem writing you this letter in order %0 olarify my own views to~

TN } - ,‘.

In your brief note from Mexioo you asked why I should consider

.. the ultimatum presented to the SWF PC as "gacred." Of the very

 ‘ I am concerned with, however, is that there should be some mea~_

. don't think it oan be argued that anyone has gained this feeling

- want to digcuse so much the question of what has been done up

'u’~,bandoned, ‘as I insist every Marxist will likewise hadve to do, " -

few things I'hold sacred, the‘ultimatum is not among them. Wha¢=

.-, sure of consistency in the'line and tactics that ere pursued so

. that the comrades not only here but sbroad get the feeling thatll:
there is a sure hand in this fight and that we know at least a-

few weeks in advance what we are doing and what we expect. I =

from the course pursued up to now. However that may be, I don't

to now because I.do believe that on- the Wwhole it is quite defenwnll
sible. What I‘am worrled,about is what is goﬁ1g to be done fromf'
now on.: SR SN R ' REIT

. Felix has been kxnd enough to send me a 00py of the 1ast 1o*t
. he wrote you, in which he dealsg with the Russian question and ‘,:
~with his proposals to open up a fight on it. I have had several:’
desultory talks with Felix about this. What I have to say on~
it I want to say in the most careful way so as not to be misun~sf*
deretood. , . ST

L

I am the last man in the world to oomplain &bout the position e
that Felix has developed on - the Ruesian gquestion. ‘Quite the i
contrary. Although I have not seen his formal document, I think
.1 can say, on the basis of oral discussions with Felix, > that hiss
- position on the Russian quection today is a good 80% in solidar -
ity with the position of our party, and for these diffioult a;j
times, 80% is a pretty high and snbstantislly satisfaotory fig- -
ure. What remains in the form of differences ean, in my opinion’
be discussed and argued out in common and in the talmest and B
most scientific atmosphere. He is for a resl struggle against
" Staliniem in the ocoupied territories. Good! He is against th?':
reactionary idea of "unconditional defense of the 8oviet Union." - :
Good. FEe no longer considers it a workers state and he has a— . °.

_the truly preposterous theory that ths existenoe of national;zedi
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property makes Russia a workers state.. Good. He has not fallen
into the equally preposterous theory that Russia is now some sort .
of capitalist state. Good. He agrees that Stalinist Russia re- -~ .-
presents a new socoial formation. Good. He doesn't agree . that
the ruling bureaucracy represents a ruling class, or that there .
is any ruling class in Russia, and contends that Russia is ruled -

- by’a new bureaucratioc caste. That's bad, but it is-arguable, and -
we will straighten it out in due tire. In a word, on the whole - ..+
it is a development which I find exceptionally gratifying, es-
pecially inasmuch as it avoids that stupid type of sectarian de- "
bate which mixes up abstraoct and scientific guestions with ac- '
tive concrete political questions. ' .

But I am afraid I‘cannot say the same thing about the line he .
proposes to adopt with regard to the presentation of this point °-:
- of view and the conneotion between his presentation and the fight:
that has been made up to now by the Minority on the guestion of . ..
- unity.. There, I am afraid, he is impulsively falling into a - =3 _
Cannonite trap. Up to now the Minority has steadfastly maintain~: ~

ed that the political differences between the two parties, al-~ %"
though they continue to exist, have been reduced (especially on .-
the Rus8ian question!) to the point where sufficient political .
agreement exists to warrant unity and that there is not enough
political disagreement to warrant the existence of two indepen-—-. .-
dent organizaticns. Cannon's reply has been: That's what you
"say; but as for me, I want to find out just what the differences '
are, just how deep and extensive they are, whether or not there -
really exists a political basis for unification. Therefore, I =
want a long, long, long period of discusslon of the political -
differences, which should last approximately 50 years.~— We all -
replied: This is humbug. We know what the differences are. It -
~1sn't necessary to spend two minutes to discuss them, Whatever = .
‘discussion- is necessary on them can take place within one united .- ..
party. The only thing that stands in the way of the establish- '~ - !
‘ment of this united party is Cannon's factional fear of introdu-: . ~
oing into the ranks several hundred conscious and educsted oppo~ "
nents. - R ' ' : : SRR i

<

Now', %his was elther right or wrong; I don't have much patience '

with any sophiat who is going to start to explain to me that it -

was both right and wrong. Now, if it was right up to last night, ~

it is still right this morning. Nothing fundamentally new has - =
- owmcurred. If, however, it was wrong, we owe it to the SWP mem- ..
_ bers, to the members of the Minority and to the members of the

WP, and to the radical public to say: Comrades and friends, we ==
were wrong, and if anybody was right, it was Cannon. In effect, " "
- what I fear is that is just what Felix is proposing to say. g

-How? ‘ : ‘ : s B

-In his letter to you he says in so many words that what now -, -
stands in the way of unity are the differences on the Russian
question (to whicl he adds, and correctly, that Cannon 1is wrong
and we are right). . I donft even want to debate this point of . -
view for the moment. As a matter of fact, I am ready, again for.
the moment, to assume that it is correct. But precisely,if it

L e
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is correct, the #inority, and, if weAagree, then the WP too,
must formally announce the withdrawal of their proposale for uni-
ty, motivation and all, and declare iansteac that until the Rus-

eian question is.settled, the unity can amc must be laid on the
table. Are we prepared to say that?

That ien't all. The adoption of Felix's line means not a slight
, but a complete reoripntation of the Minority (and corresponding~
, 1y of the WP). Up to now the Minority has had what has been
- erroneously referred to as a "split" perspeotive. Whatever the
perspective was galled, we know whtt it has been. If Felix's
point of view is now adopted, this perspective must be radically
revised —~ more accurately, it must be abandoned and replaced by
an entirelyhew one. 1If Feiix shifts the fight primarily to the .
Russian gquestion and, as he indicates, fights it through up to
the next national convention of the SﬁP,Twhat happens then? I
am afraid that in this case, as in so-many others, no serious
attention has been paid to the conse;uences of the line, to the
bPracticel working out of a perspective, to the systematic and
clear preparation of one's followers, etc. S

The convention comes. Felix'a position will, I regret to say,
be defeated. Then? What do you say? What do you do? I will . -
bet the whole campaign fund. of the WP against anything you want
to put up that Felix cannot possibly answer these questions. Does .
he get up then and say: 1 will continue to stay in the party *
and fight for my roint of view? All right, he may say that. But '
then what happene to the fight for unity? It is postponed to s
the Greek Kalends. Cannon will get up and with complete justi- ~ o
fication will merely quote from Felix who says that it now is i
clear that the real obstacle to unity is the wrong Russian line
of the Csnnonites; he will gimply add that, naturally, from higs

"point of view, the real obstacle to unity is the wrong Russian -
line of the Wﬁl Felix must thereupon reply (as in everything -

. else I am assuming that Felix is to be taken serlously and that "~
an effort is made to maintain a certain political conseistency)::
I intend to stay in the S8WP for the purpose of fighting to re-
move this obstacle to unity, namely, the party's false Russian
line- . . ' . .

It may be argued that Felix (i.e., the Minority) is compelled
to say and do no such thing. All right, but if it does not do
this, then it is compelled to do something else. Its line hav— =
- ing been defested, Felix must then rise and declare; Your Rus~ -~
.slan position is wrong, it is intolererble, Shachtman's position
is right, I am therefore lesving you and joining the WP. '

I would be véry happy to hear from you or Felix or anyone else
of a third choice under those conditions! - -

But if Felix walks out on the basis of the wrong Russian posi~ I
tion of the SWP (and a wrong position not in war time but in = -
peace time) how will you make that gioe with all of the .pronoun—- - -
cements of the Minority, up to and including its last ones,which .-
characterized our action in the split of 1940 as a "orime®? How . .
will you explain the walkwout to the other comrades in the e
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International? In my opinion there is no problem in explaining
to the comrades of the International why you leave the BWP and
join the WP on the basis of the unity question. But, paradoxical
as it may seem.to confused people, you will have one devil of a
time explaining to them leaving the SWP and joining the WP on the
basis of the Russian question as it will appear in the fight Fe-
lix propcses to conduct. ' .

There are more aspects to this Question than I can possibly cover
in a letter. For example, will it not be nacessary for the Mi- -
hority to declare now, openly and honestly, that the German com-
rades were right in their proposals to the Minority, that Jef~ :
fries was right in the action he took, and that the Minority was
wrong in ite rejection of the proposal of the Germans? I was ‘
against and I remain against the essence of the proposal: of the
Germans - not in genefal, and not for always, but in the concrete
circumsténces. Along with you, I held and hold to the view that
~a faction is not formed in order to work out a political plat- -
form, but, on the contrary, that a faction is established only
after a political platform is worked out. .l was especially a-~
fraid of the German proposal because it ocould so easily be in- :
terpreted or, if you wish, misinterpreted to provide a justifica—~  °
tion for cliqueism, that is, the formation of politiocal groups - "=
which seek "to find" political differences with other groups. -
I have burnt my fingers with such cligques 80 many times that I
-anm gcared to death of them. Be that as it may, the fact remains
that the Minority, if it now adopts Felix's proposal, must make
public acknowledgment of its indebtedness to the Germans and of R
the error of its own prededing course. There is nothing terrible
about this. But something else follows. In that case, why ° :
should the Minority confine itself to adopting a political posi-
tion on the Russisn question? There are not less than three
other major questions in controversy in the movement today; and,
given the promise of the Germans, the Minority would first have
.%o sit down and work out its independent poslition on these ques-
tions (naticnal question, perspectives of the European revolu~
tion, significance of Staliniem, "military question!, trade
union question, significance of the transitional program, etc.).
The working out.of such positicne, I need hardly emphasize, will ..
take a bit of doing. Felix has a bit of a fixation, a fixation
common to those who arrive at a new position by themselves, so R
to speak. Does he think that all that will be necessary in or- o
der to have the entire Minority, or even most of it, adopt his :
radicelly new Ruseian position 18 to present it with a new do-
~ cument at 8:30 some evening and have it voted on at a quarter -

+of 11t If he succeeds in doing that, I teke my hat off to him

but not to the comrades of the Minority. '

4

Enough. I don't want to squeeze this point dry. I still stand
fundamentally by the course that was decided on by the Minority.
I want to see that course carried out with some degree of con-—
seistency and with a minimum of delay.

More accurately, I think it is time to make & really final deci-
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sion in the group. Those who are for one course should vote for
it and carry it out; those who are for the other course should
vote for it and carry it out. There need be no break in frater—
nal relations with the comradés regardless of how they vnte. I
con't say that I am violently egainst those who want to stay in
the 8WP to fight for a new politioel line. I will try to work
with them and to help them to the greatest poesible extent. But
I, for one, cannot end will not egree to anything that means a
'postponement of the execution of the very firm decision that has
been resched by other comrades who waut to make an open declara—
tion summarizing the unity negotiaticum, showing that they have -
collapeed, placlng the respon31b111ty where it belongs and join~
ing the WP. . S c
I hope that these notes reach you in time 40 be congidered be-
fore drafting your report on the visit withl. and M. and your
proposals for the courss that the group should take.

X _ o
'.>Wifh best'personal regards,

Yax

Y
i

- P+8. I have just read your letter to Felix which seems to-me
~.a fair presentation ¢f the alternative but it dees not deal with
Felix's own proposal. I hope to be able to write you in a few
days. Meanwhile, I cannot urge too strongly that you come to

New York on Aprii 7th, which yom say 1s pObSlble- '

Got..




Section C
Fages ©02-609

These page numbers were inédvertent]y skipped
when the superimposed handwritten pagination was added.
There are NO pages missing.

Please read continuously from page 604 over to 610.



"The WP wants to come in just to split again. How do we
know they're sincere?"

According to this argument, once two groups have split (end one AL-
WAYS thinks that the other has split unjustifiedlyk), then from that
moment unity is forever and ever impossgible.

The question is an important one, of course, but I shall show that
a8 it is used here it 1is only an excuse to cover up and NOT the real
question that 18 bothering Cannon.

It is not true that once a split has taken place, unity is thence-
forward lmpossible because one can never know whether the other fellow
is "sincere". There have been too many examples in the history of the
socialist movcwment, in particular of the Bolshevik momement, even more
particularly in the history of the Fourth Intermational., For one thing,
when the Founding Conference of the Fourth International took place in
1938, there were at least 3 different Trotokyist groups in England, with
¢ great deal of antagonism between them. They reunified, especlally under
the pressure of the international movement, and the reunification was a
great success by and large. In our case, too, the international movement
is presasing for unity. ' : ' : : I

Probably the outstanding example of reunification sfter a split and
years of anotagonlism is the merging of Trotsky's group with Lenin's -
Bolsheviks in 1917. From 1903 to 1917, Trotsky end Lenin were polilticsl
enemises., Lenin called Trotsky a "conciliator," "a preacher of capltula-
tion," "unprincipled," "a diplomat of the lowest order," "a distorter
of history," "one who deceives the workers in the most unscrupulous and
shameless fashion," and last but not least "that petty-bourgeois, Trot-
sky." On tle other hand, Trotsky called Lenin a "bureaucrat," a "dicta-
tor," “the party disorganizer," a "liar," etc. There were important
political and politloec-organizational differences between them for 15
years, at least as igportant as there are beiween the WI and ourselves,
really much more s80. .... Yet, in 1917, when they e&scertained that they
had come t0 o hasis of fundamental politlesl agreement on the baslc
* programmatioc questions, neither hesitated to fuse into a unified party.

Yet Trotsky's group in 1917 (the Mezhrayontsl) vere a tiny grouplet '
almost entirely concentreted in St. Peteraburg, but a formal fuslon-
convention was held and an agreement wmade on propertionate representation
on the leading committees., That is how Trotsky joined the Bolshevik
party for the first time. .¢.. Wasn't the question ralsed in the Bolshe-
vik party: How can we unify with a fellow like Trotsky whom we have de-
nounced for 15 years? - Wasn't the question ralsed in Trotsky's group:
How can we unify with a fellow like Lenin whom we have denounced for 15
years? How do we know they're sincere? YES, these questions were relised
in both groups. But both Trotsky and Lenin insisted that the fusion was
Justified ard made necescary by the bssic programhmatic agreement between
the two groups in the light of their tasks, in spite of continuing differ-
ences, They were both revolutlonary leaders, not mere factlonalists. ‘

They say that the WP want s to couwe in just to split again. There
18 not a scintilla of evidence or indication offered to subatantiate this
‘argument, It 18 just annserted, it is Just thrown out to cast a vell over
the question. They ignore the fact that, obviously, 1f Shachiman comes
in jJust to split again, he and his group would be therefore so dlacredlteal
that they could never recover from that black eye., It is not only
Shachtman who says he's for unity. The rank and file of the WP all over
the country, individuelly and collectively, say they're for unity. Is 1%
just Shachtman who is trying to pull this Machiavellian trlck, or have
all the rank and file membern of the WP also been organized to put over
this hypocritical maneuver on a grand and convincing scale? The latter

O
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The latter is well nigh incredible; it hresuppoeeﬁ a degree of coherence
and unity and organlzation -- to organize the rank and file that way

- without evidence of it somehow leaking out -- that does the WP t¢o much

Justice, or injustice, depending how you look at it.
If 1t 1s just Shachtman or the WP National committee that is being

. Machlavelllan, and the WP rank and file really want unity (as cannot be

. Af we weren't around at all, If he "engineers

doubted if you look at the situation without prejudice), then Shachiman
is uncommonly stupid., It is impossible to pull a grand meneuver like
that from the tope You are saying then that Shachtman can pull the WP

‘members in and out like pushpine a2t will, (especially the new recruits

who are a large percentage, perhaps a maJority of the present WP) -- as
' another split, not only
will he be discredited but it is inevitable that the best people of the
WP will remain ours -- especially the workers who are not used to fancy
maneuvers like that. I believe you are mistaken Af you believe that

Shachtman is that stupld or that suicidal. ‘

" But without going fufther‘along theae lines; it is possible to PROVE |

. that this question of "sincerity" that is raised by the Majority is NOT

" the point in question. Let us suppose that this 1s reslly what is
‘bothering Cammon. He it in favor of unity, he asserts 1t as a good thing

" to be accomplished, he agrees that it is politically possible...the only

thing he questions 1s: Will it work? --- Such an attitude would at least

" make sense, But this is not the attitude taken by the Majority. They

- REFUSE to say that they are in favor of unity. They REFUSE to say that

'ﬂffthe political differences involved are mot an obstacle, that unlty is
“politlically possible., They REUSE to answer any of the very first ques-

- "tions to be answered, They raise the question of "sincerity" as a blind

" to cover the fact that they are. opposed to it in any case.

- This can only be denled &ffectively if the Majority came out and said:

.»Werare for unity, it is politically posible and desirable, the only

- thing that has to be settled is, Will it work? In THAT case, we could

Bay: If that 1s what 1g involved clearly, then let us proceed to find
out whether 1t can work, whether they are sincere, eto, Not by blindly.

”4rushing into fusion (no one proposes that), but by laying the basis for-

1t by Joint work, Jjoint meetings, jJoint diescuselons, fraternization, etc..

- Just standing aside and talking about some sclentiflc test to test

. the "sincerity" not only of a person but of a whole group is obviously

Just a way of evading ard confusing, since nothing - absolutely nothing - -

. -oan ever be settled that way. Get a representative of the WP before you.
~-and put him on the spot. Send one of our leaders to the WP rank and flle
meetings, Or better stilll hold a joint discugsion where the ramnk and

file can express themselves, If you really want unity, that 1s the way
to lay the basis for 1t, to find out if there is a basis for it.

. That i1s why Lenin repeated so ofter, when this question of subjective

"sincerity" wasx raised, that the question cammot be posed that way.
"There. 1s no guch thing as a sincerometer,"” he used to say. It i1s politics

° that settles the question.
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The Questlon of an Internal Tendenoy Bulletin

The WP has ralised kkexx one question in the course of the negotla-
~ tions. VWhat is remarkable, in view of the distrust and anxtagénism
. between the two groups, 1s that they did not ralse many many more,
They ralscd this one question: the RIGHT of & minority to issue an
- INTERNAL bulletin to the members of the party expreasing its point of
" yiew on questions before the party, as a tendency bulletin,
P In the cource of seeking pegs on which to hang thelr fear of unity,
.~ the Majority have practically climbed all over this point with the
« greateat enthusiasm -- and the greatest mistmpresentatlon.

: In the first place, I have hesrd it said that the WP has demanded
- the right to have a publioc organ of its own. This can only be said by
' comrades who have not had the opportunity =--or who have not been glven
i ... the opportunity -- to find out for themselves what has gone out. The
. position put forward by the WP 1s public in full. And thils statement
-~ 4g false,.The WP has made no such demand, or even brought up the idea.
"' What IS true that in the course of discussing the question of a tendency
~7. bulletin in the negotiations, it was Comrade CANNON who admitted that,
f*'as he put it, EVEN the right to issue a public organ was possessed by
8 minority 1n abrormal cases, He added that this right existed in the
. .-"abstract", whatever that might mean. But there is no.qgestion of a
© public organ before us. The question before us 1s that of an 1nternal
' bulletin 1ssued by a minority, only that.

B RHECNE SN U

N . In the course of the negotiations, cannon admitted verbally that
‘a minority in a revolutionary party possesses that right, and himself

clted cases of 1t. Why then the to-do over 1t? Because we would not

-+t -11ke the WP to imssue a tendency bulletin in a united party? I will

- 'show . Just what the danger is of that$ but it is enough to ansver right
. now that of course the majority never "likes" the minority to press
1ts point of view vigorously. In a democratic revolutionary party =-

--and not a minolithic Stalinized buresucracy -- however, it 1s not a

“- question of W at the majority would like their opponents -to do, but

. ¥ vather what are the RIGHTS of a minority.For without the rights of the

¢ . . mimorlty, democracy no longer exlsts, and the revOlutionary party be-

.- oomes something quite different.

..o . Is 1t because it shows that the WP'ers don't really want unity, be-

‘ = ocause they ralse this question in the negotiations? If that 's what

i it 18 pupposed to show then it is settled, because Cannon admits that

: e minoritv hag this right. '

But the Majority says: That 18 the right of & minority in the
. "abatract", but in the concrete 1t 1s an obstacle -- or a potential
3 . obstacle -- or it may posslbly become an obstacle to making unity
;orf, if the WP'ers Btarted putting out a tandency bulletin after
‘fusion.
Now in the firat place, before discussing this question, it 18
neceseary to say that it 1s dlrficult to understand what ie meant by
“a minority right in the abstract."” If it is a right wmerely in the -
abstract, and not in actuality, then it 1s not a right at all. Under
capltalism we have the abatract right to free speecsh, but in the con-
crete it 1s constantly violated; that is why under capitalism, the
ao~oalled right of froe speech is so much of a pure fake, Is this
"abstract" right that Connon admits grudgingly also a fake? Of course
the Mz jority dare not take such a etand, at least not on paper whsre
some one might read 1t. -
~ In the second place, to get down to the question itself, it 1s not
~true that the WP proposes to put out a tendency bulletin on entry. ,
: They have put that down on paper, and recorded themselves on it. They
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They have aaid themnelves that that would be an unjustified thing to
do, out of hani so to speak. The more ususel procedure is for a minority
to avall 1itself of the regular party intcirnal bulletins. :

What the WP raised -- as they speciflc:lly put it themselves -- was
the RIGHT of a minority to issue a tenderncy bulletin internally. They
point out the vaast difference hetween the posgeasion of & right, and
the excrocine of 8 right at any given time and urder any circumstances.

‘If any of us reised the question of the right of the membership to

oall a special nationzl convention, that does not mean that °“f the
Majority saild "Yes, you have that right," that we thereupon o ashead
agdf;tart a cumpalign for a special national conventlion. This 1s ABC
stuff. . '

" By their reaction to this questlon whioh rose in the course of the
negotiations from the WP'ers, the Majority can only tend to confirm
the WP'ers in thelir distrust of the Cennon leadership of the SWP and

- only worscn mattors. Nmixsxwordxisxpatdxgbirukxikixyx Instead of

answering this question forthrightly and honestly, and in the tradition
of the revolutionary Marxist movement, the Majority resolution hedgesn

' an¢ squirms around it, as 1f they were caught in a gullty trap.

- Moreover, and this should really ssttle the question too, in the
oourse of the negotiations, the WP'ers went further éhen I have de=-
scribed. This 1s how Shachtman describes it from his own side, and
what I would like to hear from OUR side 18 what THEIR attitude is,
Shachtman reports this:. ' : ' .
"We asked the SWP, what guarantees, in its opinion, were
required in order to assure them that the unity ‘would
viork.,' Shachtman asked Frank: 'Suppose we were to with-
draw our proposal for en internal bulletin of our own,
would that be sufficlent guarantee for you?! Frank re-
plied: 'That would remove one of ithe danger spots.!
Shecl:tman then asked: 'All right. What other danger spots
sre there that have to be removed to asnure a healthy
“unity?' Frank 4id not anagwer, nor did any of the other
SWP delegtaen. The same soilence was ohnerved in answer
to our question, 'What do you comrades propose ao the
basls for unity? What guarantees do you comrades propose
to us?' The only thing approsching an answer was the
declaration that the SWP had not yet voted on the question,
that the delegation was present only for the purpose of
hearing our proposals and bringing them back to its commit-
tee in the form of a report."

Then“tﬁey held a meeting of the National Commiittee and wrote a resolu-~
tion, and st1ll had nothing to say about it.

\

In view of all thls, how can the Majority spend its time filling the

. ailr with confusion on the unity guestion by yelling about a tendency
: bulletin? '

The truth is that, just as there 1is distruast in our ranks toward the
WP'ers, so also is there great distrust by the WP'ers of Cunnon's
leadership. It 18 the unfortunate truth that this 1s the grest obstacle
to unity. We ocannot close our eyes to the fact that this mutual distrust
existeg Just as ih our ranks the question 1s raised "How willl they act
in a united party?", so also the question is raised in the minds of the
WP'ers "How will the Cannon lesadership egat in a united party?" Now in

- answering this question, the WP'ers are going about it in the only pos-
- 8lble way: not by asking for a sincerometer, but by political test. They
" 8ay in effecti- Let us establish the rights of a minority NOW, not later
when a sudden brimging up of the question may lead to friotion. They
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put it down on the record ard write: "We look upon a factionsl war
the morning efter unity as an sbsurdity." They say, in the tradition
of the revolutionay perty attlitude, that the existence in a perty of

- a group of comrades with a minority point of view in not the same as

an organized factional situetion.

How can the obstaoles to unity'be overcome ~~ how can the WP over-

- come them, or how can enyons else overcome them -- 1f nobody says what
" they are? We are on the npot when Shachtman asks: "If the question

of a tendency bulletin is withdrawn, what then are the obstacles to
unity?" and our own leadership has nothing to say. It is because there
is nothing to say. :

b\4



