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EXCERPT FROM NINUTES OF P,C. MPATING CF_WORKERS PARTY
HELD APRIL 2. 1947

(Reprinted from Bulletin of the
Workers Party, Vol. II, Ko, 3, April zl, 1947;

SHACHTMAN: After our last meeting, Jchnson made a few
slight corrections in the letter, which is now incorporated in the
PC minutes., The formal status of the letter 1s that it is presented
te the Committee,

I would like to ask *two quections on it. On page 1 of
our copy of the letter sent by Johnson and Forest to Cannon, it
reads in part: "Johnson's firet remark to you (that is, Cannon) on
entering the room (that is, where Johnson met with Cannon) was that
he hoped this would be the beginning of a long collaboration in the
struggle against revisionism of the type of the IKD and of the type
of Shachtman and that a substantial part of our conversation pro-
ceeded along these lines.' My cuestion is this: Did Johnson in any
ef hig reports to the PC on meetings he held with the Carnonites,
the SWP, include in the reports thut he had prcposed a bloc to the
SWP against the Wp? ' :

JOHNSON: - The answer is no.

SHACHTMAN: My second cuesticn: In his circular to the
SWP, X claims categorically thet Johnson informed the SWP that in the
event the WP did not accept the propesal of Smith on the unity
question and the EPC, Johnscn was prepared to leave the WP with his
supporters and join the SWP, 3ince this is one of the main ques-
tions that all our memters are interested in with regard to the X
cirecular and since in my opinior it is not adequately or properly
dealt with in Johnson's and Forest's letfer to Cannon, I want to
ask the following simpie guesticr: Did Jorknsoir or Forest at any
time make such a commitment to tho SYUP comredes or say anything that
would warrant.X in making that cliain? ’

JOEKS0H: The cuestion is adecruatcly deslt with in the
letter and previous commanications o the PC. That is all,

SHACHTMAN: T would liks to put this in tte record --

McKINKAYV:; I would like for that questien to be asked Johu-
son precisely as ¥ ¢nt it in the circular, without any decorations.
X savs deliberately and categorieally in the circular that Johnson
made certain statements to him, I would like Johnson to say, diéd
he o» did he not meke that statement. I wonld like to insist on a
"yes' or "no" answer to the statement in the X circular --

SHAGFTMAN: Wait a minuce - let me conclude first. Since
this is a simple and direct cuesticn in which all mempers of the
party are interested 2nd in which the political hcnesty and integri-
ty of Johnson and Forest are involved and since not only I but many
other comrades feel thet the question is not properly snd adequate-
1y dealt with in Jurngon's letter to Cinron, the rcfusal of Johnsoen
to answer the quaestion directly and honestly as represeiited by his
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diplomatic reply to my question, ec#sts doubt in my opinion for the
first time directly on Johnson's loyalty to the Committee and the
party and obscures the problem of unity which Johnson has prafessed
to want to maintain in full clarity, I thoreiore ask the question
again for a straightforward and not a cdiplometic answer, Is there
any warranty or basls for Cannon having made the claim that Johnson
cormitted himself to splitting his group from the WP and joining the
SWP under the circumstances indicated by Cannon?

JOHNSON: In the past, Johnson and Forest have always kept the
PC and the party fully informed on all questicns dealing with nego-
tiations or discussions with th: SWP or other representatives of the
CIC concerning unity. In our opinion, hcwever, the question in the
Committee has now reached a stage where what is at issue is the
discrediting of a political opponent and not the advancement of
unification or the clarification of the membership of the parties
concerned and of the Movemcnt, To the same degree that consistent
with political principle we did everything possible in the past to
advance the political struggle for the uvnification of the two
parties, so now we do not propose to assist the Committeec in divert-
ing the discussion. We would, however, remind the Committee that
the relations of Johnson and tRe Minority as a whole to the Com~
mittee and the party have a long history. We arc prepared to go in-
to it only, however,; when it will have been made plain to all con-
cerned who forced the issue, what purposes it was intended to serve
and those who forced it are preparcd to bear the full responsibility
of the consequences, ‘7e are not prepared at this stage to make any
statements other than those we have made or protestatioens ¢f loyal-
ty to this committece, If the Committee is dissatisfied with our
statements on the questions at issue, it is in command of a suffi-
cient majority to take whatever steps it pleases. (The above state-
ment, w?ich 'was reed by Johnsor, was signed by both Johnson and
Forest,

SHACHTMAN: I have nothirg more to 2dd at this time than two
comments ¢ N
One: It requircs a hish degree of courage to accuse me,

whose record op unity is so flawlass that even Johnson has repeat-

edly acknowledged it, an acknowledgment which he 1s evidcntly pre-
paring to withdraw fcr his own political purposes, of trying to
utilize the situaticn for the purpose of a political attack on the
Johnson group in view of the now esteblished fact that Joknson,
behind the back of ihe Committee, dehind the back of the party and
behind the back of uis »own fadtion, proposed an unprincipled bloc
with the SWP for the purpcse of combatting the WP,

Two: Preciselr because Johnson so determinedly evades a
simple and straightforward question to which the interests of the
party as a whole require a simple axnd straightforward answer. I
can come to only onec conciusinon: that Johnson, in flagrant repudia-
tion of what hc set forth as his principled position in opposing phe
idea of the Goldmanite comrades leaving the SWP to join the NP,.dld
make & commitment to the SWP that under the circumstances Qegcrlbed
in the circular of X, Johnson would split from the WP and join the
SWP., The prosecution of our course for unity between the two
parties is not only not in cenflict with the necessity of drawing
the political conclusiors from this in the WF as a whqle but
requires that the party as a whole draw these conclusiorse
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: The suggestion in Johnson's last reply that the PC
because 1t is dissatisfied with his declaration cgn take whatever
organizational measures it wants against him is a contemptible ,
suggestion because it shows that he has Forgotten already what party
he is a member of, '

(At the Political Committee mecting of April 3, 1947, a motion was
made by Gates to "inform the party membership of the situation
which has arisen out of Johnsen's refusal to answer the question
directly whether or not he intends to split the party." This
motion was laid cn the table because the members of the PC desired
more time in which to consider the whole juestion, Subsequent to
that meeting, several New York Local branches adopted resolutions
asking for information about or the publication of the letter of
Johnson and Forcst to Cannon in view of the impertance of the sube
Ject and of the rumors current in the party about it, These letters
were presented to the PC at 1ts mecting of April 10, 1947, by the
Secretariat without recommendation. After waiting for Johnson to
take the initiative in proposing thzt his letter b: made public to
the party membership so that it would know exactly wher: he and
Forest stand, and after sceing that reither Johnson nor Forest pro-
posed to make their lettcr available ta the membershir, a motion -
to send the letter to the membership was made by Shachtman and
adopted by the PC with Johnson abstaining cn the motion.

(Following this a letter by Goldman tn Shechtman, which had just
been received, was read inte the rocords of the PC, Because this
letter 1s germene to the question, it is also being. sent to the
membership, It is set forth in full below,) :

rApril~8,~19h7
Dear Max: .

With reference to Johnson:

By no mgans should you treat his foilure to answer in a straight-
forward manner as sorething of great importance which should be=-
come the basis of a party discussion, That would play right inte -
the hands of Cannon since there wonld be nothing bhoetter for him
than a squabble in cur party against a minority that apparently
wants unity with him undcr all circumstances,

A statcrnient is called for but the statement should make it clear
that we sre not attacking Johnson for his desire to unite with
Cannon under all circumstances., He hag that right and if he thinks
it is essential for thce revolutionary movement we must rcspect him
for his attitude regardless of what we think of his sanity.

The center of our attack on him should be that in OUR ‘PARTY it is
disgraceful to act in a dighoncst manner, for the simple reason
that honesty is respected and no one would consider him a traitor
to the party if he thinks he should join with Cannon. It is in
Canron's party wherce dunlicity of that type has to be practiced.
Even in that party I did rot hesitate to statc almost in go many
words that I would jecin the WP if therce is no unity. The howling



[

- 4»;

of the jackals followed our statements. In our party we would not

hewl at any one who believes that his place is with Cannon; we

would regret it and try to dissuade him but we would not howl at

?i%. In such a party therefore there was no necessity to dissimu-
ate,

In fact we arc building the kind of a party where even those who
desire to split can say so openly,

Johnson insulted our party by his attempt to deceive. Johnson
shows in fact that he does not belong to our party,

We -must utilize his conduct to impress upon every young comrade
that in our party. honesty necd never be feared,

I do not like the kind of statements mede by Al Gates, that is,
that he is afraid to discuss unity in Johnson's presence. Wec have
nothing to conceal. On this question we arc absolutely honest and
Cannon himself can be present & our mectings if he ‘so desires,

We permitted Smith to be present and everybody should have known
that everything we said would be reported to Cennon,

Be sure to include in any statement you issue Johnson's statements
to the PC if they are appropriate., Be sure also to emphasize

‘Johnson's right to think as he docs and to emrhasize that our

position on unity is not chenged in the least, And do rot make the
statement too long,
YOUI'S,

Al

* s *

- THE WRONG_ROAD

By Max. Shachtman

I agree entircly with Geoldman's lctter andy 1 think, so
will every thinking comrade in the party. Johnson's conduct, which
only muddics up the vaters of unity, compels a change in our atti-
tude toward him, But precisely because of that, it is worthwhile
undcrlining, at the very outset, the point made by Goldman: it
doés not and it should not change our #ttitude toward the question
of unity with the SWP. That policy was decided upon by us a long
time ago after objective consideration of the rroblem. It was we
who initiated it to begin with, and rot Johnsons it was we who
worked out every stage of its development, and not Johnsonj it was
we who did all that was proper and necessary to bring it about,
and not Johnsonj and et all times Johnson played a positive role
in the fight for unity only to the extent that he supported our
point of view, And up to recently, it was preclsely our policy
that Johnsen supported all the way through. It would be utterly
absurd for us to be swayed from our unity policy by sueh things as
Johnson's rceent conduct, As in the case of the eircular letter of
Xy we nced only expose it to the light of day. That is our method
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‘and everyone In the movement would te well-advised to emulate it,
- That Johnson, with.even less reason than X, preferred that his
‘letter remain unknown to our party membership is understandable

from more than one viewpoint; some political documents, like certain
flowers, do better in the dark than they do in sunlight. As in the
case of X, Johnson's letter merits s few comments. The fecllowing
will be enough for the %ime being.,

| I. Johnson is preparing a politiéal capitulation to the SWP, This

is clear not only from the undignified humility -- it is more accur-

~ate to say obsequiousness of his letter but by what is much more

important, its political content, This political capituletion, as

-I tried to point out some time ago, has been in mreparation for more -

than a year, The only djiffererce now is that we have broug@ﬁ it

into the open where everyone can gee it and judge it,

- Wher=2 two groups or tendencies, regardless of their politi-
cal origins,y approach each other nQlitically after a pericd of time
(in which events, reflection and mmtual influence play their parts),
and eventually find a more or less common political line, there can
be no talk of capitulation on ei%her side, Thet is nat the case
here, What is lacking in Johnsch's bloc with the SWP agzinst the
WP is a basis in prineiple, and that means everything is lacking,
Hence, we are dealing with a capitulation, That Johnson has much
in cemmon with the line of the SWP 1s xot to be denied., But what
1s decisive in this case is that Johnson has in the past period

‘been steadily and, from a political point of view, unjustifiedly -

bent his own line in order to make the capitulation possible. The

SWP has done its share, toos; but the truth is that the share of the
SWP does not begin to be as great as the share of Johnson,

The share of the GWP in easing Johnson into a capitulation
is represented by tvo obvious facts:. The first was the statement of
the 6WP Political Committee to its last ccnventlon ("Revolutionary
Marxism vs. Petty Bourgeois Rovisicnism"), Nowhere in that state-
ment was any Iefercnce wade to Jolinsen or his political position or
his group, Thke gtatemant c¢alled upor the 1nternational Tretskylst

movement to reject categarically our party'is pogiticn on Kussia and,

so to speek, Tc outlaw the thcery of burecawcretic eclleotivism from
the realm of Marxist thought, if not from the Marxist movemen ‘
1t#¢lf, No such harsh treatment was propesed for the theory that
Russla is a fascist-capitallst state, That theopy of Jobnson was

not even menticned, ,

The sccond is more recent, It is the dissemination by word
of mouth in the SWP of %he view that in our perty Johnson represents
the "left wing," It is true that those responsible for disseminat-

ing this joke do not themselves take it seriously., Anyone who ggggg'

anything about the SWP leadarship is aware that it has po uge what-
soever for the politiéal tcnderey represented by Johnson because, at
bottomy, Johnsrn's varjiety of scectarianism and revolutionary phrase-
mongering may h&ve a Mcarcmenial® velus in the eyes of the SWP but

7

no practical value, This novel g¢haracterization of Johnson, however,

does have a prectical value or at least a practiecal purpose,
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Johnson's contribution to the bloc is far more substéntial

and reprcsents a real capitulation. He is not proud of ity because

in his ostecnsibly candid rcports to our PC of his conversations with
the SWP lcadership, he avoided any rcfercnce to it; and, as all the
members of the Johnson faction know, he did not inform them of his
proposal or gzt thoir authorization for it, A very unpromising bloc
indeed which has to %c cooked up in this dark way!d

: Howcver that may be, we know about it now, We lcarn from
Johnson's lettcr that his "first remark" to the SWP leadership when
he met with it "was that he hoped this would be the beginning of a
long collaboraticn in the struggle against revisionism of the type
of the IKD and of thc type of Shachtman," What the SWP’ leadership
said about this humble proposal for =z bloc against it, has not yet
been revealed, As rccently as our last party convention, Johnson
indignantly and vehcmently denounced as slanderous the charge made
by some of us that hec was preparing a political capitulation to the
SWPy that he was in increasingly substantial political agrecment with
the SWP or, morc accurately, that he was bending his line to the

'point wher: it would be closer to the SWP than to us, Comrades in

whose memory Johnson's outraged denials are still fresh can judge
for themselves whether Johnson's proposal today for a "long collabo-
ration" with the SWP against us is a caplitulation or not,

The question of who pow acknowledges political solidarity
with whom is clearly cnough answeredy in spite of the distasteful
diplomatic language that belongs anywhere but in our movement,
Johnson corrcets X for writing that Johnson affirmed his "complete
political solidarity" with the SWP on all questions cxcept the
Russian qucstion. Johnson did nct affirm this -- at the particular
meeting referred to by X. A most imnortant correction: he affirmed
it at another mecting, Therefore, he writes, "We take your state-
ments that we arc in complcte solidarity with you on all politiecal
qucstions to mean what any person in a non-factional situation would
take them to mean." (Non-factional situation or factional situation,
an elcmentary knowledge of the Fnglish language enables anyone who
hears that "we are in complete solifarity with you on all political
qucstions" to teke that to mean that., . , therc is complete solidar-
ity on all political questions.) ". . . wc would like to reiterate
that we find oursclves in complete solidarity with you in the main
question, the strategic appro-ch to the American qu:-stion cspecially

“as outlincd in your (Cammon's) speech delivercd to the 12th National

Convention of the SWP and printed in the Fourth Interrnational of
February 1947,"

So, barring the Ru~sian cucstion, Johnson is in complete

solidsrity with the SWP on all pelitical ques tions and especially

on the analysis of the situation and the tasks in the U.S. Whoever
may welcome this convirsion, must =t the same time acknowlcdge that
it 1s so rccent as to fall into the category of overnight changes,
The SWP position on the situation in the U,S. was known at the time
of its last convention, Novcmber, 1946, Cannon's spcech, outlining
this position,y was made public in the Fourth International at the
very beginning of the year shortly after the mincrs strike. We have
the right to assume that Johnson was acquainted with the "stratcgic
approach to the Amecrican question' of the SWP "especially as outlin-
ed in your spgech." But in spite of this fact, Johnson was able to
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‘write practically yesterday, that is, on January 11, 1947, the

following stern judgment, not only about us but about the SWP as
well: "Neither the WP nor the SWP has the faintest gonceptiop (My
emphasis% 1.8,) of what 1s propaganda for a soclal program today in
the U,S." (WP BULLETIN, Vol, II, No. 1, p. 22),

. That is not all that Johnson wrotc about the SWP in January
1947 for publication in February 1947, That is all that he allowed
to appear in the party BULLETIN, but it is not all that he origine
ally wrote. Between the writing about the SWP and the mimeograph-"
ing of the writing, there intervened the new prospect for unity,
It is now plain that for Johnson this meant the new prospect for a
bloc with the SWP a§ainst us, How? By a capitulation to the SWP,
That is why Johnscn's article on the General Strike, in the party
BULLETIN referred toy finally appeared as a severe assault upon our
point of view, even though in the original writing there was an
edqually severe assault upon the 8WP point of view., Upon his insis-
tance, he was allowed to delecte a page (pe 21) from his original
article, The‘deletion was necegsary not on the ground dishonestly
claimed, The real ground was é&bvious. To have made public his
criticism of the SWP at that time would have made it impessible even
for so agile a man of principle as Johnson to claim, a very few days
later, that he was ir complete political solidarity with the SWP
position on the American question, "especlally as outlined" in the
speech of Canncm, Which Cannon? The one he attacked with his
superb relentlessness on Mcnday but vhich 2 guelily quite different
from relentlessness impelled him to suppresgs on Tuesday.

Prineiple? Principle? What is prineiple to a hungry man?
Johnson has been hurgry for the bloc with the SWP for a long time,
At last the bloc is in sight! For fear that & heavy load would
impede him in the rush for thc bloc, he promptly unloaded a little
political baggage and buried it in the sand. Disinterred, here 1is
what he wrotg in his original artieclc:

"Tet us now look at the other scction of the vanguvard, the

' SWP. On Decomber 7, an editorial of the Militsnt on the front page

raiteraded the following idea., 'In cvery city ard country the laber
vnions mnst forir their own unitced labor canfercnces, mobllize

-aetions on behalf of the miners and demand that the union leaders

call a gimilar confyrence on a nation -wide scale.' 1 take this .
opportunity to say thet the Johnson Minority is vastly pleased to
mee the rple which propaganda for committees plays in ths 1ife of
the ¥ourth International in the U,S., It is not yet understood
sither in the WP or the $%P, some of it 1s ridiculous, some of 1%
pure adventurism, but at any rate we are all more 4dvanced here
thar we werc last year, The SWP also seemed %o understand the role
of the bureaucrats: 'But the top leaders of the CIO arid AFL are
too narrowminded, too blinded by their own bureaucratic interests
to take this imperative step on their own initiative.' This is mot
too gocd, The bureaucrats fail because they are afraid of any mass
action which even faintly challenges the state power, But at any
rate it is o beginning, And what next? Nothing. We said it,
Campaign? Educztion? not a line,
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"Cannon, however, is much sharper than Shachtman. By
December 14th (the next issue of the Militant), the necessity for
the general strike was crying %o the heavens. The Detroit workers
had decided to call one, Reufher or ne Rcuther. So in the December
1% issuey on page 1 of the Militant, there is = two-inch box inform-
ing the Militant readers that or the day cfier the decisiorn of the
Federal Court to fine the miners, James P, Cannon 'issued a state-
ment! urging the leaders of 211 uvnions to call a natienwide 2% hour
general protest strike., 'Only such ar action will give pause to
the big buginess government consplratcrs who have launched the
attack on the miners as part of a scheme to crush the labor move-
ment.' Icn't this marvelous? Shachtman, the leader of the WP, and
Cannon, the lcader of the SWP, both of them constituting the van-
guard of the vanguard of the vanguard, both decide, one on thc 1kth
end the other on the 16th that thg real thing which would kave help-
ed to save the minerpg was a general strike, Canncn says his in
five lines and thus g§s able at any time to show that he proposed
it, Shachtman says the same in 5,000 words which enable him to say
that he didn't propose it. In thgory the diffcrence is great, In
practice there ip none, It is ikés feebleness which detcrmines all
aspects of the political 1ife of the Fourth International in the
Unitcd States," '

Isn't the rigidly principled basis for the bloc, for the
"long oq@llaboration," perfectly clear? The SWP convention took |
place in November, 1946, fThat is whers the resolution was sdopted
which came cut categorically and urambiguously in favor of a2 social-
ist revolution in the United States, that is, for that "strategic
_approach to the fLmerican question”™ which had such a convulging
effect vpon Johnson, But evidently that "strategic approach" was
'so dumbfounding that 1t required quite a while hcefore it penetrat-
¢d Johnson tc the pcint where he found himself in complete solidar-
ity with 1t, A good two mounths after the SGWP convention? Johnson
still attacked the SWP znd the WP en the "main gquestion.™ The
unsparing critic found tha® both zre pretty much alike and that
neithor ona of them huas the 'fainics? coneeption of what is propa=
gerda for a social progrem Loday in the United States." In theory,
lie genercus}y ackaowledged, thers is n éifference, In practice he
sternly inslsted "there is nene® befweon Connen and Shachtman,
'ﬂoweVer, "Ggrron is mach sharper than Shechtwmen," Sharper! Or-
betder yet, much sharper! There is a real difference for youl

So, I am in ccaplets political sclidarity with a man wha
19 mach gharper sgainst the man whe is uowhere near as sharp., He
1 the indicated wen for ¥ %o sstablieh coliskoration -- & long
me, God hely aavore who raises his woigse ngeinst this Great
Prinecipled Bloed Upon him I will turn the DNl force of all =y
water pistols.

There $till remairs the'important Russian question, Pers
haps we cught k¢ say the question that used to be important, Here
arc gome examples of how importent this guestion used to be:

"Centkr:ed to the deyelopment ¢ [nternationad 16
the position oi’ Troisky on t sizn Question., This position was
heid by the majerity of the Internaticnal x11 through the war,
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It resulted in the ghocking misleadiership of the working class as
to the motives and objective results of Stalinist intervention in
Europe. Tho climax came when the Fourth Internaticnal gowed the
most _criminal iliugions in the minds of the masses in Eastern
Europe &t the approach of the Red Army. This policy flows neither
from the sterility nor the corfusicn of the Fourth International,
in Europe or in America, but is the direct and inescapable result

of the attempt to apply an untenabje political line based upon the
theori¢s of Trotsky. .

"Today, when the imperialist aims of Stalinist Russia are
patent to the whole world, the Fourth International continues to
preach and base policy upon the thcory that Stalinist Russia is a
degenerated workers state to be defended by the working class. In
an effort to defend its indefensible stand that the Stalinist bur-
eaucracy could not survive the rigers of war, the Socielist Workers
Party has becn driven to the ridicuvlous position that the imperial-
ist war is not yet at an end. For the same reasons, it disorients
the working clags and confuses its own pogition with thiat of the
Stalinists by emphasizing that the expansion of Soviet Russia is
due to the necessities of self-dglense, By this meens, it can do
nothing else but strensthen SRlinism in Russia, weaken the critical
glements in the Stalinist and other working class pcrties, hapdicap
itself in its attacks upon Stalinism, grievously disorient the con-
cept of & workers state and associaste the Maryigst doctrine with the
defense of totaiitarianism, The persistence in this indefensible
doctrine has undermined and will continue to undermine the politi-

T . .

cal and organization strength of the Fourth International,

"By its stend against the defense of Russi2 in the imperial-
ist war, the Workers Party distinguishod itsel f as the only party in
the Fourth International which clearly 2nd consistently warncd tho
magses well in advance argaingt the dangers of Stal.pism and the
Red Army." ’ '

This judgment is -severe, bt as cezn be seeny, it is both
accurate and restrained, I have guotgd ity with my cwn ewphasis,
from the cofiicial Jehnsunite regolntion (WP BUILLTIN, Vol., I,

No. 11, April 27, 194€, p, 20), prosented to ovr last convention
ONniy a year 2go, . .

las Johrson changed nis mind on this? In 2 senzey no., In
his letter he stili speaks of ithe "entirely false position on the
Rugeian questicn! of the Fourth Internaticnal., In ancthor serae,
however, jchnson has pade o "iittle" change., I his letker te
Canrer he says that he tolé the WP that the differcncas betwoen
them on 4$he Ruscslan cucstlon weve Megrious enough.™ 7To this, they
pzreed, Then fcllows the sentencs which absplutely descrves to be
rescued - from oblivion, It shcws how wonderful is the Engilish
language o«nd how delicately the words in it c¢an be strung together
by & literary petson. (That is only one of thc things it shows.)
Johnscen writes: "But_we both considercd thot our recvective poiptg
of view represent Marxist analyscs." Jokirg apart, isn't this
priceless? 1Isn't thig a pearl, in fact, a wholec string of pearls?
Think of all the winged phrases in the literature of Marxism and
tell me of cne yow can comparc this with. You cculdn't fird one if
you spent a month looking Tor it,
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I say Russia is a fascist state, the most fascist of all
fascist statesy, the most highly developed, that is,; the most degen-
erated of all capitalist states,; the ultimate outcome of capitalist
barbarism., You say Russia is a workers' stete, somewhat degenerat-
ed,; to be sure, but a workers' state just the same, Come, let us be
honest because we are hcnest people. Therz is a difference between
us and it is "sericus enough," A fact is a fact, But what the
hell, shall we make a mountain ocut of a molehill, vhen it is so much
more convenient to make a molehill out of a mountain? We are not
only honest pecpley; but, damn it all, we are Marxists. And what is
important to a Marxist? The important thing is thet an analysis
shovld be a Marxist analysis, Let somecne deny that! And I say
that "our recspective points of view represent Marxist analyses."

Let somebody deny that!

I say this fageist state must be defeated in peace or in
war, You say Russia must be defended. I am for unconditional
defeatism. You are for unconditional defensism. The difference is
"serious enoungh," There are some people who say that this differ-
ence puts us on opposite sides of the barricades, Bah, malicious
pecple! ©Not Marxists! They don't understand what is important,
The ' important thing is that our respective viewpoints represent
Marxist analyses, It is true, and more than a 1ittle embarrassing:
I shoot in onec dircection and you shoot in another direction. But
what does that matter? No one is gcing to get hurt because, you
secy after all, at bottom, in the last analysis, and looked at
objectively, bcth of uvs have Marxist analyses,

And what is the red color you see on my face now? The blush
of shame? No, the blush of shamelessnsss. Or perhaps it is nothing
but the flush of e:cited eagerrness to achieve a bloc which, by the
old standards, used to e called unprincipled. That is what it is
still called, And a capitulaticn is still called a capitulation,

II, Johnson's maneuvers for a bloc against uvus -- for a
political success which he was unanle to achieve in our party after
years of free, open, democratic and contimious discussion ~- have
their importance, but they are seccncéary. OFf primary importance
is the question of unity between the two partics anfd of how the
unity is to e achieved. '

We are for a gplid unity, a lasting unity, a healthy unity
that will bwild up a kzalthy narty. To allay the apprehensions of
tha SWP, w¢ have told thoir ropresentatives repeatsedly, for two
years, thav we would be {he biggest polltical ldlots, and would
stamp oursclvas as such jineradicably, if we had in mind the 1dea
of uniting on Monday end splitting on Tuds@ay -- or the ncxt day or
th2 next vear., Such an uitcrly irresponsible plan would compromiss
the movemcnt terribly, and us along with it. We are not just for
unity "in gecneral." “Ye arc for thig unity, we are for unity now,
not only becausc we think it is necessary in the abstract but
because we are convinced thet it will work -- to the benefit of the
working class, %o the benefit of the Trotskyist movement, and to
the benafit of ovr tendency within it, But it will work only 1if
the foundation of the wnity is sound, cnly if we go about it the
right way., The rizht way means: an irreducible minimum of diplo-.
macy and mancuvering, and a high maximum of frankness and mutual
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understanding, We have followed the policy of saying te our member-
ship exactly what we say among ourseglvés ir the leadership; and of
saying to the SWP exactly what we say to our membership., We have
not concealed the differcnces between us; we have not artificially
magnified them or agrtificially minlimized them. Ve have said openly
why unity was impessible or impractical at cne time, and why it 1s
necessary and practical today. Among the results of this course was
not only the overwheliming approval of all the comrades who support
the party leadecrship politically, but the approval of every single -
step we took and every single document we wrote in the unity by the
political opponcents of the leadership inside the party, the Johnson
group. ‘

We have consistently taken the position that we know what
the differences are bctween the two parties, and that these differ-
ences arec significant and deep. We added, the only cenent strong
enough to hold together in fruitful union comrades holding thecse
different views, is a full and genuine 'party democracy which aggures
any minority an unrestricted ideclogical iife and the necessary
possibilitics of becoming a mgjority in a normal way. We tzke this
occasion to say for the hundrcdth time: without this cement, a real
unity cannot take place or, if it_does take pluace, will not be
solid. And we may add further, anyone who denies this, may be
talking for unity in the most sincere way, but he is ot really
working to make the unidy effective.

Party deuocracy, Trotsky pointcd out more than once, is
meaningless unless. the membership is kept cont lnuowusly informed of
all the fagts relevant to the problem before it., A decision taken
without a knowlcdge of the facts is sure to be a wrong decisicen,

So also with a de¢isisn taken on the basis of falsified facts,
regardless of whéther the falsifications are dellberate or unwitting.

v These considerations, too, have decided our policy on the
unity question. From the very buginning %o the present day, we
kept ali the comrades informed¢ oI the facts, both in cireulars and
in oral reports deliverzd to the rxmborship by the representatives
of the Nationsl Committee. e made public cvery single documentsy
even the "confidential letters sent to the comrades of the Minor-
ity while they were still in the SWP werc publisined in cur party
BULLETIN, which i# availabls not only to our party members but also
to the SWP, FHow good could a unity be if a membership entersd into
it witnout an uwndergtanding of all of the ralevant facts?

That is one of the considerations which caused us to jnsis%
so much upon the necd of a eénllaboration between the two parties amd
their memberships as a test of the practicability of the unity and
a preparation for its achievement, Without prajudice to eitier
party, we argued: the two memberships must get to know cach other
and to work side by side with cach other. In the cgurse cf this
collabtioration, they will be able to judge each other not merely
on the basis of what thsy have been told or have read, but by what
they see in practice with their own eyes. They will e able teo ~
check with efch othar on "stories" that are curculating. They will
be better able to judge the extent to which the theeretioal or
palitical differenccs mekes possible common practical work in the
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class struggle, which is ancther way of saying, they will be able
to see how practical unity is, A unity which is made or even
prepared exclugively at the top, already ras at least one strike
against it,

Let us be more concrzte. All our comrades are now acquaint-
ed with the circuiar leiter of Comrade X tc the leading militants
of the SWP, 'What was contained in it was communicated orally to
virtually the entire SWP mempership, As I wrote in my circular to
our own party (Maven 8, 1947), the letter of X did not and could
not change our position on the unity question., Buat you have to be
blind not to see tinat such a letter affects -- end affects adverse-
ly -- the progpects of the unity, This should bz evident not only
to the most ardent supporters of unity but precisely and primarily
to such comrades, Why? The answer is simple and clear.

If I give the membership of my party an utterly incorrect
plcture of why I am in favor of unity or of why the cther party is
in favor of unity, I am, it is true, swinging scme doubting people
in favor of the idea of unity, but obviously the unity itself will
have a very sandy foundation, Waszn the true picture i3 revealed,
as everoually it isy I find I hav2 gained nothinz hecayse the com-
rades %111 say: This is not why I tock a position for unity --

I was for unity on an entirely different basis, I had an entirely
different impression of the situation,

If it is reported that an ambidextrous opponent forced the
WP leadership to accept unity agaeinst its wiil by putting a "knife
at its throat" and "a pistol at its head," the results are equally
bad in both parties., In the S"P membership, the report will neces-
sarily produce an gittitude togard our comrades whichy, as c¢veryone
of us who has encouvntered it Xkrcws, does anything but creats an
atmosphere conducive to unity. In our own party, this report,
if it remained uncorrected, wovld necessarily produce confusion,
contempt for the leadership (which would be entirely justified if
the report were true), and even cpposition to yuity, To avoid this,
a circular was immediately sent to all our members in which the
faets were corrected ang the fecerd set straight incofar as we were
. #&ble to do thid, Do we theraby serve the intercsts of a solid -
unity or not? ; :

Now, .what is Johnscenfs attitude? Here is a situs%ion that
calls for pclitical honesty and forthrightness. Neither at the PC
neeting, where the ietter of X was first reszd, nor a¥ the lNew York
membership, which waas h2ld after we hed secen the lesbter of X, did
Johnson or his friends (oversensitive paeple, please ncte: I meéxn,
as usual, political friends) find it peceéssary to make a singlg
cormment on it or a single proposal with regerd to it. The X letter
speaks waepeatadly of Johnsen's position gnd makes all sorts of alle=
gations abocut it, Some of the points made in that letter cannot be
dealt with by usj; thecy cean be dealt with only by Johnson, The
membership is naturally =nd propurly intercsted -- fcr good politi-
cal reasons and not ovt of idle curiosity -- in the truth or false-
hood of these alisgotions, whichi only Johnscn can estzblish, or '
which he is in a better positicn t9o establish than we are, He is
under a politica2l obligation to speak up, without anyone having to
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‘tug at his tongue, But Johnson does not feel ény necessity for
speaking,

It is only when he 1s boxed off into a corner that he says
something, He writes the letter to Cannon which the PC requested.
Even then, the letter says: "We wish to say, however, that in our
opinion nothing said there (i.e., in the letter of X) required any
special intervention on our part,"

Nothing said in the X letter required a statement from John-
son! Why not? Doesn't it matter whether the statements, the alle-
getions, made about us and especially about Johnson are true or
false? Doesn't it matter if the reuders of the X letter =~ which
means the members of the SWP -- accept false statements as true, and
base their position on unity upon such statements? Doesn't it matter
if the members of Johnson's own party are keenly interested in the
truth or falsity of X's allegations about Johnson? Does Johnson
believe that misrepresentation or falsificatiom or duplicity is as
«good as any other basis on which to establish a united party?

Johnson complied with our request thet he express himself on
the X circular, He finally handed the PC a copy of the letter sent
to Cannon, The question of Johnson's position on this score was
already being discussed among the membership, at least in New York,
as was ‘only proper, The next meeting of the FC had several resclu-
tions from New York branches inquiring about Johnscn's statement.

- We waited in vain for any proposal from Johnson to make his letter
to Cannon available to the membership. That motion had to be made
by me., It was adopted with Johnson abstaining in the vote.

Johnscn's conduct in this matter, while inexcusable, is
understandable, His letter to Cannon, for all its diplomacy (which
ought to be left to the United Nations where it belongs), and all
its ampiguity and all its "clever® Philadelphia-lawyer formulations,
convicts him of what we have successfully made unpopular in our
party - political duplicity. His proposal to the SWP for a bloc
against us was made in the dark, was never reported to us, or, so
far as we know, even to the members of the Minority group. His
amnestying of ihe SWP on the Rmussian question wass mede in the dark,
and was never made krown until we forced it into the open. He con-
tinues to dinlomatize with the party and its leadership on the
simple question, which requires only a simple and honest answer, as
to whether or not he committed himself to the SWP to split from the
WP if we did not "eapitulate" to unity. Diplomacy and small-time
maneuv%rs behind the scenes are not calculated to smooth the road
to unity.

Finally, Johnson, regardless cf what motivates hirm, is
engouraging an attitude which militates against the healthy ynity
and the kind of party that we have always had in mind. The self-
suppression of the criticism of the SWP in his article on the gcner-
al strikec symbolizes it, It ghould be offensive to the SWP as 1t
is offensive %o us, Ostensibly, dohnson eliminated the criticiam
of the SWP from his article in the interests of unlty., The suppress-
ed section has been quoted above in full. Read it again., Agree
with 1t or not, it is nevertheless obviously a pclitical judgment,
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vigorous but not violent, If such an ohjective “~iticism (again,

be it right or wrong) has to he suppressed frem & =ublication which
has, after all, such a limited cirele of readers, ecause 1ts
appearance would presumably have an adverse effect upon unity --
then what is so clcarly implicd by the suppression cannot but be
offensive to the SWP and its leadership. For Johnson 1is saying in
effect that the SWP's support of unity will diminish when it sees
even so restrained a criticism of it published for even so restrict-
ed an audience. The implication for the SWP is not very flatteringi
Tspecially when at the same time Johnson does not suppress his *
eriticism of us, evidently feeling that political discussion and
criticism coen have no effect upom our party's support of unity., It
is a distinct disservice to foster the idea that discussion and
mutual eriticism are somehow incompatible with collaboration or
unification with the SWP, This idea is being fostered sufficiontly
without Johnson's aid, It is a disservice because it can only
strengthen the belief of many SWP comrades that discussion and criti-
cism are some sort of "luxury" in the movern:nt that can be tolerated
only at rare intervals; and begeuse it car only strengthen the
apprehensions of those of our own comrades who believe == wrongly,
in my opinion -- tha} unity can be achieved ouly by the suppression
of their political ews and that this is too high a price to pay
even for unitye.

We say for the hundredth time that we are not for converting
the movement into a mcre debating society, that we are not for end-
less discussions, that we are not for discussion as a substitute for
activity in thc class struggle, that we are not for interminable
dilettante or academic debates on what is the sex of every angel and
how many can dance on the point of a pin, Everyone who knows our
party and its life knows that this 1s true. But we also repeat for
the hundredth time that we are for a party which assures a full and
free ideological life, which assures all the necessary rights and
possibilitics of development for any and all tendencies that are a
legitimate part of the revolutionary movement, which considers
discussion and criticism not as a luxury or as something tolerated
when there is nothing better to do bui as an insecparable part of the
1ife-blood of *the movement. That is what we have in our party now,
That is what wc went the united party to be -- that and nothing else.

Those who have contrary ideas are entitled to them, but far
from yielding to thew we intend to combat them with all the neceg=»
sary vigor and a full sense of our responsibilities, We have never
concealcd this, nct from anyone. Our proposals in this respect are
no secret, s2nd thet is attested among other things by the fact that
my cireular of March 8 t¢ thc party members was alse sent to the
comrades of the SWP leadership and thc leading comrades all over the
world, "e have no usc for pncttifogging, cncap=-jack maneuvers,
fancy diploinacy or duplicity and we have no neced for them. Whoever
employs thesg devices stamps himself accordingly.

In connection with the questions asked hir in the PC for the purpose
of a simple clarification of the facts, Johnson m~de a statement
that what we are aiming et "is the discrediting of a political onpo~
nent and not the advancoment of unification." This accusation is
made by the comrade who just wrote in his letter to Cenncn '"that
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Johnson's first remark to you on entering the room was that he
hoped that this wovld be the beginning of a long collaboration in
the strugglo. against revisionists of the type of the IKD and of the
type of Shachtman and that a substantial part of our conversation
proceeded along these lines," The accusatién, consequently, is a
little rash,

A IETPER TO THE MEMBERSHIP
By d.R. Johnson and F. Forest

The publication of Comrade Shachtman's circular, "The Wrong
Road", (Bulletin of the W.P,, Vol, 2, No. 3, April 21, 1947) mekes
it necessary for the membership to consid r seriously the distinc-
tion between petty-bourgeois politics and Bolshevik politics.

i - The hysteria, fear and terror which the Majority leaders
have instilled into the mcmbers and their disseminztion of atrocity
stories about the WP arc the very worst preperation for the great
tasks ahead. They claim that the SWP is slanderipg and has slander-
ed them to the SWP mcmbership, At this stage all such matters could
have been taken up with the SWP leadership calmly and firmly. The
present peried shovld heve been used judiciously to review our own
past and, above all, to elaborete our contributions to party build-
ing. The struggle for unity is only a prep?ration. The real prob-
lems of bullding the mass revelutionary pariy begin after unity angd
demand a period of integration during which mutual confidence is
established on all sid>s, Only Utopians who know nothing of the .
history of Bolshevism can believe thot 2000 will bHecome 20,000 in
the class struggle without upheavals, conflicts, tactiors, groupings,
etc. That is tho wey th:o preletariat lcarns, different laycrs come
into action, vietorics and defeats occur and sharp and sudden
changes arc necgssary, As theclass struggle develops, theoretical
problems are illuminated,; old forees tirc, new oncs emerge. Instead
of preparing thc membership for this with the sericuspess and fore=-
sight of Bolshcvik lcaders, the Majority leadership has it yelling
and screaming about the coming strugglc over demodratiz rights and
fcarful of the bureaucratized, ¥semi-Stalinmdst" party of the SWP and
of the decp wéhinations in whifh Cannonite politicg rcportedly
consists, It ig a shameful, scandalous, and wtterly dcgra#ing pro-
ced%re and weakans the mevement at 2 erstical stage in its deovedop~
ment,

The X Lottor

. Befor# the first New York membership meetimg on unity was
heldy Comrade Shachtman ¥nmew the conteats of the "X" ledtcr and
reported them o the PC., Johnson snd Forest authorized the PC to
meke thé nccessary corrections. Shachtman did so in his speech,
Comrade Farcst asked for amd reccived special time at thd meeting
in order to givc an account of all negotiations, discugsions, ctc.,
concerning unity in vhich Johnson and Porust werce involved,
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Subsequently, the PC obtained a copy of the "X" letter amd
decided to broadcast, in diplomatic language, that Cannon was a
liar., - It wanted to place Johnson and Forest in a position where
they would have to tcke their share in calling Cannon a liar., Just
a step ahead was the possibility that both Cannon and Johnson and
the Sccretary of the CIC would all be calling each other liars a
exposing plots and counter-plots, :

For the correction of error, Johnson and Forest were ready,
But they wcre determined to lend no encouragement to the policy of
discrediting political opponents as a substitute for positive poli-
tical positions. Hence when it was first proposed in the PC that
the "X" letter be published, Forest, in the absence of Johnson,
opposed the publication of the letter, Neverthelessy the PC request-
ed Johnson to write Cannon a letter., Moreover, the next day, this
request, alorfg with the "X" letter, was made known to the membership
in a way that left no alternative but to enter into the picture, We
did so in a menncr calculated to do the least possible harm to our
movement, We sent our letter to Cannon and attached to it our
report to the PC and to the membership of our part in the unity
negotiations, We are rcquesting the PC that these enclosures also
be published. We gave the PC a copy of the letter and enclosures
sent to Cannon, Furthermore, we let it be known that we considered
our responsibility discharged and that we would not ask for the
letter to be published., If the PC wished to publish, that was its
business., If it wished to apprise the members of it and.the members
demanded pwblication, that too was its responsibility. The letter
_ is the property of the PC, We wanted no part in keeping the ques=-
tion alive, We have analyses that we shall make public, No one will
have to urge us to publish these. They will consist of the rigorous
analysis of the development of the WP from 1940 to the present day
in which we shall show step by step the political and organizational
degeneration which wc have fought uninterruptedly for six years.

"Bureaugracieg" aﬁd "Cliques"

The whole procedure of Shachtman from 1940 to today is to
obscure his political vacillations and the unclear policies of his
own camp by qucstions of "genuine party democracy". This is the
corruption of our membership., In bourgeois socisty, every trick is
used to prevent the workers seeing the political issues clearly and
acting accordingly, Bolshevism, for its 1life, must do the opposite.
We shall do everything at our disposal to meke the membership see
that the course of the Majority as climaxed in this campaign is the
enepmy of thcir collective and individual development as serious
revolutionaries. Many of them know no better. They came to the
movement wishing to learn, It is time they stopped to look where
they are going, to think, to come to conclusions, and to act,

The WP leadership has committed many crimes against our
movement. This latest maneuver with the scandal, the waste of
time, the diversion of the attention and energies of the members,
the possible embitterment of relationships throughout the Interna=-
tional, the political degradation involved, could only have been
undertaken at this time by desperate politicians as the climax of
seven years of political disintegpration.
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Today, the WP lives according to the following evaluation
of contemporary politics: The Stalinist regime is burezucratic
collectivist, totalitarian., It is ruled by a cligue which practices
the leader-cult, holds down the bzckward massesy miseducates them by
force and deception and bureaucratically manipulates them, The
Stalinist parties are totalitarian parties, They too are cligues
which practice the leader-cult, deceive the backward masses and
bureaucratically manipulate them, The Fourth International is led
by a cligus which is in the pocket of Cannon,y the leader, who dge
celves his followers and bureaucratically manipulates them, The
SWP is led by a cligue which practices the Jeader-culty and mis-
educatss and burcayeratically manipulates the membership. The
Johnson-Forcst Minority is led by agiique which practices the leader-
cult, misecducntes its backward foliewors and bureaucratically mani-
pulates them, Implicit, and not always only implieit, in this world-
wide analysis is the idea thet it is only becausc they lack power
that the Fourth Intcrnational, the SWP and the Johnson-Forest Minor-
ity have not completed the degengration which irposes its burean-

¢ratic manipuvlations on the backward workers by force.,

To counteract thgse "bureaucracies" and "eliqucs" Shachtman
hasg his "cadre", All types of rcvoluticnarics are wzlcome, Their
rallying cry is not revoluticnary activity which is not suitable for
the backward masses, It is not the mobilization of the parties for
- the task of transforming themselves into mass parties, For this the
small, insignificant- parties are not rcady, wvhatever may be the
objective situation, Their rel¥iying cry is "democracy." Their main
business is anti~Stalinism, anti-Cannonism, anti-Johnsonism, Their
specific politicrl method is cxmosurce of the dishonesty, duplicity
and bureaucratic nethods of political opporentsy by this means to
effect the cnlightepment of the duped, deluded and backward follow-
¢rs as to the unreljability of thcir leaders. The organizational
force of this political activity is the "cadre", the sole, the
original contributidn ¢f Shuchtmen to the politicel idees of the
‘Fourth Internatignal, This, stripped of all decoration, 1s the
special political atmosphecre of the WP, '

The present campcign against Johnson is merely the ©limax of
‘a political degencration which bugan with the biFth of the WP, In
19%0, the then SWP Minority accused the SWP cf "bureaucratic cone
servatism", The inferonce was clear., The WP, by democratia dyna-
mism, would ghow how %0 build a party. The WP leade~s had the con-
ficenca and allegiance of a membarship whese efferté, devetion and

- readiness to oppose the bLourgeoisie siand segongd to nons i# aur
moverent, whem all the slrcumstances of soc¢iwl prigln #hg gpecific
cendivions in the Unile States are taken intp coysideration, But
the proponents of demagratic Aynaaiasm have shown thomselves to be a
colcssgg failure. They have #® porspectives of any kind, In 1540
when they hoped to damongtrate their party-byllding eapmcities, thoy -
rallied behind a Ruseian position consisting of all serts of diverue.
elements which lator divi€ed into the three lczding positioms in tre
WP, including that of the P Mincrity. The Pecal burden of the
at%ack, howewer, was thy: leader-cult, thc cligre, burcauveratism,
duplicity, ete., HNaw in 1947, whon their perspectivegs of party-
building ars nil, they place the whole responsibility upen thg proe
letariat and Staliniem, It is impossible tc blame "bursaueratic
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congepvatism", Thergfore, "burcaucratic conservatism" becomes the '
"hurcaucratic jungle", and for the impressionistic analysis of the
Russian state of 1940 is substituted the impressionistic analysis of
the Stalinist parties, .

.~ PFar more than in 1940, the exposure of the cliques, leader-
cults, and all the shameful crimes of political opponents has become
the means whereby the “cadre" i1s held together, This is the Bolshe-
vism of the leaders of the Workers Party, It is the last resort of
bankruptey, The VP leadership knows that all its unique contribu-
tions to Marxism are doomed, It seeks to save its Russian position,
which is being overwhelmed by state capitalism, by narrowing the
Russian question down to one of defensism or defeatism, It knows
that once there is a unified party within the United States, the
bulk of the membership will discard the concepts of retrogressionism,
no revolutionary situation without a revolutionary party, removal of
the Socialist United ®tates of Europe from the top of the order of
the day, etc, etc, Ecnce, the frantig character of i1ts attempts to
smear all its qppongents as the primary political campaign in the

last few months of its existence. . ,

!!The Wrong ngd"

- Shachtman's unique contribution to political thinking,
called "The Wrong Road" geing its sole political coloration from
the quotations he cites from Johnson, In his anxiety to establish
thet we, the statcecapitalists have entered into an unprincipled.
bloe with Cannon, the workers-statist, Shachtman throws all caution
to the wind and recklessly introduces at this time, when the two
parties are about to be united, such phrases as "opposite sldes of
the barricades", "I shoot in one direction and you shoot in another,"
AIT this is done by & principled man out to arouse the suspicions
of the Johngon=Forest Minority that its leaders are Introducing a
"1ittle change" to court the SWP, Contrast this to the saober and
gerious memner in which Johnson and Forest state their differences
on the Russian question in theilr letter to Cannon:

"Tha Minority would like to eclerify also its
posifion on the Russian question, In our opinion the
differences on the Russian question go very deep and
it has been clsar to us for a long time that they
encroech upon the generel politics of the International.
However, so long ag our particuler struggle wasg devoted
mainly to resistence against and exposure of the poli-
tical positions of the WPy, we did not emphasizg more
than was necessary our differences with the Internation=-
21, Now, however, that unity, in our opinion, is

~ agsured, not only in the U,8, but in the Internztional
as a whole, we.proiose to meke very clear to the Interw
national what are the consequences of whnt we congider
to be their entirely false position on the Russian
question, In the SVWP circular it is stated that the
1in2 of the Fourth International has been 'brilliantly
‘analyzed in the new theses of Germain on the Russien
question'!, In our opimion, the theses cf Germain



- 19 -

represent a serious blow to our movement, particularly

| . because they use a method and arrive at conclusions
" which we cannot for one moment conceive as being accept-
o ‘able to Comrace Trotsky. 'This the Minority proposes to

express in no equivocal terms, But &t the same time

we wish to affirm our considered political judgment,

which is that in the U,S. these questions cannot and
- : should not be allowed to disrupt the work of bullding
- the American party." :

The Johnson tendency, which arose from its Marxist criticism
of Trotsky's position on the Russian questicn, needs no lessons on
blocs from Comrace Shachtman, In 1941, we refused a bloc with the
defeatist, Cartcr, against the conditional-defensist, Shachtman, on
the ground thnt the Carterite brand of Bureaucratic Colleciivism
which posed thc guzstion of a third mlternative rcpresented the
greater deviation from Marxism, Today, in the United States, we
categorically refuse to make a bloec with Shachtmen whose Bureaucratic
Collectivism has become indistinguishable from that of Carter-
Garrett. As to the bloc internctionally, we ask: Defeatism for
what? For critical support to Mickolajczk? For the proposal, at
this stage of European dewelopments, of entry by the Furopean,
sections of the Fourth International into the rcspective Social-
Democratic partics? Or for the mobilization of the massas in
workers committecs, peasant comnittecs, with the perspective of
workers power and the Socialist United States of Europe? If the
. Russian qucstion were a question involving the practical activities

of large numbcrs of thc proletariat and trnerefore the practical

\ activities of the party, unity would be impossible., Uxtii that
- time, the quecstion is a theoreticzl question., We remind the party
‘of what we wrote in our eneclysis of the differcnt tendencics on the
Russian qucstion, '

"The Minority here affirms thot amy Marxist party
which governs its practical politics by the thcoretical
perspective of bureaucratic collectivism as a ‘third
altcrnative! to capitelism or sccialism-a) repudiates
Marxism which is based from top to bottom cn the duality
of bourgeoisie and proletariat as contenders for mastery
in modern socicty. b) leads inevitably to tampering with

- the fundamentals of Belshevik strategy. The rosult at
the very best can be cnly the strengthening of bourgeols-
democratic illusions in the pariy and in the masses,"
(S4~tement of the Johncon Minority on the Crigin,
Craracter and Perspectives of the Johnson Faclion,
Bullctin, Vol. 1y No. 16, p..29).

- For ycars no cinc has been able to gat a word out of Shacht-
man on the Lheory of retrogression which dirtied the pages of the
I month after month, To this day, Johnson crd the party wait in
. vain for the rosoiution of the WP on the Amcrican cuestion, a new
draft of which was submitted to the 1946 Conveniion on 1 e morging
of the day of its adoption. The party waits for a recoiution on
* the Negro qucstion into which is to ve incorporated the resclution
of Berg. The Intcrn: tional walts in vain for soup guid@nce on the
. jungle that is the theory of burenucratic collectivism, On all
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these questicns, the leadership has been silent, has been silent
for years. A hopeless confusion besets the party as to whether ;
unity is desirable becausc the objective situation and the radicali-
zation of the masses demand that we mobilize our forces to bulld the
party; or whethcr unity is necessary in view of the political stag-
natiqon in the United States. Silent on all these fundamental ques-
tions, the party leacdership jumps into its element and sets the
stage for its rcal polities -- what Jchnson said to Cannon after

the Plenum had taken its decision, Isn't this the dragging of the
party into the mud? Is no voice of protest going to be raised?

Precisely because Shachtman's politics consists of nothing
else but cexposurcs of bureaucracy and dishonesty, he must regard
any sober statement of political agreecment or disagreemcnt as a
bending of political line or a capituletion., As a substitute for
political positions which can be judged by the vanguard in relation
to the prolctariat as a whole, he pursues a policy of destroying
his opponents by attacking them in subjective terms as bureaucratic,
dishonest, ond deceptive. As he judges the working class politic-
ally always as backward and in terms of defeat, so he carries on
his politics within the framework of disillusionment and rejection
by the working class of political leadership in general., In the
name of democracy, he seeks to rally around himseclf all who have a
distrust of the leadcrship of the SWP and the International but who
have no political position except their grievances and disappoint-
ments.

With no political positions which can win decisively in the
course of the class struggle, Shachtman can think only in terms of
"hunger" for blocs which have an immediate practical value in
isolating an opponent, So lightly docs he take his own political
positicns that he cannot even imagine that others would go to the
political trouble of undcrtaking a sericus collaboration to strug-
gle against them. Vhen confronted with such a possibility, he does
not even bother todeny thet he is rcvisicnist, In his terror at
being isolatcd, hc can only try to drive a wedge between his poli-
tical opponcnts by sowing mutual distrust., For what purpose: So
he can win one of them t6 his own politicnl positiong? Hardly.

His political positions arc mentioned only in passing. Rather

what he would like to zchieve is the wimning of Cannon or the John-
son Minority to his "right way" of making politics, euphemistically
called "a high maximuin of frankncss and mutual uncerstending.®
Frankness and mutuzl understanding on what? Political differences?
Hardly. Rather frankness in exposure and counter-exposure of every
step in negotietions. The membership must be contimpously inform-
ed of every disagrecment, major or minor, every "confidential®
letter, nntil it devotcs all its encrgics to nothing else but
speculations and suspicious probings of motives and intentions, and
until 3% regards any judielious and firm leadership as bureaucracy
and cliquism, "exclusively at the top." Practical collaberation is
necessary in order that the nembers "will be able to check with
emeh offier on 'storics!' that are circulating." With such a *right
way"™, the Balshevik party is to be trained to fight agninst the
bourgeoisgie.
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In his haste to drive the wedge between the Johhson-
Forest Minority and the SWP, and the SWP and the Johnson-Forest
Minority, Shachtman divulges to the Jonnsonites that "anybody who
knows anything about the SWP leadership is aware that it has no
use whatever for the political tendency represented by Johnson,.."
At the same time, he challenges the SWP that the deletion from the
article on the Social Crisis in the United States and the General
Strike "ghould ‘be offensive" to them. He chooses to quote what
we openly chose to delete after unity was seriously propcsed., This,
as we stated immediately, was our contribution to the climate which
shovld prevail at this stage after seven years of antagonistic
separation, He did not choose to guote what we stated as our con-
sidered political judgment in our American Resclution of a year
agoy, when unity was not an immediate perspective, and even before
the WP elaborated its American resolution.

"The Socialist Workers Party has had one inestim-
able advantage over the Workers Party in that in general,
and in particular in iis treatment of intern:ztional news,
it shows not the faintest traze of retrogression and
places itself before the Amerizan working class as the
Trotskyist party of the sociallst revolution at home
and abroad., Not only in relation to Europe but in
relation to the United States the SWP propaganda is
in the full Trotskyist tradition in that it is conscious
always of the challenge to the bourgeois order contained
in the aggressive actions of the proletariat., The SWP
constantly makes the American workers aware of the
coming social revclution in the United States,"

At the time this proved to Shachtman that we had "ecapitulat-
ed to Cannonism" and that therefore a "cadre" was necessary. The
same Shachtman, who, in the pre-convention period was anxious to
prove the capitulation of Johnson to C:nronism, now cmerges as.the
defender of the political differcnces of Johnsen and Forest with
Cannon. Yhe role of clarifier of political differcnces is the one
least suited to Shachtman, the perennial muddler of politicazl
positions. We do not need your help in this Comrade Shachtman,
Events and politics will influence and decrce tho relations between
the Johnson~Forest Minority, the SWP and the CIC; not your petty=-
politics, We of the Minority would be guilty of the utmost stupid -
1ty if we claimed that we ¥now how the mass revolutionary party in
the United States will be built. What we know is that the WP
Majority's fundamental premiseg are wrong and that we have our con-
- tribution to make., We ds not know who will be on which side and
when, what will be the sides, how often they will changg. All that

fore us now, We of the Minority will put forward our Views
at the EPC with Bolshevik vigor and full of confidence, hope and
exeltement that at lest the ugified movement in the U,.S., will
develop in the midst of a radfcalized working classy 2and that its
major conflicts and difficul=dcs, will take place on the American
question uvnder the impact of the grecatest social force the world
has ever seen -- the American proletariat which has at last liftea
up its head and is staring the American bourgaoisie in the face,
questioning evorything it has hitherto accepted.
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. Shachtmen spends a great deal of space on the supposed
eriminality of the bloc with Cannon against rcvisionism of the
type of the IKD and of Shachtman. Vas ever such hypocrisy and
stupidity? First of all, there was no bloc. In our convergation
with Canncn we talked about our hostility to burcaucratic collec~
tivism, to the democratic political revolution, to everything con--
nected with retrogression. But if therc was a bloc, then what?
Doesn't cverybody know that Johnson and Forest are mortal enemies
of thece concepts. Haven't we published it far and wide? Here 1t
is again, We are the irreconciled enemy of all this and in the
International Movemcnt we shall form a bloc against all this with
whom we please, when we please, where we please., We hate it,
despise it, we shall stamp upon it wherever we can, A1l who oppose
this are our political allies, all who support this ox niay with
it, are our political cnemies, #herever it is possible <o diffcr-
entiate ourselv-s from Shachtman and his retrogres=icnisi, defeat-
ist impressionistic politics and his organizational staadcr cam-
paign, we shall do so., Trotsky, even after charactcrizing the then
SWP Minority as the petty-bourgeois opposition, fougnt to retain it
~within the Internationai. We have fought for unicy and will con-
tinue to A6 so beccsuse of the necessitics of the oljuctive situa=
tion in the United States. We have been conccrncd o get the member-
ship away from Shachiman®s corrupting ana demora’izing influence
into the larger aroue of the unified Trotskyist Moverznt, We have
felt that it necds this guidance and further opportunity to learn
than the Minority could give it,

Unfortunatcly, the SWP lcadership bears its share of
responsibility for the influence of the “P Majority over the member-
ship. The SWP is tiic offiecirl section and the majority. From 1940
to today it has reiveed to rccognizc openly that its judgments in
1940 (a) that the ¥T was afraid of the war, (b) that 1% was afraid
of the tasks of proictarianization, werc absolutely false. It
allowed the WP, up to the intervention of the CIC, to take all the
jnitiative in rcgard to unity. It bhas rcad the internai talletins
where thc WP passionately sought n vay out of its failuvre to build
a mass oarty, It rejoiced at the diffirulties, saw only their
nhegative side and hcped for the disintegration of the WP so as to
be able to say: ‘™We $old you so." All this was only edded material
for the WP lcadership, We are confident that in the unificd move-
ment the mischief thet the WP leadership has mede with the funda-
mentals of Marxism will be short-lived, They were ebls tuo continue
it only because they wore jsolated in the period during Tthe wary
We were configont that sooner or later as the intorraticnal Movee _
ment once morc developed and cvents begarn to unro.i, thue political
rubbish which Shachtman had accumulsted wyould ke H.own “¢ Ihe
‘winds., The SWP leadership would be commi$ting a2 mishaks in regard
to the WP if it did not see this barrage of anti-Cannonism, antl-
Jonhnsonism for what it is -- the rccognition of comirg dsicat,

Who Has Muddied Up the Waters?

We ask the WP membership the following question: Whe haz
muddied up the waters on unity? Johnson and Forcst have civen a
full account of discussions on unity with the 5WP and the repre-~
sentatives of the IS, But even if they had not, what then?
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Johngon and Forest went out of their way to tell Cannon that there.
were suspicions within the WP that 'the offer cf unity on the part
of the SWP was a maneuver to win the Johnsonuites. We said we did
not believe this but if it were, we would not be a party to it.
This, if you please, was after the WP Plenum had decided to accept
the conditions, (e had deliberately avcided seeing Cannon or the
SWP officially befcre the WP had taken its decision,) Now if when
we sald thisy Cannon had asked: "Suppose the WP is carrying out a
maneuver, what would you do?" and we had replied: "If the WP is
not gsincere and is maneuvering, then certainly we shall not collab-
orate with them on it either", or, more precisely, '"We shall split."
Even if this had heppened, which it did noty; we as¥, what then?

How did this muddy up unity?

The WP leaders assert that they took their decision under
nd threat, Ve agreed that their decisicn had been arrived at
pecause of their positicn on unity, The X letter was published
along with the comments by Shac¢htran, Tasn't that enough? No,
The PC had a weapon in its hands, Look at the rosult., We repeat:
If the weters are muddied, wha midied them? Johnson and Forest
have been told in the PC by Gates that he can no longer speak freely
in the PC in fthe presence of Johnsorn and Forcest bocausc of their
political orientation. This statement, made by Gates before he
went on tours was protested by Johnsony who, howcver, said that he
would net force the protest, ESince Jates! return, he has rcpeated
it unchallented, So Johnson and Forest are agents of the SWP in
the PC who will rcport the discussion and decisions of the PC of
the WP to the SWP, All this is suprosed to be Bolshevism and lead
to clarification of political issues. Wheny as it incvitably must,
all this comes bzfore the menbership, it is supposed to educate and
prepare it Tfor a fruvitful unity, We have already made the follow-
ing statement to the FPC:

"In the past, Johnso: and Forwst have always kept
the PC and the party fully informed on all questicns
dealing with ncegotiaticns or discussions with the SWP
or othcr representatives of the CIC concerning unity.

In our opinicn, howevery the guestion in the Committee
has now reze¢hed a stare where what is at issve is the
Giscrediting of a political opponent and not tho
advancem:nt of unification or the clarification of the
menbership of the parties concerncd ané of the Movement.
To the same degree that consistent with political prinei-
ple we did everything rossible in the past to advauce

<he pelitical struggle for the unificetion of the two
pertics, so ncw we do net nreopose to assist the Com-
mittee in diverting the discuvssion, We would, however,
remind dhe Cemanittee thet “he ralations of Johnacn and
the Minerity as a-wnole to the Committue and the party
have 2 long history, Wo arc prepar d to go into it only,
hewever, when it will have becn mecde plein tc all con-
ccmad who forced the issuey what purpeoses it =22 intend-
e to serve ¢nd these who forced it are prepared to boar
the full responsibility of the consegucencas. %e are not
preparced at this stage to make any statements othor than
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those we have made or protestations of loyalty to
this committee., If the Committee is digssatisfied
with our statements on the gquestions at issue, it is
in commeand of a sufficient majority to take whatever
steps it pleases.”

Finally, we ask the membership to note that in our opinion
the shameful politics of the PC had reached a stage where we con-
sidered that it was time for the faction all over the country to be
personally informed and consulted. Johnson asked for permission to
go on tour and it was granted. Johnson and Forest have been in
communication., We take note of the fact that unity negotiations
are now in the hands of the leadership of the WP, the SWP, and the
CIC, to be ratified at the EPC., It is inconceivable to us that our
movement will make a comedy of -these serious matters or tha¥% they -
are nothing more than scraps of paper to be torn up at the slightest
opportunity, On that basis, Comrade Johnson and Forrst shall take
on themselves the responsibility of initiating in the faction.

(1) a discussion on the best and nost effective
means of bringing before the International our version
and analysis of the reccnt events and the political
organizational course which they vepresent. S

(2) a reconsideration of our previous attitude to
the PC and the WP as exprcssed in our statements to the
Convention and in the introduction to the article on
the general strike.

The Party will be duly informcd of our decisions. Until
that time we proposc to take no noticc whatever of rumors, trick
questions, publications of cur private correspondence, or other
political methods of the Majority,

J. R. Johnson
T
4

. Forcst

\]

April 29, 1947

-
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IHF_"DRANA" OF TROTSKYITE UNITY
By Jim Lork

(Reprinted from an_gg;l, Of*ieial Organ
of the Socialist Party, June 18, 1947)

To a non-Trotskyite, the antics surrounding the movement for
unity between the two Trotskyite factions have their hilarious side,

Now that unity between them seems practically assured, the
theoretical organs of both sections are working overtime to present
to their respective memberships (and to the world) their specific
program on all the basic political questions which heretofore have
givided (and still divideg the two wings of World Trotskyism,

This aetivity is especislly feverish en the part of the
Shachtmanides, who expect to be swallewed in the impending unity,
and want, therefore, to leave their palitical legacy to the world
before theilr newspaper and theoretical organ disappear into limbo.

A sort of woe-begone atmosphere surrounds some of their
latest disquisitions on the question,

To an objective scocialist observer, the about-to-be-achieved
unity seems espccially ironic in view of the fact,; whatever intelli-
gence and capability for critical independent thinking has been
developed by Trotskyites in the U.S.y scems to have gathered around
the Shachtman wing, : '

From the pens of Shachtman, Howe, Judd, Erber, stc, have
come sqQme fino thecretical analyses on varions political subjects,
as well as some forthright straisht-line left wing journalism.

The Shachtmanites huve shed 2 2007 deal of the indefonsible
political and organizational heritage of Bolshevism.

Viewp

They've polemicized vigorously and tellingly against the
conception of Russia as a workers' state, They've broken with the
conception of a monolithic one-party domination. They've developed
ideas on democraey gencrally, and workcr's democracy in particular,
which differ in basic essentials frem Lenin's and Trotsky's vicws.

Their ability, especially to break with some of Trotsky'!s
pet theories, is regardless, for the mement, of the validity of
their objecticng, & psychologic phenomenocn of some significance,
in view of the tpaditional hold that Fuehrer worship has had in the
history of Bolshevism,

They have developed a rclatively more realistic outlook than
heretofore in dealing with the preblems of the labor movement in
Anerica, A good deal of thier basice political beliofs are indistin-
guishable from the attitudes of left-wing socialicts both hore and
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abroad,

In short, thoi@ political development in the last five years
has been in & ccmmencdably good direction,

Now they're about to allow themselves to be dumned into the
"sumpf" again, '

Stalin Ueber Alles

With the Cannonites, we move in an entirely different atmos-
phere, They haven't a shred of independent critical thinking in
their makeup,

They are capable only of iccn-wérship, eand writing footnotes
to thc history of Bolshevism and the works of Lenin and Trotsky.

They write tocay as they wrote 5 years, 10 years, 15 years
ago. They have learned nothing erd forgotten nothing, _

Their dogmatism, intolorance, doctrinairism, and air of
omniscience make an overall combination hardly distinguishable from .
that of the Stalinists, whose psycholegical priscners, indeed, they
are,

Their intoleranze of dirferances of opirion is, of course,
exercised most severely against those nearest to them, and those
most recently with them,

I still remember the arrogance with which Pope Cannon ex-
communicated Jim Farrell,; when the latter dared (!) to criticize
the ludicrousness of ,the Fhchrer worship in that famous (4nd hileri-
ous) letter of Hanson s re: Cannon, .

Were taey the Yins" in {he scets of power instead of "outs,"
their arrogsnce, intolerance, wd svicrness that they alone hold the
truth, wouid make them quite czpibl: cf "aghieving" all the antie
democratic excesses of the Stalinists,

The only difference would be that they would do those things
in the name of a different conception of the world revolution than
that presumably held by the Stalinists.

Such people can make no lesting contribution to a movement
that must, above all, be the gquintessence of equalitarian, democra-
tic, tolerant attitudcs (to them amorphous, bourgeois idiocies, no
doubt) for ne movement can be bigger than the calibre of the people
that lead it and give it tone.

What the Shachtmanites hope to achieve by unity with the

Cannonites orily their righ priests can tell, So far the telling
hasn't been conspicuously successful.
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Indeecd, the latest effort in that direction, "Unity --
Will It Work?" by Albert Goldman, in the April issue of the "New
International," is a tragi-comic affair,

Goldman triss to meke the coming unlty as palatable as
possible for his comrades, but what a lamo, weasel performence it
is,. '

Before the abstract fetish of unity, every difficulty is
airily waved away by Gecldmen,

On almost every basic polltlcal and organizational question
Goldman admits that the conceptions of the WP and the SWP are
proctically diametric opnosites,

Yet, somehowy we are to believe, the unification of both
groups will redound to the benefit of the American working class.
Tis indecd politiczl metaphyszics!

"I Confesg"
Goldman admits that:

1) “Thc WP?'s conviction that Soviet Russia is not a workers!
state is contrary to that of the SWP, )

. 2) The WP is opnosed to thc defense of the Soviet Union
in a war, though the SWP would be for it,

3) On the Polish question the WP would give support (though
critical) to the nationnl irdependence struggle of the bfoc of
irdcoendent socialists, D(PSunu97 bourgeois demcerats, ete. against
the Stalinists, but the Conngaites would (and do) support Soviet
totalitar*arlsm in thfs st"ugch. And 21though Goldmen says, ™As
convinced as I am thot defending Stalinisi €otalitarianism in any
way, chape or form ig a erins against the soelw ’iqt revolution "

hLe blﬂndiv swallows thet pill, tco,.

4) That in this country the Cegnnonites ". . . generally
favor support of and united fronts with the St711nlstu. . » The
TP takes a contrary position,”

5) That the Cannonites also gencrally support the Stalin-
ites in the clections whereas the YP is oprosed to such support.

6) That the two organizations have different conceptions
on the erganizational problem i.e, basic differences on the nature
of a rcvolutlonkry party, on the principle of democratic central-
ism, e¢tec., not to mention such questions as the atmosphere inside
a party, thc problem of Fuchrer worship, etc., which the Shachtmane
ites have raiscd vs, the Cannonites in previcus polemics.

No Rhyme

‘I hrve searched assiduously through Goldman'sg article for
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one important, basic political cr organizational belief which both
groups share,

I haven't been able to find any such., Goldman's answer,
then, to the question contained in his title, "Unity -- Will It
Work?" is evidently, "Yes, although we have nothing, absolutely
nothing in common."

'Tis downright unprincipled! The Shachtmanites will
deserve all the castor-oil they'll have to swallow, but some good
left-wing socielists arec going to be lost in the shuffle,

- At least those with 3 humorous turmn of mind can gain some
titillation for their funny hone when they ponder the nature of the
three-ring politlcal circus thet must ensue when unity is finally
achieved,

- #H




