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»Dear Coprades

I would like to tharnk you for publishing uny article "Jaces P,
Cannon 1390-1974 ~- In Defense Of A Great Revolutionary.” I hope

will stinmulate a study of and discussion about the history of
the Socialist Workers FParty and its relation to the construction
of the lrotsle @ movement in England and the Fourtia International
as a whole, Such a serious and ObJGCulV° study has Dbesn generally
lacking in England and even more so on the Continent,

T wish to teke this opportunity to clsrify a little more certain
questions on the relation of this auestion to British Trotskyisn
© o a matter waich should be of sow01al interest to 3ritish readerse.

This article was written a 1ittle over a year ago under very special
conditions, It was part of an atteunpt To come to grips with the

" reasons for the degeneration of the Iaternaticnal Commltee and its
dominant section the Workers Revolutionary rartye.  That dezeneration
had been posed To Nancy Field and myself rather sharply, and without
any real theoretical pr pavetlon on our partleuh the suduen move
of sealy's in August of 1974 to purge us Ircm fthe leadership of
the Workers League., At that tine we were not yet aware of the purge
within the YaP of Alan Thoranettv and vhe comrades wao today are
buildinz the Workers Sociall t League,

After reading HMichuel Banda's slanderous series on Janes P, Cannon

- we  bscame convinfed that Healy was involved in a fﬁn*am* sal bresgk
with all the traditions of Trotskyism and of Leninism. it became
cleer to us that in order for Healy to develop a porsonal internaw-
tional clique, separated from the working class, based on idealisnm
and not Narx Jsm, carrying oubt se izn and opportunist policies
hostile to the iwterests of the working class, Lealy bad first to |
break the historical moorinss of his proup with the past of Zrotskyisn,
g carried th¥s out through his slanders of a”*es P. Cannon combined
witn hiding from his menbership the acituzl - stances surrounding
the development of his own tendency in Englani. '

That this was a correct assessmeont is made even more clear today

as Healy develops a fant tlb slander ca:naign tiempting to prove
that dJdos Hangen and goe Hovack, who play leading rolcs in
the Sd2 Yor a nunmber of decaues, were in fact all along "accomplices
of the ZXH Gr :

The editors of Joecirlisb Fress raise an important criticisnm of
this year old effori waen thney state: "And we feel Woklferth ha#ﬂ
liberately underplayed his oun role in creating the same one-~sided
‘approach to Cannon as he now criticises in 3aada "

Qwn

Cf course I, and Naacy *131& who contributed much to this a_t cle,
-were aware that ruch of what Banda now s53id was a development oF
what I had written in The Slrugsle For Harxisn in the Unily ~ .
In fact we saw 'the article as a waj"fﬁ practics Lo corr

been wrongly stated in the past,
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Phis article also representad only a stage in the development of our
thiniing, Today we can see more clearly than a year ago the roots
on the idealist attacik of Banda's on the history of the SHP in a
psotion held in copmon with [ he leadership of the Sccialist Labour
League at least as dar back as 19635,

his is not to say Banda's attack of 1874 represants the position

held with the oLL leadership or our tendency in 1563, It represents

e. further development of the logic of that position to thepoint of

a complete break with Trotskyism historically. For was the position
taken in ny earlier book on the SWP some sort of brainstorm of my

owne, It was the result, as the introcduction to thispew article explains
of consultations with the leadership of the SLL., The basic thesis

of that book came from Healy, Banda and Cliff Slaughter, The detalled
development of that history was my contribution. '

Ror was there a simnly lineal development of the position of 1964 to
that of 1974, The nositions on the SWP's present and past developed

in the IC in a far more contradictory way, and as we suggested unevenly
within the YWorkers ngavua and the membership of the 3LI, The

gsource of this conuraalctorv development 19, in ny opinion, Healy

own inccasistency and ambiguity aboub breawing from so powerful a

past, . : .

Let us take the question of the 1953 split which the editors feel

I presertly give a "rather slanted view.” I would hold that the

slanted view is given in my 1954 book which is so concerned with finding
grouads fozr criticisa of Cannon that the historic importance of that
split does not come through as clearly as it should. 1 mizht add

that from 19671 until this very moment I have never veered f ~or a
defense of thabt split Afas necessary and historically imporvant, Howeve:
there is no guestion that this side of the split gets pretty much

the baclk of the hand in the 1964 book,

However writing as late as 1971 in *he Damnhlet "Towards A
Eigtory of the Fourth International® I gate upéﬁlguously'

"In breaking with Pabloism in 1953 tha SHP took a long step
in the direction of fulfilling its internationaXl leadership res- T
non51b111tles, in beginning: to take up a theoretical stragcle. W'“;;ggg
This is imporiant and caanot be denied. An internationsl break,at
that time would have been infinit ely more diificult. ¥The Cpen
Letter of 19% 5 was the uu*'s greatest service to the Fourth Interna-
tional since the death of ! ro»sky "

Then I returned to this very sane question in 1972 in a pamphlet
entitled "In Dofense of Trotsikyism--An answer To Those Who Vilify
Cur History." <his; pamphlet was a polemic agaln st a document of
a suall opnogition group within the SWP. “*he idea fpr the panphlet
cene from liealy and he read an Janproved the text personally.

I stated:

"The Open Leitter was a wholeldy pr: ‘neipled documenu, rooted
in the whcle history of Marxism, cf Boluhev1sm, of Trotskylsm. It
atands up todoy as far wore than 'partially correct.'! It was
correct bn essentials. It reestablished the basies of Trotskyisme
It offered world Trotckyism a new opportunity to moye forward and
prepare for the new period of class struggle ahead.®
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At 8 time when Healy is doing everything he can to finalize his break .
with the history of Trotsityisnm I feel it is very imnortant to dccument
the confusion, the ahx anbiguity, yes and at Vimes actual closeness,
that existéd 1in the early period of the fight between Healy and

the 5wWP.  In the 196l period Healy's past was far closer to him

and knowwWamong his cadres and ours in the United States,. At a tinme
when the political differences over Cuba and over reunification with
the International Secretariat were already clearly in the open HEaly,
at least in his correspondence with $his American supporters, in

no sense s%ﬁgply wrote off the SW2? and its history as he wovld later
do, : '

In a letter to a leading member of our tendency'with the SWP he
wrote on December 20th, 19513 about his movement in the 1950s:

e wers, of coursce, very closely bound to the SWP erd it could
be said that the basic education of our movement was gained through
such a comnection. %<his established us on natters of strategy,-
tactics and internal organization, Cannon and others made a very -
important contribution to the construction of the Trotskyist move= -
mont in BEritain,” . ' E

This is a statement of no little importance, First it makes
clesr that whetever the deficiencies of the SUP in internetional
work in the postwar period its contribution to the building of a
movement in England mmmx is not to be ignored, In fact I believe
it will prove to be of historic importance along with ke Cannon's
internaztional intervention in 1953 because Zim Pritish Trotskyisnm
in the future will be restored to the historic foundations of that
preparatory work of The 40s and 50s despite Healy's madden break
from Trotskyism in the recent{period. ) \

; S 4 V2 . N :
Tt £ould also be noted Healy crediﬁ%s the SWP not simply with
a bit of aid but e¥vlishing the movemsfhi's basic "strategy, tectics
and internsl orgenifation.” This alome should make it clear why
Briish Trotskyists need today to study Cannon's writinss as well
as of course the critically imnortant Trotsky Writings series recently
complaeted by the Pathfinder Press o ‘

-
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Lo61 is how Healy assessed the SUP in a letter written May 15,
0613

Hihexfwx firmness of the majority which you speak about is a

firmneds originlated from the proleterian cadre. ZThere can be no

doubt that Dobbs is the leadexr of the proletarian wing of the SWPeeee

"Immediately we would propose a bloc between your tendency

and that of Dobbs on two questions, Oxre, that he recognizes the

revisionist threat of Welss in the youth movement and does every-

thing possible to help with protecting the youth cadre, particularly
in the preparatory work for tre special youth convention.....Secondly

- you should dicuss with Dobbs way and means to turn the young intellecte
uals who are awpporting you in the direction of thes trade unions

‘and a nlan for trade union activity,.”

The Welss mentioned sbove was .,a leader of the SWP who left :
around 1964. Recently he has publeshed a letier calling for full sup- -
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On June 5th W ‘writes: "Comrades should be careful not to designate
the pajority as Pabloitez, Lot only would this &e sclentlflcqlly
wrong, it would sidetraci the diccucssion,”

And agein on June 42th: "The revolutionary party even under a ba d
1eadersu1n still renmains the revolutionary party and the SUP-is
tnepnly force} worthy of that name in the US today."”

finally on fugust 2st ke glvesbs advies on how to function
as part of the SWPs .

"Tou must bes exitremzly careful about the dangers of factiocnalisn
in Tew Yoriz, Do not allow people to pay lin service to party work
and then proceed to have their circles in the evening. LHore damage
can be done over coifee table discussion than anything I knowe You
have done a <iendid job +tchave steered the thinz s¢ far. Xesp
any eye sharply on factionzlisn, Fnﬂy thlnss Cannon says 1n this

connection are absolutely rizht. Ihe permanent factionalist can never
become a oarta builder, no natter if chﬂ time udblme hls policy
is correct, We nust c¢ombine our defence of 0reelgg wilh

building the novenent ag iv is, coven with th ekabiiilclenﬂes that
prevell in the USA, That, I rep,au, was the lesson we learncd,”

Looking over bthe Cor¢&§30uJ°ﬂCL of this period it is disfficult to
diﬁcerd exactly what were the *xunda“cékql princepled dif{erences
at isszue 1{fhab snarp dlonu Ce Ib, is easy To see diflfersaces——
difZerent asessments of Castro andiow Troskyists should apprcach
hinm as well as differences in how %o approacu the question of
the reunification of the Fourth International, YWhat is hard to
see is the prlnc“nlnd depth of thross diiferences as lcaly and we
in the United Jtates would pose them in a later period. After ~
all very 1ittle was added to the 5,P's positicn on Cuba and reunific-
ation after 1SC1L,

liay 15th
On Cuba the letters reveal Tofal copnfusion,  On AhEITETEN lealy
”rote: "The questicn of Cuba saculd be more or less ¢roppads” Then
on duly 24th he writes again in resnense of an attem 't of ourfto get
some claprity on the questiony among ourselves: "I have received
your draft.on Cubae. I sincerely ho pe thalt bthis is for our intermal
discussion and not vo be thrust’ into the WP at the noment. Ue :
certainly don't object to a discussion on these matters and you can
rest assured t“gt we will examine the points you raise wvery carefully.
hovevaenr, we don't say that Cuba.is a state canitalist coun’rJ and
wa shall return Uresenuly and write to you on this malter."
And £inslly on Auzust d4th:  "ub refuae to be rushed on this Queotion
of Cubsa not because we are slow o bake political peositicns or £g ster
than other pceople. The education of a vevolwtzorary cadre needs time
and rot Lyxmxxizmx adaptation to frenzied debates,!
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It would seem that since Duba was the main issuef between the SILL

and the SWP and the main point of agrespient between the Su4P and
Mandel's international formation, and Siuce iv was at aany rate

a ma:jor new developuent of the world rcvoluilon, some effort towards
sone clavity woul& kave been in order. uea%uy would prove to be

far more "hasty" in his organizational breaik¥with the SWP than he |
would be in seriously probing the theoretvical roots of the differences -
of that nerlod. ) L

‘

EVen the qnestlon of reua11¢cat¢07 vas never posed very clearly.

On liay 30%4u Healy wrote: We have never excluded a unification in
which Fablo would function, “hat we say is that th 8. political dise
~cussion should go- on ujptil the 1nternat“onal cadre is clarliiedg
and. .theredby educated,"

Thus aealy held, at least at times, at loast in lebters to us, to
a pgsition whlcn did not exclude reunification in pr1nceple. He
' wanted a discussion of historical gueéstions to preceed it. The

SVP wanted unificatlon first and a ‘discugsion later, This was an
1mnortant dlfzerence but certainly nob abrln0°hlbd one,

Was ther e, perhaps some 8ig d*fLe”ence on Eritish issues with the SWP?
Certainly tuere was with the local suprorters of the IS as far as
critical tactical mattsrs within the Ladbour party. Healyls
position at the time is sumned up in a-ietter of Jdune 2nd: MHeedless
to say we have no intention of pulllng cut of the Labour Party,.

Cur corierence adopted a resclution unaunimously calliag for the
broadening of our worl inside ths L.bour Parfy in 21liance witkn

81l sorts of Left centrisits who would be prdared to work with us,

¥We have maintained predominaant conbrol in the youth movemant on

the ssme basis, 'In fact, our work in the ILsbour Party 1is Today

mueh stronzer than it bas been at any time since we entered in
1847, Ve, feel that we nou can orgaaize the forces necessary to
stiffen up the Left wiwg along uar*lst lines, " .

Paorhafls the SUWP leadership 1sagreed with this course because Cannon
had written at the time cril:cizéng ucalvlbi’Onlerlom. But this

woa never broucht out in the open as a clear issue in dispute by
either Cannon or Healy, OCf course a yesr later llealy would break

from the Labour Party without 1eav1ng 3 si(f)e person in it after
elnost two decades ol work inside it. licwever wh n he carried out

" thrs tactic he never openly adnitted that he had aone so nor aeze‘nded
this nosLtlon internationslly in a digpute with ths SWP

I wish on thls basis really oaly to mske onse D“ellmlnarv point in
#lation to this period. Can we really voday sa@™¥ls break between
thz SLL and the S4P in 1963 represenbed a highcr stage ol clarity
than the break between the 3WP, Healy and the French orf ssis side
and Pzblo's center on the other side in 19557 It appears to me
for more confused, far lass clear than thal original breal--without
in any sense having a "slanted view" of That break asFesolving
all theoretical problems in the novenent, o

. It seoms to me the conclusion we ‘must draw from tll“ long experient
is that we must see the problems of the post-Trotsky Fourth _nterna-
+tional in a materialist way. VW~ must see theoretical clarification
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within an historical contexzt. Under conditions of the relative
quiescence of the wmasses im the advanced counbries, which limited
the Zroiskyists to a propajanda eyistence, theoretical c2arificatvion
couldonly procecd in a very linited and confused vaye. e could
resolwed all the theoretical problens of posi-Crotsky larxism by
1iftiang ourzelves u» by our boot strans, by $nental hoop gum“-ﬂb.

Today, hovgvcr, the world capizalist cz %lg‘ nas rveached a stage of
developnent which propells the working class into struggle in all
ccuntries, <he provlens of the vorkinc class in action nose themselve
most sharply to us. 1The objective conditions are thus Jjust beginning
to be created which provide a basisg of resolvéggshe higtorical
problems of ”rOuskylsm.

This is wLy arious stLdy of the past combined with real efforts to
reach worxger today can vringing f“ulufd7 results tTA#/building the
Fourth internﬂriona_ if we Droceed with a good deal of 1ex1b111ty .
and vnatience on org&aizauloadl na quraﬁlaC¢n” the Lree ast discussion
ahzad of all more narrow corg ratlons.

Tin Wohlforth




