WORBKERS PARTY
4 Court Siruare
Long Island City 1, II. 1.

- : Yarch 8, 1947.
TO ALL MEMEERS OF THE WORKERS PARTY

Dear Comrades:

The question of unity between tis Vorkers Porty and the Soct dllst Workers

Party has once morc becn placed upon the agenda. At a gpecial mesting called to

consider the gqucstion, the Fational Comnitiee of our party censidered the (uesticn
again and wrde 'a nunber of decisions on it. fhese decisions have alre ady boenr com-
murnicated orally to the membership in scveral cities whorc o report on the ques~—
tion was delivered by Comrzde Shachtmen., In the other cities, the repert is be-
ing delivered to braach mectings by Comrade Gates. This circular will reitcerate
. 3 the facts and conclusions presented in these reports for the discussicn of the
3 question which is row being organized in the porty and for the eventual finel de~
: cision on the motter waich will have to be tane“ by tho membership in a rezularly
convoked conventions -

In ord.cr that the discussion takes nlace on the bagis of the fullest under
standing of the question and with the utmost objectivity, it is well to rocall
briefly the position taken on this qucr‘riOu in the past period by our party. A4All

. the necessary documentation on the subject is ahoaay in the kaads of the menbere
hip in the form of the pamphlet on “Un:.ty” by Goldmen, vhich inclules os appone—
diceg all the importon’ resolutions and coaes;onqcnce on the gubject.

5

The initiative and the work of reurifyring the Trotszyist movement in the U.S
by means of o fusio® Detween the VP ond the SWF was taken more than a year and o
half ago by the leacars of the then Minority of thﬂ S’-.'.'.P Goldmnn, Moriow, B.-_uew‘-t
and Yillisms. In brief, the resolution they subaitted to the leading co.mittces
ef the SUP proposed that the party undertake negot mt;o::: with the WP for wnifics
tion in view of the foct that the slogen of wunconditionnl defense of the Sovied
-Urion had been retired into the bvackground by the SWP, and of the fact that the VP
had demonstrated in the course of the war 'thu" it was o revolutionary Morxian in-
ternationalist organization. The Minority resolution further propoced that the
actual unification be preceded by a period of pructical collaboration betveen the
two partiza which would not oaly test the feasizility of unity but would at the

- same time help amcliorate the antagonismg that mnd developed in the course of gix
years of scparation. Immediniely after the prcwnt.:tion of this resolution to the
Political Cormittee of the SWP, o plonary mecting of the utional Commitice of the
WP, -2ssenbled in Detroit in ..,au“t 1945, adopted a resolution by unonimous vote
which, in suostance,'coxx‘»=suonL ed with the position of the SVP Minority. This re-
solution in favor of unity is renrinted among the nopendices in the goldmymy Lom—
phlet and thersfore docs not need to be surmarized herc.

The STP leadership, vhile it daid not for molly rcjeet the proposalifor wsity,
or coimxit iteclf foumnlly one wny or tuotXer, soon shwowed in practice, esneeinlly
in the form of its exceldtio: stility %o the Iinouity in its party itﬂuu it 4x
not take a friendly att ni. tc ~r-:1 the proposel for wiification.  Only twe joint

meetings of the represcutatives of the ‘cr.' vartics were held. The SUP reprosontis
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tives declared that they had e authority te neocclizte for writy of tho bio partics
and that they were pregent cnly for (‘::olcux\,ol purposces go that they could repor
back to their lending cowwiitecs. Qur r epresentatives, on the othor hand, made a
fira amd positive proposal fO wii oy and cven went into detail; at the first moete
ing, as to how we provosed to effcct the wnificsaiion in proctice It is eapoclal=

ly important ab the present monent that cvery coamvadc be exactlj awvara ol whii
our original nozition and propesale were, Te sald orally, and repeatedly eonfiod

it in weitten letters and slatencuts, the follewins was our dasis for um«l-y' 768
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In view ¥ the numericnl superiority of the SiP over the TP, which we did
not even thirl of contesting, we declared ourselves rendy, from the very outsct,
to assume the position of a minority in the united varty, with all the rights
and oblisations that 8 minority wust assume. By this we meant concretely, ag
we stoted to the SWP, thrt we would dissolve our independent party; give up our
public press, LABOR ACTIMY and THS INEW IWTEXNATICHI L -give up our .independent
public activity; acknov :dge the right of the present SWP and its leadership to
be the majority in the 1 :dership of the united party; and in general give up

" any form of iniependent and separate existence, Ve acknowledged, further, as

flowing from these propositions, that the program and policy of the united party
would be the program and pclicy of the present SWP, and that as a consequence it
would have control of the principal party institutions, including the press,

and control of all the public activity of the porty. As a minority in the united
party, we were ready to pledge oursclves to abide by the decisicns and disciplinc

‘0f the majority until such time as these decisions ware reversed by a majority

of the party membership in the manner proviced for by the party constitution.
We further - agnin at the vory first meeting with the representatives of the

SWP -~ made a declaration that we were ready to give all the necessary gunrantees
not only against the danger of a split following on the heels of the unificatioen,
but also against precipitating a factional fight or a violc :t polemical discus-
sion in the party immediately after the unification, all in orddr to establish
the maximwa assurance that the unity would be cemented as firmly and sclidly as
pessibles To the above we added that in view of the fact that this wos o unitfy
proposed between politically similar but not politically identical tendeancies,
in other vords, in view of thec kmovm peliticel differcnces between the two
tendencies, which were and are by yo means trivial, we proposed, as a minority
in the united party to issuc zn internal bulletin of our owm, for educational

urnoses, and not for the —urposc of lauaching a factional fighte
,P* ’ i b &

These were our proposals from the very beginning, and you would have to
look far and wide to discover a situntion in vhich one side vas prepared to mao
such extensive concessions in the interests of wmity with another side, withcout
asking for any concessions in return. Our propositions were the only ones made
in the course of the two joint scssions for the simple reason that the representa-
tives of the SV? marde no propositicns of any kind. They did not accent or re—
Jject those made by wus, and they cffered none in place of ours. At a later
stage, when it became clear that owr proposcl to issue an internal educational
bulletin of owr own was being presented in the SWP as an obstacle to unification,
the STP ifinority agzin took the initiative to promote the fusion., In o letter
ta our party, the iinority sugcosted tlat we witharaw cur proposcl for an in-
ternal bulletin ond that we moke the following proposition insteads that both
sidbs recognize the right of ony minority to iscue a bulletin of its own in the
unit ed porty and that we, for our part, would pledge ourselves not to excrciss
that right in the first period of the cxistence of the united party. It should
be noted that the right of a minority to issue an educaticnal or even a faction-
al bulletin of its own has never been questioned in the entire history of the
Trotskyist movement. Iven in the violeni stitugele in the SWP in 1939--1940 no
objoctien at all was made to the fact that the then minority repeatedly issued
internal bulletins of its cwn, £¢ had minorities in the Trotslzyist movement in
the U.Se and elscvhere before that time. Cur propesnl was, therefore, in no
sensc extraordinary. Heverihelegs, in order to remove any arsument that might
ronceivably be used agninst our propesal for unity, we unhesitatingly accepted

‘the surgestion of the Minority anl cosrunicated our decision to the SWP;  tunt

is, we reyncsted only the rocognition of the right of & minority to issue on in-
teraal bulletin and declared that we would not exercise that right in the initial
period of the unity. It goes withow sayirg, we waderstood aleo that it might
not be necessory to exorcise that right ot al  if a genuinely doaocratic party
regime were estadlished in which everyvody in the united party would have ample

cconfidence, thus obviating the nced for any minority %o takce such measurcs o

brify its views before the meinbership as o waolc. - 969
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Yet, despite this whole series ol cencessions, the SWY leadership, incterd
of beins brovcht closer to the idew of unity, became increasincly hostile te
it. Not even tl: incrensing sympathy for the ider of wunity thot developed in
nurerous sections of the Movement could wersuade the SWP lecderslip to alter its
anti-unit; position. 1In August 1945, on the eve of the repular national conven-—
tion of the SWP, its Politicnl Cormiittee pudbliched the document entitled,
"Revolutionary ilarzism vse. Petty Bourgecis Revisionism," The title ig 1 ffi-
cicnt indication of the contentse Page after page was devoted to a vio nt
attack on our party as petty bourgeols, rovisionist, anti-larzist, anti-
Trotskyist, anti~Fourth Intermntionzlist, as even being "on the other side of
the barricades," as moving rapidly towards Social Democracy snd as hoving no-
thing in common with the revolutionary principles of our international move-
ments Zvery poge vas devoted to digging an unbridgeable gulf between the tw
tendencies. In its concluding chapter, the statement of the Political Commitiee
of the SWP propcsed that the Movement set up three new criteriac for distinsuich-~
ing the revolutionary HMarxist tendency from all others, the adoption of which
was clearly calculated to establish an irreconcilable politicol and orgnaiza-
tionnl hostility toward our party. On the Lasis of this document, the
Politicol Committee reporter on the question of unity at the coavention of the
SWP which followed in Chicego, succeeded in obtaining o unanimous vote ngainst
unity vith the P, except for the four votes in favor of unity cast by the ro-
maining representatives of the iHinority.

_ We must note and lay appropriate stress upon the fact thot novhere in the
Statement of the Political Committge of the SWP, nor in any other politiceal
documents of the SWP, was there so much as a word devoted to our proposal for
an internal bulletin, nor cven a hint that this guostion, or anything like it,
was an obstacle, let alonc the obstacle, to unification. The opnosition to
unity was motivated exclusively upon the argument that the theoretical and
political differences between the two parties mnde uvnity nnd coexistence with-
in a united party impossible, e kept emphnsizing, in line with cur conception
of the character of the revolutionary Marzian party, that the differences verc
compatible with membershin in a single party. Ve kept enphasizing that the con-
trary point of view was the point of view of that "monolithism" against which
the Tratskyist movement had always fouzht. Ve emphosized, not only to the §W7P
but to our own members that th2 mere fact that the SVP would agrec to unity wih
our party would by itself alrcady be a refubtation and abandonment of the
monolithic conccption of the party, if not ezplicitly then at lcast implicitly,
if not in wholc, then at lcast in part.

It is truc that in addition to this "bagic! argument agzainst unity with
the VP, namely on grounds of political inccomuatibility with membership in one
party, some attempts were made to rejoct our propostals on the grownd that we
were not "really" for unity, thot we were only ecngnged in a mancuvers. Under
the circumstances, it was impossible for any thinkipg persen to take this argue-
ment seriously. Ve angwered the argument a dogen times by sayings All that

is necessary to exposéd the "mancuver® of the WP propoesals for unity is for the
SWP to declaré itself in favor of unity and to demend that the WP make jood
in deed what it offered in words. Then, if the VP dissolved its public ore
ganigzntisn and accepted the position of a disciplined minority in the wnited
porty, the charge of a Ymaneuver! would be proved groundless and the entire
movement would be the gainer. On the cther hend, if the WP would roluse to
carry out the proposals that it itself had made, it would stund exposcd and it
alune would suffer discrediiment. The fact refsnins that at no time did the

SWP leadcrship declare itsclf in favor of unity and at no time Gid it call upos
the WP tn malke good on its proposnls in practicc.

That is hew motters stood up until recently. ny other vercion of thiu
St:’).ge of tha nagntintiong on nnity balongsy in the rondm of rp-d o Jo, osre ' 9?°
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The question wos nubt on our asenda ogondn a few weeks 2,0 dy @ vicit of
; Comrade Soith, on authoritative representative of the Conmlt‘cc in Charge (C IQ
'8 of the Extraordinary Party Convention (EPCY. Smith met suc€essively with
Shachtman, with tie members of the PC of the party and th-;n‘ with the memberchip
« of the NC in plenary sessicn.

Sometime before Smith!s arrival in the city, our PC.came across the tex

~of the call for the EPC. The agenda for the Convertion, as outlined in the
call, was entirely satisfactory' to us. It provide for reports and discussions
on the most vital questions before the kovement. ZXowaver, 'the call. for the EIC
contained a most extraordinary provision., In-'dealing with these organizations
wnich were not an official part of the EPC, it stipulated that they could at—
tend the Convention and. part1c1pa’cc in th' discussions prior to the Convention
only if they comnitted thems elves in advorce to abide by all the pelitical and’
orgonizational decisions of the Convention. This provision which reierred un-
nistalkably to our p’\rty, ye.s utterly unprecedcnted in eur movement, UG anted
in the particular case, narrov-minded and infantile. ' That wos the wanimous
opinion of our PC when it considercd the call. The PC decided to address a most
restrained letier to the CIC,stating our desire to participate in the Convention
to the fullest poss:.ble extent, and at the same time stating owr complete Gis—
agreement with the provision ~e cribed above.. fThe PC also-decided to hold’ up
the dispatch of this lettcer because it was -reported that a represcntative of -

the CIC wemnld soon. visit Hew Yo--b, thereby affordiag us the oppertunity of
- -discussing with him our letter and the full meaning of the absurd provision so
‘as to rumove all possible cmbxﬂulty and misanuwrstmv.hna ‘before we adopted the
letter as fl..le text.

1

At the fir.,t meeting between Saith and S_haohtman, this lat er matter wog
gone into. Shachtman showed Smith the draft of our letter to the-CIC and em-
‘phasized the unacceptadility of the provision, -po:.ntlnw cat, as did the letter
itself, that the party leadership is in no case authorized to ma2le such a
‘commitment. Ia rOply,.Swith &€t forth the following views If the WP does
‘make the formal cor‘m"tm«en‘; to -)lnor't, 1t sclf in agvance to accept all the deci-
"~ gions of the IFC, it ..Lﬂ immedic ‘tnly be comgsidered by the CIC as a symmathizim
organizotion with full rizhis, it will be abie to participate with full rights
and without, restrictions. iu Lie prepnmt;m.;’ and - sessions of the ZPC and,
finally, what s most decisive, $hat the UIT vras sure-of the achievement of
unity betwee the WP znd the £W7. He stated specitically that the SWP had
-called o svocicl meeting cif its ¢ to taks place on Fevruary 15-16 to discuss
the question of uzity agein, ard that if the % mode this comm itmont in writ-
ing in the form of o lecte. o the CIC, Sinith would positively assure a faver—
able vote on =ity by the &% plemu. On inile ground, - namely, that the comuit—
ment wog iaceparably comnccled with and cmwumww upon the achicvement of
unity belreen the two p"ru cs,  Shachtman ‘said 'ch.xt he rould reccrumend a favor-
able action to our PC. SR BN L '

Ssuth ving i”}."’itéd to'autend a meeting of tnp PO calleg to discuss the mat-
ter and an U”‘rgcr ¢y meeting of owr NC which'was convened a few days latere ‘
The HC meoting was attended by all the members except two whe are on the west
coast and v o could not atiuxd because of the ghort notice en which the plen-
um wags ~rliled, : B :

At the meo 1153 of the PC and the I.TC, Smith once more set forth the nosi-
tion of the CI0. Ec reported that the cecretariat of the CIC had acmptcd a
rcsolutiocn countnining two m,lmb. pne vas a criticism of the S for haviig ,
adented a Im,:"ulcm on the unity '~ at its national convention last Novembter
"withous waiting to hear the opinion of the CIC. The other wag a criticism of
the SW2 for hewing expelled Yorrow and Jeffries at their convention on the greamds
that such an expulsion as Vinopportane” sad deprived the two comrades of the

wpo

opporiunity te participats in the diseussieng for the EPCs  The exact text of
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thece motione wws not prese:ted to us but vas suwarized oinlly Yy Smithe

In the diccul ion eof the CIC's provision for cur werticipation 'n the
EPC, virtually all tho comrades of our HC expresged Lhe estronzest criticions
of the proposition. In pzrt of his reply, Swuith endewvored to defend ths pre-
positiocn on the ground that therc vas a precedent for it in the hisitory of the
Communist Intcernztional. For his precedent he cited the case of the admis:icn
of the EMPD (Comrunist Torkers Party in Gemmany), a small, wltra-leftist orgoni—
zation vhich the leadershi» of the CI at onc time souzht to win to its gidc.
According to Smith, the Comintern demanded of the KAPD that if it wanted to
particinate in the Congress of the Intcrnational, it would have to pladze it-
self to accept in advance all the éecisions of the Congress. The "precedentt

.was ill-chosen. Uhat hapvened in actuality was alme:t exactly the opposite.

Under the leadership of Lewin and Tretsky = even thouch it represented 2 moes
movenent of millicns throughout the world, and even thoush it hod behird its
Prozrom the tremendous authority of the successful Russian Revolution - the
Comintcrn nevertheless Went out of its way to try 4o draw to its side vacillat-
ing ond uasurs groups, no maiter how tiny. These-groups were as for remeved
from the program of the CI as the Socialist Labor Pzarty in this country, the
IW7, the French Syndicalists, Sperish Anarchio-gyndicalists, and vltra-leftist

groups like the KAPD. Even though its strength was enormous in comparison with

these tiny groups, the Comintem-leadership was intelligont enough not to ap-
proath them with ultimatums, Thoe policy actually pursucd toward such groups
is exemplified by the report that Xarl Radek, speaking for the Exccutive of the
Gomintern, delivered to the Taird World Conzrcss in 1921 about the rclations of

the Intermational to the KAPD. He said: -

nhe motion of the Executive proncses that the KAPD, after having been a
sympathizing member of the Comrunist Ianternational for six months shall now kave
a concrecte period*of 2 to 3 months in which to decide it if submiits to the deei-
sions of the Communist Internation»l, and in this way come to a wification
with tho United Communist Party of Germany ( tlhe official Comintern soction) en
the basis of this decision..,.eThus althoyh from the founding Congress of the
KAPD onward the antazonism of the KiPD to the Comintern was clear, the Comintern
sought to build bridges to itself for the KAPD, not out of consideration of a

caten~21l policy, which aimed to bring togcther Tom, Dick and Haorry, out oub

of the vieupcint tlnt with the standpoint represented by the XKiPD, criors
would manifest themselves in the revolutionary Communist- movement of the prole-
tariat in all coumtries. Wherc the nev revolubtionnry strata awaken and throw
themselves into the political fighting arena, it is clear that thesc strata
cannot everyvhere and alvoys have o good eye for political necessitiese And
inasmich as it wes a question here of the misialies of revolutionazry proletari-
ans, the Executive said to itseli thot it must do every thing in order to win
these proletarians for the Intermaotional. And at the Second Congress of the
Communist International, the Tzecutive surmounted all ths obstacles just in-
erder to glve the delcegates of the XKiPD the noesibility of participating in
the Congresz, and to see, for its part, the stendgoint that the big overuhelin=
ing majority of the Coummunist proletoriat in all countries adopts. The Ixecu-
tive went so far that it wanted to gilve a decisive mandate to the repicsenta-
tives of the XAPD, althoush the latter declarcd in advance to the Tzecubive
thot they would not subiaid to the declisicnge...o" (liinutes of the Third Vorld
Congress, in Geras , ppe 3U9-G41) S

In a werd, the Y"precsdend® cited by Smith, and about which there apnearss
to be such agitation in the S0P tolay, specks dirceilsr against the provposition
() 1 L (3 L -
of the CIC «nd shows the state to which the best traditions of Lenin and

Trotslzy have fallen in sections ef owr movement.

Entirely apart from the question of the relatvions betwenn the CIC and the
WP there is the question of its relations with other groups that cxish every—
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wh&re. They ore, to b sure, smoll *romu.,, but our own meovernknt is a very

suall one tce, ani it hos no "rickht! to be hevghty tewords any other groups on
grounds of size #lone, At © time vhen our ovn mevement is so small and go
isolated, it should te searching night and dvy- for contact with all sorts of
groups which have Trolzen or are bruazrmg with the Socinl Daaccracy and stelin-
ism; it should be bending its greatcest efferts to cstablish the most friendly
relations with such groups, to tring them closer to our movement, to evidence
the greatest patience witi: them, o show the most genuine reudiness to discuss
with them formally, to avoid the slightest impression that we consider every-
thing in our own movement "settled," cut-and-dried, or that we scek to impcso
our views upon them merely by superior voting strengthe. Instead, the CLC takes
a position where it faces all such groups with an ultimatua that could have becn
worked out only by narrow-minded bureeucrats, however honest and well=intention--
ed - or by political nﬂ‘u.nt , an ultimatwn to which fow groups will pay any
attention, o - "

In the discussion at the PC and NC mcetings, it was also pointed out by
mony - comrades that,. standing by itself, the proposal for such a comaitment
by our party would create an absolutely ridiculous situation. If, for
example, both the WP and the SWP attended the ZPC under the conditions set
forth, both would be obligated in advance to revrite (or reaffirm, as the case
“might 'be) their progrems‘to correspond with the decisions of the EPC. In
that casc we vould have a2 situatlon ‘vhere two separate parties would presont
identical progrems to the masses - one party presenting the nrogram with real
conviction, the other party presenting it without conviction and enly out of
consideration of f‘isc:.pllne. That ‘would mako a fine spectacle -of our movement
indeedl ‘

, Nevertheless, a decisive majority of the NC voted to commly with the pro-
posal of Smith. How is this to. be explained? Smith declared, again and
‘again, that with such a letter from the WP in his hand, he could appear before
the plenum of the ST and be absolutely sure of a decisive vote in favor of
unity. He added that while some of the SUP leaders were still opposed to
unity, the principel lenders,- including Czmon, Stein, Yarde and nthers, wecre
in favor of it. On the grounds of -.this -assurance, which wes subsequently con-
firmed by the SWP plenum, our NC plenum decided in favor of the formality- of
pledging ourselves in advance to abide by the political and erganizational de-
- cisions of the EPC. Ve made it perfectly clcar to Smith that this commitment
would be considered valid and opcrative by us only if unity was ochieved be-
tween the WP and the §WP, and that feiling such umty we would not have the
slightest hesitation in regarding the commitment ag a mere scrap of papor with-
out any binding value upon our partye

The plenum was able to adopt such a decision without great difficulty
because, formality apart, it is entircly consisternt and substantially identical
with the position our party has tcken on the unity question since it was first

raised in pugust 1945, I call the attention of the eomrades again to the fact
that for a year and a half we were prepared to wnite with the SWP into one
party in vhich - we said opcnly - we would be a disci plincd minority from the
very outsct, in which ve plcdﬁgcd ourselves to abide by the srogram and poli-~
cies of the majority and to work loyally under its le admgnm. e vwere pre—
pared to a0 this without the bcacl it of a special convention where we would
immediately have the opnortanlty of scelzing to become the majority and even
without the benefit of o prelininnry, thorough and demecratic discussion of
our differences, in the course of which we would have the opporiunity to nre-
scnt our own point of view. ‘

Our coursc on the wnity question as unanimously encors 1 by the last cone
vent ion of the party. ihat our February 5 plenum ef the NC decided was in con-
formity with the position we have adveocated in the paste. Where we were roaly

973




.

to sutmit, in the wiited party, to the cigcipline of the SWP wnjoriiy ool o
avdide Ty its decisilons, we ere new ready o cubmdt co the discivline of the

EFC provided theve ies wnity between the two porties. jnd this is only cacthor
way of soying that we relterate our rezdiness to abdide by the discipline of

the majority in the united party.

%we hove now gaincid something in addition, however, which wag neither
offered to us nor demended by us in the past. Now the unity is to be preceded
by & discussion of all the questions in controvarsy, in which not only the
point of view of the SU2 but also the point of view of the VP will be pre-
sented in the form of fundamental documents end articles. Purthermcre, Ve
vere previously ready to take for granted the fact that the wnited party would,
at least for the whole first period, have as its official prooram and policics
the prozram and policies of the SWP. Now, by virtue of the fact that the
united party will have the program and policies adopted by the EPC, we hove the
opportunity of presenting for discussion our own program and policies and
fighting for their adoption in the wider arena of the EPC, where it is not
automatically guaranteed that all the views held by the BWP today are assurcd
a victorye - .

It is true that in our letter to the CIC and in the first nezotiations
that we have already had with the SWP since its plenum, wec have not roised
the question that we raised in the past, namely, the recognition by both sides
of the risht of any minority in the wnited party to issue an internal bulletin
of its own. In the first place, it should be borne in mind that we never pre~
sented this proposal to the SWP as.an ultimatun, It wes put ferward for its
consideration. Id the second plgbe,,the SWP never daeclared that this proposal

‘ wvas the reason for its opposition to unity. Insofar as it exnressed any posi-
PI T

tion on it, it vas more or less noncommittal. At the very first mecting be—
tween our representatives and those of the SVP, as far back as Septembor

1945, the leader of the SWP, Cannon, declared. "The quoction of unity cannot
be settled by your insisting on a demand for a bulletin or by our rejecting the
demand." In the third ploce, we have never abandoned our proposal. It sheuld
be clear to everyone that our pledge to abide by the decisions of the ZPC is
not in any scrdae a pledge to vote in fovor of every propesal thnt may be mode
by the dclegutes of the SVP to this convention or by onycne else. Ve are
Pledged only to abide by those propcsals which are adopted by a majority at
that conventions Ve are not in the slizhtest degree committed to refroin
from presenting for consideration and for vote any propesal, be it on a polit-
ical question or on a question of pariy organization, that our party decides
to present to the EPC. €ur views on the kind of organigzotion the revolution-
ary iarxzist party should be, on the kind of regime it should have, on the
free presentation and interchange and discussion of ideas that should be as—
sured in it, on the rights and dutie; both of mojoritics and of minoritiecs,
on the restrictions that shouwld be placed upon them or that ther should ploce
upon themselves, and on a vhole series of other matters on vhich we hold very
{irnm opiniong -~ those have not changed in any important puarticular ond hnve
not been cbrndoned. If the STP does not agree with any or all of our views,
that is not yet decisive. It is the delypates to the ZPC 2s a whole who will
decile. Yo will not f2il to present our views to these delegates and to seex
by all legitimate moons to get » favorable vete cn them.

For ti.: reagons set forth above, our NC plomum was faced with no specinl
difficulty in odoptinr its decision, tkat is, in reiterating the provious Dosi-
tion of the party in fovor of wnity., The comrade; who disogreed with this de-~
cision, and thor constitute o minority, will pregent their point of vicw In
the PARTY BULLETIN as part of the discussion on the question which is now
opencd in tho membership os o vhole and to which everyone is invited to con-
tribute freely. Thero verc comrades at the plenum vho, thoush voting for the

proposnl of the mnjority, eapresged reluctarce or apprehencsions abeub the dane—
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ger that our ter ency would not-enjoy its proper demceratic ri Rbg in the
~wited porty unless we accomponied the restateacnt of cur positicn for unity
with the realiirmotion of our pronoual tnat the richt of minoritics to isgue
bulletins of their own was mutuwally reécognigec, The recson why this was nct
done at the plenum has already been indicated above.” But the narty lecder—
1 ship made it perfectly clear at the plenum, and it is impertant to emphacize
i 3 it in this communication, that it firmly intends to tallo all the necessury
: measures and present all the nscessary preposals to the EPC to adopt motions
. and resolutions that will embody our conception of how the revolutionary lorx—
3 ist party should be constructed, our ccnception of the relationship between
. majority and minority in a party and our conception of the kind of continucus
.~ ideological ‘life that distinzuiches a livirg Yarzist party. Gur tendency in
E .the liovement, like 21l others which arec 1eg1t1mute1 part of it, has a'right
to an uwntrammeled ideological existence and to the fullest opporuunitics to
develop and win support for its ideas in conformity with our best traditions.
Oour views on these questions are woll lmown. No one need expect that .we will
abahdon them or ~bandon thce fight for them. Vhoever thinks otherwise is labor-
- ing under a sorry illusion. .

PR ——

E S ——

ey N U e G
.

~Just as the NC encountered nc special difficulties in reiterating our
partyls position, it finds no difficulty in reperting 1ts position and all
the true and relevant Tacts to the memborship as a whole. Our report requires
no distortion of any facts, mo suppregsion of other facts, no invention of
non~existing "facts." Neither our party s & whole nor its leadership is con-
cerned with prestige nolit*cs, nor rlth fuce—sav1nb dcvmcs for which, more-
'over it flnds no nced. T LT

o TR W LA™ SR A V.

HOUuVCf as shomn by letters already reccived at tHe center and by quese
‘tions asked at those branch meotings where the report has already been dig-
cussed, our comrades are very much intcrest: 1, and properly ‘so, in the rcasoas
for the position taken on the unity question by the SWP plenum. The ST
plenum position in favor of unity is considercd by virtually all our comrades
~as a reversal of the position vigorously maintained by the SUP for a year and
a half. Inasmuch as our comrades can sce no evidence of anything radically
~new in the situation, nor of any chonge in the views or position of our em
party, they are interested in learning the roasons or arguments that have mo-
tivated the change in the position of the SWP lcadership.

2 T o S N T,

K

This question, although interesting and important, comnot in our view be
considered of decisive significziace by us. Our basic position in favor of
unity was taken a long tine azo, before we cven knew wint decision would {final-
ly be taken by the SWP. Our basic position on unity was maintained even
after the formal rejection of the unity by the SiPe It coannot and should mot
. br altered by any such secondary considorations as the reasons given by the
SWP for its chanzc of position. These rcasons arc the affair of the SUP and
it has the full and unPOﬁ+ebted right to present it to its membership and to
anyone ol

We have the r ht to councern cursclves with this thSthJ only insofar
ag it is proper anl necegsary for our membershin to know 2ll tAa important facts

rclated to unity and insofar 2s the rceansons given by the Si2 e o serious
effect upon tihe achisvement and consolidation of a united npo Qy on a cowmd tosis.

In situnticns such as now exist vetween the VP ond the SUP, the air can
easily be clouded by 211 sorts of exa:cerations, distortions, rwiers and gossin,
and even dovuright Talsifications sprcead by irrcsponsible persons. It would
be & most foolish thing to be influcaccd, let alonc upset, ty irrcsponcible
gossip, rumors ond lics, They can only crcuate nervousness, jilteriness and
lead to the dxsnru.nntat ion vhich iz gunranteed vwhen sub 7m~*ivm roaotions aré
8llowed to provail over eulm, objective conaslderations 97:
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‘ For these recasons, T am appending to this coaunication a copy of o ¢cir-
cular letter to all of the leadins r.abers of the §TP, dated Petruary 8,

1947, I eppend it in full for two ruonsons: (1) becounce it is not only an
avthoritntive and official erpression of opiaion of the SWP leadershin but has
obvicusiy constituted the iasic of all the rcports of the S/ plenum decision
gilven to the manbvership of the SWP; (8) beczase,while nmuch of the letter is
of po interest or cerusegusncs to us, the sendinz out of excerpts alcne micht
iay us open to tkre distracting charge of quotliy out of conbext.

It is not necessary to commrat at too gredt length on the February 8 A
circular of the P, The explanation given ia it for the proposed changs of
position ia favor of unity, when compared wich the well~kmown facts, which
are available in the docunents appsuded to Gulduents pamphlet on "Unity"
and vhich are supplenented in this communication, corresponis more Lo the
particular requirements of the $\2 leadership. I repeat, owr party has no
use for prestige politics and no need for face-saving. ¥We need enly repeat
calmly that those views which wsre denounced by the SWP leadcrship as anti-
Moerxist, anti-Trotslyist, anti.pPourth. ., rovisiozist and cven counterrevolu-
tionary, remain our views in cvery respect, today just like yestercay; that
our position on unity of the two parties as set forth a year and a half 2:0,

-remains vasically uncltered because we have had no cause to make any basic al
‘terations in it. Anyone who wishes moy make a contrary claim. Serious people
will have no difficulty in judging the merits of the claims made en each side,

We deem it necessary, howeven, to moke a few corrections about statements
of facts, explicit or by implication, vhich are made in the SWP eircular,

le The commitment made by our NC which pledged it in advance to accept
the decisiorz of the EPC did not give us the right to have merely fraternal
representation at the Convention without: voting rights. It wos expressly
stated by the represontative of the CIC that if our party undertook this come
. mitment 1t would be entitled to participate in the EPC with the same rights
as all other full participarnts, nomely with voice and vote. MNeither Snachi-
man, the PC, nor the N0 of our pariy was prescnted by Smith with any fomuln
that would confino our representation at tlhie EPC to a fraternal bosis or dew
vrive us of voting rights. Conscqguently, cither $mith was unauthorized to
-present to us the pronosal that he mede, in which case the commitment we une—
dertook could not be comsidered vinding, or clse th: report in the SVP cir-
cular oi this point is ncorrect. Wrich of these two is actually the casc

s e

on and will be estobliched withouwt difficulty.

2e Thile there will evidently be o propos2l presented to the EPC to pro-
hibit all discussion on the principal disputed questions after the Convention,
our party has in no .way oblignted itself to support this provesnl. Anyone who
wishes to has on undisvuted right to wuke the proposal, cven if a proposnl of
any kind to prohibit discussion at any timc has ncver before vteen made in the
history of the Trotskyist movement. e have an indisputable right to argue
and vote agrinst such an abhorrent inncvation, and this right we have not almn-
‘doned and do not intend to abandone A perfectly clear understanding of this
point is esseatial, About a yeor end a Wlf ago, we declarcd to the SWE rem o-
sentatives, of our own free decision and without solicitation or pressure,
Liat we oursclves wonld refinzin, during the first period following the fusicn
of the two narties, from oicning up or conducting o political or factional dig.-
cussion on the disputed questions) that we wished to utilize this firs
period to concentrate the efforts of everyuody woon cementing the fusion
to0lidly, from ton to bottom. An active political or facticnal discussion
leunched in the brenches the mornins after the Fusion could very casily be
detrimental to the intercsts of consclidating the unity as well as the intor-
ests of our avm tendanesr, rnt vaula bhe noodoed fivet of 211 is nn intensivo
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period of common work, both inside ond outside the party, curing vhich 2ll m-
tunl suspicicns and hostilitics could b~ e¢limincoted, so that if a pelitical
¢iscussion did take place later on, it covid occur in an atmespherce of rutunl
‘receptivity, cbjeciive consideration of views ond vithow immediately nrecipiicet -
ing the old, rigid factional alignmentse This view of ours can be found stobed
morc thon once in the docwnents appended to the "Unity" pomphlets However,
re Gistinguished clearly between an active political or factional discussion
aimed ~t achieving immediately a change in the party's line, on the cne side,
and an edacctional discussion on a thecrctical und scientific plane, wlich dees
not precipitate & factionsl discussion or factional fight, on the othere e
are guite uscd to this clecar distinction in our own party, as every comrade
knows. Such an cducationnl discussion can and should go on permancntly in a
revolutionory party, especially on such controversial questions as now agitate
our Trotskyist movement, that is, questions on vhich only an idiot con coatend
-that the last word has beca said, The idea that such a discussion should be
Worohibited" even aofter o convention is fantastic and utterly alien to us as
well as to the whole tradition of the Trotskyist movement.

[
£
i
¥
]
H

In 1920, under the very guas of the ¥ronstadt and other uprisings, when
the fate of the Soviet power literally hung by a hzir, the Tenth Congress of
the Bolshevik party adopoed a tragic decision to prohlblt frctions for a time,
But even this unpreccdented decision, adopted with the well-intentioncd oim
of ending 2 terridly violeat factional fight which secemed to imperil the very

. life of the Soviet Recpublic, was carefully accommanied by a series of provi-
sions for the continuntion, the very doy after the Concress, of the discussion
of the dlspuqu questions on.a theorctical plone and in special discussion
bulleti To belicve that our 1ittle Trotskyist movemsnt, whose position
is not comparable in the slichtest degrec with thot faced by the Bolsheviks
in the zloomy days of Kronstadt should adont 2 decision which goes so much
further in the suppression of discuss jon than in 1920 in Russia, is an infan-
tile or burcaucratic monstrosity from ﬁh1¢h'we rust earncstly beg to be ex~

~cuseds It will be interesting to sce vwhat Trotekyist chompions this iden at
the ZPC. Our cormitment in no sense obligates us to support such champions or
to vote with them. Ve have not egreed to any such proviso nor have we sigued
- it in advance. That is a misunderstanding of our, decision. It goes without
saying thot we shall combat such a proposal with all our strength.

3+ The refcrences made to Johnson in the SWP circular do not corrcspond

with the facts as we imow them. . Yhether or not Johnson has affirmed his come
plete political solidarity with the SVP on all questions except the Russion
question, is his affair, and once the facts ore made clear, is exclusively the
subject of political judyment., In vicw of all the other references made to
Johngon, our PC at its lact mecting, adopted = motion to requcﬂt - not to re-
qulre but only to request - Johnson to eipress himgelf in writing on the re-
fercnces made to him in tre circular of the SWP. We await. the response of
Johnson, who was uncble to be prescnt at that PC mecting. This much, hovever,
an be said right now

If a tknife" was put to our throats at the plenum, the members of the IC

were completely unawarc of that foct., The NC did not adopt its dedision on
unity wnder the threat of o split from the narty by Johnson or anycne clsc.
In the first place, anyonc who tried to foroe the NC to adopt a position
agninst its will and convictic bty means of a threat of a split, would de a
common blacimailer : the second place, a committec wiich voted agninst its
convictiong lbecauss 1t wag threatened with a eplit, would descrve nothing
but a contemptucus toot to kick it out of the responsidble position to vhiich it
bad lost all rights. In the third place, no threat of split was made by
Johnson or by anyonc elce, And in the fourth place, the mimutes of our PC
for the prst feu months contein statement upon statement by Jolmson probesting
against all rumors and gossip to the effect that he and Fig political friends

277




-11-

arc comnitted tn or are contemplating a split from the WP in order to join the
SWP as slanderous, because they maliciously violate the truth and bechuse cuch
a step would be in flagrant contradiction to the principle repeatedly enunci-
ated by Johnson and his friemds in pélitical documents kaown to the party.

So rmuch for the factval points in the SWP circular whirh require comment
- heres '

We note, finally, that the circular speaks of an agreement betweecn the
SWP and Smith, to support a proposal at the EPC to condemn "the political line
adopted by the TP, condemn the split of 1940, the mancuversit character of the
unity proposal and th: Goldman split which accompanied it." As previously in-
dicated, cvery delegate will havce the unrestricted right to submit any rosolu-
tion, motion or proposal to the EPCe This includes the rigl to preseat such
a proposal as the SWP circular speaks ofe. (orresponding to this right is the
necessity of .assuming 211 the consequences that follow from the exercise of
the right in any particular case. Ordinarily, we mig' . well say that the pro=-
posal for a condemmation outlined in the circular would not be talzen seriously
by anybody in our Party, and would be dismissed with a shrug.of the shoulders.
But only ordinarily. Since this is not an ordinary situation, but one in
which earnest efforts are being made to achieve a solid erd workable unity of
the two partics, th: same attitude is not possible. The >nscquences that
would follow any decision by thé EPUC to condenn our party and its past in
such o manner as seems to be proposed, to condemm us for the split of 1940,
to condemn our position on unity which we happen to think has been confirmed,
and to condemn the minority for joining us in 1946, could only place a ques—
. tion=mark over the possibility of an effective unification of the two parties
and comoromise it from the vecry beginning. It would scem clear to every mem—
ber of our party and to serious people in general, that a unity of two parties
which is launched by one party of the unity proposing or voting a fommal _
condcmnation of the other party in the unity, and of everything tlat the other
party nas stood for since its very foundation, could not be creditable to
these respoansible for the proposel or very auspicious for the witys

To raw the conclusion from these comments that it is necessary to aban—

don our position for wnity would be a vretty light-hearted political absurdity.

Ve had no illusions about the difficulties that would be encountered along
" the road, and we have no illusions about them now; We do know this, that the
difficultieg cannot be overcome by hypocritical diplomacy or by smearing over
in silence the differences that we haves That would be the worst possible
preparation for the kind of unity we seelk, namely, a solid and durable one
which does not explode the dzy after it is effected. Speak ow what is) That
is a precept that we wish to follow in this situation too. It does not mean
shouting everything from thie housetops. It does not mean making a mountain
out of every molo~hill. It does not mean treating the least important ques—
tions as if they were the most important, or sccondary guestions as if they
werc primory. But it most certeinly does not mean passing over in wishful
silence the difficulties and tre disagreements that really do exist in the
hope that this silence ~ and not a frank and forthright discussion -~ will
somehow or other make the difficulties ond disegreements vanich miraculouslye

‘e arc now definitely on the road to unity with the SWP. Ve are coavirced
that it is necessary, possible and desirable. Properly effected it would mean
a big step forward for our movement as a whol: in this countiy and for our o
jdeas. It would be o vest source of encowragement for the sections of the
Fourth Intermaticnal 2ll over the world, and even though neither the SWP nor
the UP is or can bc affiliated ot the present time with the Fourth International.,
‘we are bosically its comrades—in--idens ond we have deep obligationg 40 build it
up to maximuam streusthe 97 8
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The unity hee vt yet beon achieved. After soven yenrs of separation and
violent polemice Totweon us, it would be idle to expoct that the wnificabion
could be re 11‘,0'. over night. But we are on ths rood to unity y Dot only be-
cause both organizations are now formally comsitted to the unifiecatior . but be—
cause they have both already taken the concrete steps tlit are nesded So ef-
feet the wiity in practice. ' ' ' '

The leading committens of the two artles huve al*cady sclected repre
tives to mect periodically and me_ulurl in a parity committce whose spec
tagk is to orgonize, promote and supervise the immzdiaie collaborcsion behy
the two warties in ail fields of the class struwgsle where it is possible.
collaboration has, oi course, & spe >¢ific aim: the preparation of the two
partices for unity. By werking together in the practical activities from now
ory great projress can be accompiished in eliminating habits of non-collsvora—
tion *s.falcn have beon fommed ia she past, in eliminating also mutwal ant: joniems
‘and SL-.c!pxc:!.ons that exist. his practical cellebora tlon will also prov:m0 the
best test of tne practical fea:? ility'o'f the waity . It will answer the gues—
tion = positiwely and favera u;, we hopc and firmly belicve —- that was often,
and ‘quite proptily, posed by '*;m. 'Leader.mn.") of the SUP in the p:ast' PEill
the wity woricyt : '

f- e
- :~

. The joint commiitee representing the two partice has already arrived at
unanianmis 24100ment on sevaral props aiv for colhoo rution. “he details will

popse
be cownunicatvd to you in o*f;.cml perty circulurs. In brief, we have agzreed
alrcady to vie following: ‘ '

)

To mcrge 211 our international relief and solidar rity work into a sing 2le
‘eentralized body end uuder a unived direction, Heafuforsh, breaches and meme
bers in all cities snould join =nd give support to all tha aciivities of the
American ‘Committee for Europeon Jorkers Relief, in which the membiiers of the
' STvP are alrzady now active. From now on, in every city .;mro tnr; two parties
' together, arrangemcnts shonld be made for the party fractions in 2ll moss
or ieations (Lr'xoe uniors, velerans organigzations, liegsro \..J.E_)"_L- zehions,
tcnants: orgrmrations, otcs) to meet jointly for the nurpose of discussing
and carrving out common actlons, In every city stens should be unken immedia
ly to arrange for a wnited iy Day mocting.

+ E

I
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As further sgrecoments are made, they will be communicated to all membeors.

Corres“ondinéf., ‘to the joint mational co;rmi*tee similar committees repre—

Ced,
sent ing o«,h pertics should be set wp in all localitics vhere bxzmch('r of Teth
corzanipaticns exiss.  La & locnl scéle they 211 howve the same basi as the

Jjeint n;.‘?;idn.»z}_ comnities has unoa nAronadl --:\-ulog Thiy witl oorcanizg, Dro—
mete snd : 11 Zeant lucal acilvitley belween the twe yarhgs, in
case of diseoreemsnis thot arisc oub of She jeiat activities in any locality,
the dlspuie may be referced to Vhe joint nstional commiiies for coasiceration
and advicoe N :

In the matter of collabe a*ion it is necessarsy to cmphosize one more
peint. The tio parties sbill enast ag independent orgam'tiil ong. Thc fusion
has not yet veun accempliched, One. of the purposas. of e cotlaberation is
precisely to vrovace the gromd for a smoctl asd orderly fusion. Mhig meous
that woe nuct seek to achieve collzmeracicn in ol peasbical makkars whercy
possivle. Our comrades world be well -advised to ;7¢ld on any szall or ~:1*::nl
noints on which thore is disdgreement. I7 the valae of o joint action is _regt,
and the imporionce of ‘:\'&Q dusagfﬂm&nt is smell, iuv would be silly to arguztoo
much over the s 'l v If the matune 1 suspicionrs and antagoniciis

are Lo be olimintad . as lo""mle it is necessory to avoid picaymmo
@ibbling and o spodlemindes < oproach to nroblans. Our comrudes shonld o out
of thelr way to demonstiante tImt this is not our nnrroach, ,979




But this aprlics only to disagreeronts viaich are trivisnl., It Coes nod
and connot apmly o big and important disagrocens It ohen i Le ynierstood
that the collsboration is poscible wnd mandatory canly in thoce fields - ond
they arc mncious ~ in whick we bhove basic or substomiial zpreement with the
comrades of the SWP. Where such agreenmcnt dncs not exist, then we cocn follew
our owan course, The siplest example of what I mean is a trads-union situa-
tion in vhich we hol ' that 1% is neceggery to support, let us say, a Reutler-
ite slatec aund the S'2 holds tint it is necessary to support a stalinist slote,
This is obviously aot a minor disagreement and in such a situation ve do rot
have a basis for collabe tation, for o cormen policy, for comnon action. Eut
it is precisely in such situatisns where wo come belore the workers with
different positions in the prnctical fields of the class struszle thnt we must
try to have an agreement at least to this extent, namely, that we shall not
combternose our different positions in pudlic with a sharpzess and hostility
that creates unnecessary obstacles in the path of waification. In other vords,
in those cases where we find that we rmust eppear in public as opponents on
any of the practical questions of tho class strugzle, let it ‘be as
"frien.ly opponents.”

If the coilabtoration works well end smoothly, then the period between
now and the actuxl fusion cen te chortened correspondingly. - If it is felt on
either side that the collaboratio: hos not yet showm conclusive results, it
will be necessary to extend the y.riod of collaberation, IF the practical
collatoration shows, in spite of the best will and the best intentions on
both sides, that common worl is not possible, then the whole question of unity
will obviously have to be reconsigered, We must do everything within our
power to sec to it that the colloboration dees work, Ve are confident and we
have all thc necessary recsons to believe that it ean and will worik. It is
tovard that end that the sinesre and ardeat efferts of the party, and of every
member in it, must now be bente C

Wwith Party greetings,

MAX SEACHTLAN
National Cheairmon
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Mew York, NY
February 8, 1947%7.

TO NAT {ONAL CONNITTEE MEMBERS AND ALTERANATES:
Dear Comroedost
INFORVATIONAL MATERIAL FOR TIE PLENUL

New deV$10pments which will have to oe con~idere4 Ly the Plen . to be held
Februury 1o~16 are as followss

1. ‘orkers Farty. The decisive actlon of our party convention in rejectlng
and clocing discussion on the previous unity maneuver of Goldman—shachtman,
together with the ex pulgzon of ljorrow, produced big repercussions nationally and
internationally as was to be expected. Now that it has been made perfectly clear
by the resolute action of our convention that the STP will tolerate no monkey-
business with discipline, and that unity mancuvers are firmly rejected and ex-
cluded for the future, new developments on a new basis ere shaping up. AS you
know, we have a visit from Ted and Smith. Together with them we have discussed
and prepared some nevw mors designed to put an end to zll ambiguity and dring all
questions to & head and a definitive settlement in connection with the Kxlree
- ordicavy FPerty Cenvention now definitely scheduled for the fall, -

Prior to the arrival of Smlth and Ted we nad had a meeting w:th Johnson. Ee
affirmed his complete political solidarity with us cn1 all guestions except the
 Russian question, and his earnest desire to be given a formula that would
facilitate his struggle and open the road for unification. At the same time,
.Shachtman had anncunced his wish to participate in the EPC and in the discussion
' preceding it, and wanted to know under what terms and conditions this could be
granted. : » :

-The information furnished us by Smith and Ted male it clear that the gemiine
orthodox }arxist teudency is assured of a firm majority at the EPC on all of the
disputed questioas. Previous experience and dlscusvlon kas prepared this
victory of authentic Trotskyism in the world movement, In the course of the
discussion ve found comglage agreement between ourselves and Smith on all quest-
*ions concerning tn& EPC. Ve a,reed to- s»avd jointly for the following prosram;

.1. The ZPC sxnuld not only confirn the orthodox line as laid dovin in the previous
‘documents of the pro-conference and the Committee In Charge, and now brilliantly
amplified in the new thescs of Germain on the Russian question, but should
specifically condeimn the theories of bureaucratic collectivism, national revo-
-lution, retrogressionism and the conception of tho stallni st pa*tzo° in Caplu »1ist
ccountries as non~working clasv vodies.

2. All discussion should be d osed on these questions once theJ are decided by
the Ep¢, and may not_be recpened without the aunthorization of the CIC. iicmber-
“ghip thercafter sh®%l4 be conditional on acceptance of the politiczl znd organ-—
izational decisions ¢f the EPC and disciplined application of them in 21l
“political activitye. '

3., On tho 7 guestion, the EPC shoild condemn the political line developed
by the WP, xgn the split of 1940, the maneuverist Chd?&?tcr of tho unity
prafosal and s Golémen split vhich accompanied it.

Assuning the victery of this program, which seems to e absolutely; assured, the
guestion then arose s to whap attitude shall be taken towerds those elements
ingido the rankeg of the Vovement vwho hold one or more or all of the views viieh
the ¥pg will rCJ( 2t and condemn. Folowing the tradition of owr movemcnt, as well
Gs politieal renlism i the progont situaticn, we could only arrive at the
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follouing conclusicny Those who nccept the decisions of the IPC and oblisole
& wion. Those

themscwves Lo oarry them out in practice, miy romain in the organize i
vho refvse to accept the docisions are to bte automabtically cexpelled. Any vho
may "accept" the decisions with tongue in cheelr and then proceed to violate them,

shall be expellcd.

] The ntat question then arosey That conditions, if any can we offer to those
- groups formally outsido tlic organization, inclucing the TP or eny scction of it,
vho cxpress & wiin to ngrt‘cirg,c in the EPC and the discuvssion wrececding it. Cn
this point we vorked out the following formuln, 2 liue with the already adepted
resoltion of the CIC:

L ]
Unaffiliated groups desirinz to perticipate in the discussion prior to the IBC
must give a vritten undertaking to recognize the authority of the EPC 2ad pledge
themselves in advence to accept its decisions on both political and orgonizational
gucstions. On that coandition they mey par+101pate in the pre-EpC discussion and
may.hove fraternal represe“ugtlo at the EpC, without wvoting rights. -

formula vas presentcd by Smith to Joknson and promptly accepted by him. At

This
the same time he announced that he would accept it and carry it out in any case,
reg-rdless of the posiftion taken by the TP majority or any of its other factions.
Smith then presented the gore formula to Snanht man. Shachtman sheovved him a
letter alrendy drawn uwp by their PC vihich requested the right to particinate in
ce to

the pre-EPC discussion but which stated the EP coyld not in advance agroe

- accept the EPC decisions. Fowever, after a six~hour discussion Shachtman
announced that he would acccpt the co*dltloﬂs, and invited Suith to attecud a

mechting of the PC of the TP W 2 the cuestion would bp laid before thems At
this moeting of the PG, & f+cr a loq discussion & nd nﬂv protests from the right -
~ing azgoinst th: horskmess of the tcrms and u4ﬂva111“o protests r amendments
or modifications, this body also voted unonimously to accept the condl ions and

to ©21l o Plemum within 48 hours to consider the mattoer.

This Plenum of the TP, called on such short notice, was held Vedncsday ﬂl,‘t:
There the seme process was repeated. Johnson aggressively defended tnu formmala,
coundeimed the split of 1940 and their whole course witich had led up to the
unity meacuver and -sceend gplit of 1946, and acnounced thot he would accent the
“conditions in any case. Snachtmen, con‘ onted by the re.olute stond of
Johnson with the prospect . f remaining slone in the party with the rirhi-ving
spoke for the acce ytu“ce ci the terma. 50 olso did Goldman. The right—cing,
protesting agelinst the terms as o "capitulation" end characterizing the proviso
that further discussion after the EPC is to be prouibited as 2 "death seutencet
on tiicir teundency, finally voted to accepte

nson. ¥e¢ informed us that his faction

chthru¢" Ve had auotzel meating with Job

ag 70 members,  They fimly agroc vith the §7@ on all gquostions excepht thc
Rusolan gucsvion, and this they are willi: s to lay aside in order to concentrate
all their efforts o hearty and loyal collabora ‘tioi vith us to tuild v tue party

in the gsa.

Our PC hnos not talen o vote on the guestion. Te arc discussiig the rntter,
both Tormanlly and informally, and plan to leave tle decisi
Plomuan convencs. I must tell you, hovwever, thot the moajorit :
definitely crystallizing in fover of going throw h vith the propoal ion ag oute-
lined nbvove. I nurﬂo“ally an convinced that, tekin: evorything into account
nnt;o n1ly and internaticnslly, it is /v correct and recessar: stop and ihot ve
should procceed agrressively to its complete exccution. Stein hns the some
onpivion. Even throse comrades in the 2C vwho ~re inelived to cmphacize 52 982
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- by tho conve dicn uecleon,'and ic qualitétively cifTevent. Then, the ghacht-—

‘wvide thot all discussion ¢f the disputed quest

it in
any othcr course weild be ausclutely euicidal for then - we have

dicadvantages and dangers of the proposit lon adalt the diffisuil, of lo.icolly
motiveting o rajo:bion ol tho foruhla, or of finging o Tobtoer ons.

)

I dountt aeced te cuumerate the aegative aspects of o wnificntion it
Shachtmoniteg, even wider thrse harsh terase  They are qpluc clenr t

But’tu‘.tbir* os o snele, in oy opinion, is more of':y;ﬁbs thon o oinusy ond
is must “utenﬂawe our oos¢t10ﬁ. e ' o R

. .

It « 1;1 be scen of a donce ihat this new formula is far r»novod from the orisinal
proposnl of Golc.aun~-Shacrtian, vhich cur convention corre Cply rojected. t is

rnot the same thing at all. It is a new zpproach to the questions, mnrde D

manites vere the initiators, basicg thomsclves oa a clclcval Iection in cur om
ranks and dema~ding o cpecial lle+1b of their own for permanent discussion
after the tnification. This time, afier ti.c original Wity mancwer oxded in-a
fiasco ond veomeranged in the cdevelomment of a strong faction in their ovm | '
ks putting the p.etol ¢f-a split at their temples - this time, wo_ arc taking
the Intiative and we are laying down new culditio.s. Tne new CO“dl icas pro-
: ' tions must be firisned before. the
uwnificetion.. llot only is there to be no special bul Letin, bub thcre cainot bo
any discussion vhatcver of the soettled QhCSulOnS, and this must be agroed to and,

signed in advance, with the ad?itlcnal proviso that any v1olat:on o; tais

agreomon ‘will ress lt in fqu e\u sicn of the v1rlq+er h

Under these conditons T *“1.k it weuwld ve v ‘“J u“”iso for us'#ﬁ_fnlter’or Ba
cver -the accoptanée of the program, since it contains all the nrovisions which o
could legicelly demnand in tho circumstancas. Thab wovld be like chosing o

strect car thot has alre: dy been cavzht.

"Therc will be may difficulties and irritations in carrying out a wnification
after the seven-year fight, cven if all the Shachtmanites come into the wnifi-
Y
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caticn with zcod will, TLcrv will be even more irritetions if a s section of them
come ir%o the unificaticn vith  bad will. “On the cther hand, ‘if they come with
good will and monifest n o ccastructive attitude in the first perind - ang,

\ nch to gain
from the wnification. The most iavortant ;n;n would be the élimination of th
last rermaining rival orgazization to the SWP as the org"’izir« ceuter of lpocr
radicalism. isfter the elimination ¢f the TOVLuﬁOllte the lluste orgauizaiion,

!
v

i*-" p.
J
aly

- the Sccialist perty “militents," Proletarian Poarty, ,ue Cenlerites -~ the

elimination of the WP as o s,;a**e crgonization -~ after a s“ven-v““v fight -
would clear the ficeld ertirely for the §7P. Tais @umld not fail to make a

st rong impression o the min@s of all radical worke izcl ding the dissident
Stalisist orke s, and atbract 7 4 ’

e,
ner is1re Sb ‘1{' o O USe

At the san tion would ve a povierful blo agninst centrifugzal
tendencics srent, and aid the lLovenend 10“”cr531p ia the task
of unilica ici, Thido wenld croatc +%u peesitility for the
first ¢ o 7 o sorlous disciplice to rogulate and control the
irresporgible indiiiluals o2d groops who hinve been ru“u*u& wild up t1ill o,

These in oty opinion, nre tio iZerations. They far cutweigh the
.

awell

N

minvses, sericug ond mporian y latter may dbe., 3ut 17 everytiy’

ther: can be cther plusscs teo. The VWP is a much smaller orea .nnti

Gerg - thoy hnve abﬂv‘ “2C0 mexnbors -~ it vic sl”u.ln!t concocnrl o= curs

the Fact thot alens wish n omuibeyr of foet talkers and "f’w.. 155 ]
Tanrtdng, they Love &‘sc Ione go0d activists who soricusly wmnt to
revolodionary Larty to {3 witaliegn.  Johason asgures s thx,e are

snt anerican co
WANY w0Te Lhavs wa are ot nod Lo bninio, Tn gy gneo, wa ahroild apan 1o o0l

985 ,
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for them and give then onz finnl fair chonce to integrate thomsclves in tle ynorty.

)

A scricus thought ehauld ales te given to the leadersiiip of the Y P. T know
agges, Mmd their mictinlcs vhich hivve often ocosunted to
[

their foanlits and veeionosg
crires ~ a ich, from a voliticnl peint of view, comes wnder the goncral
hea . of coid “ab with the lmife at their threats, confronted with a
virtunl ulii capl* late to the jovement or definitively brook -ith it -
‘they decided - under »rotest - to capitulate. This o tion spenls for then, not
azainst then. It ontitles them als=o to c¢ne meore ciance - and A fair chance - 4o
fird n vioy to ccllaberate with use This st be said in oll epriocusicss if we

o

‘arc truly scrving great political nins and are capable of scbordinabing cvery—
thirg, incleding persoial seatinients, to the servico of these aims.

2. lorrow. TFollowing frem the abeve, the sone formula offered to the Shachtman-
“ites should logically apply to llorrow. having been expelled oy the narty conv-
.eation, he naturally cannot be roodmitted into the 8P by the Pleaws. Zut if he
‘signs on wadertalting to rocognize the autherity of the EpPC and pledges nimself to
% ‘obey its decisicns, he also should be given the opportunity to participate in the
'L firc<EPC- . discussion. TYe can easily agree to this, even thruzh it is a.bit
#irrezular." This concession on our part wonld help the leadership of the CIC

te disarn the opportunist and unprir ipled elements vhe represent our exzmlsion
of ilorrow as a device to deprive the right—wing of an ideolsgical representative
“4n the discussion before the EPC. But leoked at properly, it is no coucession
at all., The more Morrow writes and the more kis writings are translated into
©other languoges, the simpler everything will beceme for the comrades in cther
countries. } .o '

i %gr;‘.‘/'ni”g" £ ’L’UL’;I!TL . . ) NN
e think it would be a pood iden for the cut-of-town members to bring this
fgervmmicntion to the attention of the leading comrades locally and have o
‘preliminary discussion vith then, so that the Plenum ena have clear reports
of the Tirst reactions of the party comrales to the new Qovelepments. It gocs
Arithout saying that the new preposcls, if endersed by the Plemun, must be
Jgubmitted to the pa 'ty mombership for discussicn and eventual decision by

‘special mnrty convention, v : ,

a

Praternnlly y-uvrs,
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