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PARTY POLICY IN THE NEW YORK ELECTION CAMPAIGN
' (Adopted by P4C., July 12, 1945) | |
In agreement- with the Political Committeec, the New York Local
has decided to enter candidates for Mayor and City Council in the
New York elections, and the New York Party members are now busily

engaged in. collecting the necessary signatures to the nominating
petitions of Comrade Dobbs, candidate for Mayor, and Comrade Simpson,

candldate for City Councils,

At the Political Committee . mPeting of June 28 Comrade Goldman

introduced the following moticns

"Phat we instruct the New York City Committee to

- contact tke workers Partv and attempt to arrive at
an agreement with that party for the purpose of
avoiding a, situation where candidates of our party
.in the coming city clection campaign run agalnst
candidates of the Wiorkers Party,

UPhat as a basis for discussion we propose that the
Workers Party withdraws Shachtman as a candidate for
mayor and supports our candidate and that we withdraw:
our candidate for city council and give critical
support to a candidate nominate? by the “orkers Party.

"'he above motion is made on the éssumptlon that the
election platform of the Workers Party will be
essontially the same as our platforme"

Following this, on July 5, the Wew York Local of the Workers
Party addressed this letter to ocur New York City Committees -

"As you know, the Workers Partv has nominated Comrade Max
Shachtmen for the officc of Mayor in tue coming New York municlpal
campaign, e note that the Socialist Workers Party has nominated
Comrade Farrell Dobbs for the same office, and Louise Simpson for the
office of Councilman. The campaign platforms presented by the Workers
Party and the Socialist Workers Party in the New York elsction will,
in all likelihood, reveal no fundamental or radical differences,

Under these 01rcumstanceq .much confusion can be created among work-
ers, especially those wao are ‘more advanced politically, and the
ommon cause to wnich we adhere can be: harmed.

"We believe it is possible to arrive at an agreement between
the two parties which, while assuring the political integrity of both,
would eliminate the confusion and avert the harme VWhilc confident
of the possibility of joint action in the election campaign, we do
not wish to antlcipate its =2xact terms,

"Therefore, we have seleccted a sub-committcc to meet with a
similar committee reprecsenting your organization for the purpose of
exploring the possibilitics oif joint actlion in the New York clection,
Our subecommittee 1s prepared to mect with you at the earliest possible
moment,

N

Praternally yours,

Local New Yorlz, workcrs Party
Reva Craine, Organizer"
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We reject this proposition on the following groundss

1) Our purpose in participating in the New York City elec- D
tions, by nominating our own candidates for Mayor and City Councilman, ‘
is to popularize the program of the party and to build the partye An .

electoral "agreement" with the Workers Party would not serve this
basic purpose but only add confusion,

2) We campaign for the whole program of our party against the
programs of all other parties, including the Workers Farty. Ve make
no united fronts for propaganda, but only for actionse

3) At the present stage of the development of the American
labor movement we advocate and support the movement for an independent
labor party and for independent labor tickets as a means of promoting
the independent political action of the workers as a classs In those
cases whore independent labor candidates are nominatsd, with a broad
base of support in the trade unions, we ustally arc willing to with-
draw our own candidates and give critical support to the labor candi-
datese This, however, 1s not a binding rule; we always reserve the
right to run our own candidates if we think such action is advantag-
cous in the circumstances, Even when we support the candldates of
other working class parties we do not support their program and do not
entor into any propaganda united front with them. e make our own
campalgn and advocate our own programe

4) We are not disturbed by the alleged "confusion" that can
be created by the separate campaigns of two parties having approximate-
ly the same municipal platforms and ostensibly the same general pro=
grams, This "confusion" cannot be dispelled by an electoral combina-
tion but rather by drawing sharp lines of demarcation, The task
consists in explaining to such workers as may be interested that our
party is the genuine party of Trotskylsm while the Workers Party is a
petty-bourgeols counterfeit,

5) Since both the SWP and the WP are small propaganda parties,
lecking broad bases of support in the trade unions, an electoral
agreement or combination between them could not be expected, in the N
present circumstances, to involve substanilal masses of workers in '
independent political actions Such a combination would only represent:
a caricature of an independent labor ticket based on mass support and =
an unprincipled combination in the field of propaganda.

6) The task of our New York Local consists in utiltizing the
municipal election for a concentrated campaign of propaganda and
agitation for the party program, and corbining it with a party build-
ing and recruiting campaign. For this they need no elcetion deals or
agreements with the Workers Party or any other partye. On the contrary
they need to carry on their owa work, independent of all other parties
and against them. ‘
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" STATEMENT OF MINORITY OF POLITICAL COMMITTEE
' ON NEW YORK ELECTION CAMPAIGN

le The motion favoring an attempt to arrive at an agreement
with the Workers Party for the election campaign in New York, so that
‘our candidate for mayor should not be opposed by a candidate of the
Workers Party, is based on an analysis of all the factors in the par-
ticular situation that confronts usy There is no general principle
from which we:can deduce that we should or should not attempt to come

"to an agreement with an opponent workers' party in order to prevent a

split in the votes of the advanced workers, All of the factors in the
particular situation must be analyzed to determine what is the correct
tactice The statement of the majorlty is wrong primarily because it
attempts to settle the question by reference to a general principle,
such as the correct application of the united front tactice

. 2+ The situation in New York is as followss A Republican
Party politician, supported by groups of Democratic Party politicians

"and by the Liberal Party is running against a Democratic Party politice

ian supported by Tammany and the Stalinist American Labor Party., The
Workers Party has announced it's intention of trying to place Max
Shachtman on the ballot, We have designated Farrell Dobbs to run for
rayor and Louls Simpson to run as candidate for the Councile Two
small revolutionary propaganda parties with campaign platforms that
are very similar are to conduct a campaign against the two capitalist
parties and agalinst each others I :

In this'particular case the tactic of arriving at an
agreement to avoid an electoral conflict with the Workers Party is
dictated by the need to concentrate our attack, during the campalgn,
against the capitalist parties and for our immedlate program dealing
with the question of jobs for soldiers and workers in the coming
perilode To have an opposition candidate from a party recognized by
the advanced workers as a revolutionary pdrty, and having a platform
similar to ours necessarily injects a confusing factor into the cam-
paign and tends to shift the issue, for the advanced workers, to the
question of our relationship to the Workers Party and away from the
fundamental i5sue of our immedlate program and our attack against the
capitalist parties,

3¢ There is no question but that class conscious workers who

-are opposad to capltalist partlies and have sympathy for the revolution~ °

ary movement (and in New York there are many such workers) will resent
being compelled to choose between parties which they deem to be based

~on the sume gencral program. In general, advanced workers want unity

and frown upon a division which to them seems inexplicable and un-
necessarye It is not possible for us at all times, to gratify the
desire of advanced workers for unity, but wherever 1t is possible,

without the least sacrifice of principle, our party should take this

healthy tendency into consideration., Any division which seems un-
necessary to advanced workers tends to discourage them from active
partitipation in the revolutionary movement. There is nothing so dis-
couraging to such workers as fights among working class parties,
fights which to them are inexplicable. That party which shows an
advanced worker that it did its utmost to avoid division on a particu-
lar occasion, is most likely to get a hearing from him,
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4. When the motion for negotiation with the Workers Party was
first presented to the Political Committee, Comrade Stein advanced two
argument s against it. One, that it is first necessary to discuss our
estimate of the Viorkers Party and whether or not we should fuse with
it before taking action on such a motion, Two, that we are participat-
ing in the election campaign to present our program and build our
party and therefore it is impossible to accept such a motione The
first argument has been entirely omitted from the written statement
presented by Comrade Cannon and dealing with the motion, If this
means that this argument has been withdrawn we must record that as
progre sse

Nevertheless it i1s necessary to deal with this argument
because it will undoubtedly be used by other comrades who will follow
the majority of the PeCe The same argument was raised by Comrade
Cannon when the motion for a trade union bloc with the ¥orkors Party
for the purpose of bullding a left-wing movement in the trade unions
was presentod at the last Plenum meeting of the National Committee.

The argument was that wc must first discuss and decidé our political
estimate of the Workers Party before we can take up the practical ques-
tions of cooperating with that partye This has the sound of a profound
argument but only a little thought is necessary to see how superficial
and worthless it is. . o

_ One would imagaine that we have never heard of the Workers
Party; that we know nothing about its origin and activities. Were one
to propose a trade union bloc with 'the-'Socialist Party, would it not
be a strange proposal for someone to make, that we first discuss our
-politlcal estimate of that party? Actually we have never made any

. official estimate of the S.P., All comrades who pretend to know somec-

thing about the labor movement know what the S.Pe iss A proposal for
a trade union bloc with the SePs should elicit a discussion of a prac-
tical nature, such as, what forces the Se.Fs has in the trade unions
~and what is the program of the S.Pe in the trade unions. It is neces-
sary to have a thorough analysis of an opponent party if the question
1s one of fusion but not when the question is onec of cooperating with
it In some particular actione. And we know more about the Workers
Party than we do about the S.Pe Either one is on principle against
cooperating with the Workers Party under all circumstances or one must
argue each proposal for cooperation on the basis of the &ituation in--
volved in the proposale, One can be against fusion with the Workers
Party and for a particular proposal for cooperation. One can be for
fusion and against a particular proposal for cooperetion,

S5¢ The first objection raised in the written statement pre-
sented by Coarade Cannon, against the motion on the election campalgn,
tells us that our purpose in participating in the campaign is to popu-
larize our program and build our party. An elsctoral agreement with
the Workers Party would not according to Comrade Cannon, serve this
basic purpose but only add confusion, How an agreement, which provides
that Shachtman withdraw as candidate for mayor and support us and we
withdraw our candldate for councilman and give critical support to the
Workers Party candidate, would prevent us from presenting our program
and building the party, and how it would add confusion, is a real
mysterye Wo would gtill have our own program and popularize it, And

- 1f anyone thinks it will be diffigult to.explain why we give critical

~

-
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support to a candidate that has a similar program let him consider the
far greater difficulty of explaining why we made no attempt to avoid
an election conflict between two parties that have a similar program.

If we don't have an agreement an intelligent worker is
bound to ask why, and if our answer 1s that we want to build the party
he will asks are you or are you not taking this campaign seriously?

The intelligent worker is interested not in the abstract question of

bullding the party but of fighting the capitalist parties and even

‘an election campalgn dppears to him as a struggle against caplitalism

and he does not want a division of forces,

The bullding of the party is best achleved if we can give
convineing answers to the questions of intelligent workers, The build-~
Ing of the party depends upon the adoption of correct tactics and not
upon ruming an indepcndent candidate for the purpose of building the
partye. o - )

6. "We make no united fronts for propaganda but only for

‘actions" So runs the second objection to the motione Why drag the

questlion of the united front into this discussion? It looks as if
Comrade Cannon sees a united front problem in a motion which simply
states that we should come to an agreement to mvoid an election con-
flict with the candidate of another workers' party, undsr certain con-
ditions, He has also evidently heard or read about the eorrect prin-
ciple that we should make no united fronts for propaganda purposes and
will-nilly drags that principle into the discussion,

. The motion does not provide for a united electoral cam-
palgn with a common program and with the same propaganda, We shall
have our own candldata,.our own program and our own propaganda, if the
agreement can be reached, Is this a united front? To consider it
such is stretching the meaning of a united front to an extent where
it becomes absolutely meaninglesses One must be utterly confused on
the question of the united front or intentionally want to confuse
others 1n order to raise it with reference to the motion under dis-
cussione '

7¢ It 1s impossible to understand why our attitude on the
Labor Party is dragged in., It has absolutely no relevancy. Objection
#3 also sayss "Even when we support candidates of other working class
parties we do not support their program and do not enter into any
propaganda united front with them. We make our own campaign and
advocate our own program". Surely, surely. But who is advocating a
united campaign with a united program? Who is advocating a united
front for propaganda? This whole argument appears to be presented by
one who has not read the motion or, if he did, has not understood it.
It can also be the argument of one who is desperately searching for
an objection and can find none. -

8« The statemert adopted by the majority of the Pe+Ce assures
us that the possible confusion to the workers who are confronted by
similar programs 1s to be dispelled by explaining that "our party is
the genuine party of Trotskyism while the Workers Party is a petty
bourgeols counterfeit", Is there anyone so naive as to believe that
we can really dispel confusion by assuring a questioning worker that
the Workers Party is a “petty bourgeois counterfeit™?
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In reality the task of explaining our differences with the !
Workers Party is lmmensely facilitated once we eliminate the question
why we made no attempt to avold a conflict in the election campaign,
The question then shifts to the differences between us and the Workers
Party and not to the similarity of our programs and our failure to
make an attempt to avoid a conflict. An advaneed worker is more like~
ly to listen with sympathy to an explanation of differences provided
he. sees a real effort made to avold conflict between two workers!'
partles at a time when he thirks they should concentrate their attacks
on the capitalist parties, ' . '

‘ A tactic which compels our agitators to be on the defen-
slve against any advanced worker who wants to know why we made no '
attempt to avold a conflict is a tactic which harms the party and does
not aid in building it, o ~ '

9« Objections 5 and 6 repeat the objections raised in previous
paragraphs -- about the united front for propaganda only and about the
Labor Partye. All of these objections have been answereds :

: The statement adopted by the majority of the P.Ce is a
mess of confusion and shows that if one is determined to go through
with an indefensible position, he 1s compelled to resort to arguments
that are completely 1rreleVan£ and worthless., - ’

b
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“7-
RESQLUTION ON UNITY WITH THE WORKERS PARTY

le It.is now more than five years since the.grbup.which

" we designated'as the "petty-bourgeois opposition” left the party.

Immediately after the split, they organized: the Workers Party
under the leadership of comrades with many years of experience
in the trevolutionary movement. After five years we note that

" their activities in the labor movement continine unabated., They

publish a weekly agitation paper, Labor Action, and a monthly,
New International: put up candidates in elections; conduct frac-
tion work 1n trade unions, etc. They took with them in the split
40 per cent of our membership; their present activities indicate
that” they have retained a aubstantial portion of this number and
recruited new elements.

-2+ " Akssuming that the Workers Party is but one-third the
dlzetof our party today, we cannot ignore the possidbility of
re~unification of the two forces on the ground of their allegedly
sparse numbers. Unification would result in approximately a
25 por cent increase of our forces. More important, unification
would return to the party cadre elements who are the product of
decades of Marxist training and experience and whom we cannot

hope ito recrult elsevherec.

‘3¢  Our attitude tdward re-~unification must be based on

a political estimate of the Workers Party. This means not to
repeat what we sald about the minority at the time of the split,

‘ebut to analyze without prejudice the history of the Workers Party

and the character of its program and present activities.

4, With the exception of the important qucstions of the
nature and defense of the Soviet Union, the Workers Party remains
‘on the fundamental programmatic basis of the Fourth International.
Its propaganda, agitation and activitics are based in the main
on the program of transitional demands adopted by the Founding
Congress of the Fourth International.

5. The. acid test of a workers'! party is its attitude
toward imperialist war. Without the slightest hesitation and
with no opposition in 1ts ranks, the Workers Party took a Lenin-
ist position toward its own imperialist bourgeoisie, It has
maintained that positian threughout the war. Some comrades
deny that this is an acid test of the revolutionary character

~ of the Workers Party; they point to the anti-war position of -

Martov in World War I and of the Young Peoples Soclalist League
in this war, as examples of centrists or non-revolutionists who

‘that it 1;nores‘the fact

yt osition includeg ig recogni~
fion of _the pr nc 15~ that Len 7l Inists must have their own party

end cannot remain - in one party with soc1a1~chauvinists.
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6. " The comrades of the Workers Party have shown that
they remain loyal to the proletarisn revolution. On the Americen
scene - thé W.P, has followed the same goneral course as our party:
against the no-strike pledge end ageinst class-collabormtion
through the War Labor Board, for a Labor Party, etce On the -
question of the defense of the European revolution against Stelin
and the imperialists it has likewise followed the same course as
we. [Today the similarity of the two parties' programs and activ-
ities hns become  6till closer, with the. disappearance into the
- background of the question of the defense of the Soviet Union,
and the :zppearance in the fdreground of the urgent need to defend
the European revolution against Stalin, a question on which the
Workers Party 4is in complete agreement with us. It is inevitable .
that militant workers will not understand our separation into
two parties which they deem to be similar in fundamental progran
and immediate aims.s Nor can we justly deny to these militant
workers the -essentially revolutionary character of the Workers
Party. S ' : : ‘ . ' '
, + 7. The Workers Party position on the Soviet Union is
~that it 1s a bureaucratic~collectivist 'state. However, this
does not constitute an fnsuperable.obstacle to unity. Within
the Fourth International there have -for some years been currents
rejecting the concept that the Soviet Union is a degenerated
workers'! state. Nobody has claimed that the Fourth .International
must -expel comrades .who believe that the Soviet Union is a
burcaucratic-collectivist state or a state of capitalist restera-
tion. : ' ' ol T o

‘ 8. Yet there are comrades who, while agreeing to the
principle that differences on the Soviet Union are mo bar to
unity within the Fourth International, nevertheless argue that
the comrades of the Workers Party do not belong in the Fourth
International because they are "revisionists.". But revisionists
- in the classical sense refers to reformists of the type of Bern-
stein, who distort Marxism for ‘the purpose of giving up the .
class struggle and the preletarian revolution. The "revisionism"
of the Workers Party is obviously not to be confused with Bern-
steinian revisionism; ‘the former 1§ a revision of the Marxist *
theory of the state in the sense ‘that the WP theory of bureaucratic
collcctivism s not compatible with the Marxist theory of thé -
state; but we must recognize that the Workers Party agrees with
us against Bernsteinian revigionism on the necessity of carrying
~on the:class struggle to proletarian revolution, and denies that
it has abandoned the Marxist theory of the state whereas revision- .
ists openly proclaim their abandonment of it., Only those bewitched
by words can fail to distinguish between Bernsteinian revisionism
"which has no.place in the Fourth International, and the "revision-
1sm" of those who differ with us .on the Soviet Union but who do
‘have a place in the Fourth Intérnational and actually have a place
in several of the parties of the Fourth International. B )
9. Another argument against unity ' is that the "potty-
bourgoois opposition" has continued to move further and further











































































