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THE MARSHALL—MU?RAY CIo CONV"NTION

T~ Marshallnﬂurrav Production 1n Portland

There is so much crlmlnal talent avallable ‘for - Marshall. Plan prop-
ganda these days, that run—of—theumlll intellectual lackeys with an af-
*linlty for the state department may as-well be warned bluntly that, in
prostituting their brains for the Marshall Plan, they must be prepared
4o travel in such brilliant company that their contributions will pro-
bably bhe under—apnrec1ated. Does the college professor who has dscided
to enlist in the promotion of war culture think that his lowly PhD auto-
watically ranks him with such veterans as ilax Eastman and James Burnhzm?
Hes he that propagandist's fantasy which puts a Dubinsky &t.-the skirts

of the Pope (with J.Lovestone, ex-General Sec'y of the CPUSA, right be-

nind at Dubinsky's skirts)? A71 prospective ingredients of Pax Ameri-
cera must humbly sccepl their alloted positions and the rapid turnover
in favorites in the SENSATIONAL, STUPENDOUS, COLOSSAL, Cecil B. dr’ulLL
styled wmarshall production. lhey must bow to the 1atpst development -
that the overwhelming wejority of stars cast for the M”luha1] Flan Wlll
hereafter be American labur leaders.
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Cn his return from Europe recently, Eric Johnson emphasized the
new, absolutely indispensable ¥ole of American labcr leaders in selling
tns HMarshall Plan in Eurcpe. The Marshall Plan is having a tough tiumz
in Turope; the Huropean workers are having a tough tlme. Who could bet-
ter Dbe the hypocritical funnels for pouring ant1—Sov1et doubletalk into
empty stomachs than America's labor leaders--with a little Social-Demo-

crat—-Trotskyite guidance. Johnson has formally applied the experience
of Buropean capitalism to American problems by agsigning main duties tc
Social Democracy. This is not a new technique in America, but it is

now projected as an organized and conscious scheme. In a keynote ad-
dress to the CIO Convention in Portlanrd, Justice Douglas worked on

these ideas. The CIO obliged; it out-warmon ered the worst veterans of
American war mongering. It assumed leading responsiblllty for the sell-
ing of the Marshall: Plan and for the-selling-~out not only of .the Ameri-
can working class, but of the international working class. The CIO. Con~
vention re-~Hearst ahead of season for war and fascism--all this with a
union label. -While the:AFL Conventlon was certalnly newly improved and
streamlined. (with the ald of Trotskyite Max Tastman's contrlbucions)

the CIO out-trumpeted it. and. proved itself the worst threat. in the best
p051tlon to hanmer away at the dw1ndling defenses of Democracy in the (5.

le will consider, briefly,/the achievements of the HMarshall-Murray
Plan in Portland, the Left's deeper entrenchment in cowardice and re-
treat, the background -dngd the CPUSA 1eadersh1p s postmortem on the
Conventlon.

The incidental music at the Portland debauche included: jeers, cat-
calls, gavel pounding, "Go back to Russia", "Take a walk!"...Joe Stalin
here, there, and everywhere...Dirty Jew Felnglass*-all this highlighted
by the hlghTV Arreligious invective of Murray. Adding to this indig-
nity, the left hit a new low in working class indignity by treading on
cach other while madly racing for cover.

II-The Right: "Murray Taught Us Finking in A Hurry"

The union "brothers" engaged in fratricide. The right, having pre-
pared for some time by raiding, came to Porfl_and with a prepared liqui-
dation ligt. The left, having prepared for some tlme by receding and
seceding, came with a prepared capitulation list. This well balanced
preparation on either:side gave the convention a degree of carousing or-
derliness. The capitalist vapers agreed that Iurray came through: the
old boy may have taken his time, but now he's come through with a "Com~
mie" smashup which exceeds expectations. :

What was achieved by the Murraymen, by Reuther, Curran, Potofsky,
et al? A new Convention procedurs was initiated, a special point on a
finking agenda: UNIONS TO BX DINOUNCED. At a tlm‘ when unions must
cooperate, they give each other ths knife. At a time when no single
union In the U.S. has half-acquitted itself of its duties, ths worst of-
fenders offer judgment on neglected.organizing drives. The CIO handed
the bosses "lockout" keys. HMurray denounced Domald Henderson and the
Food, Tobacco, and Agricultural Workers and made it clear that they de-
served to be raided. He listed Flaxer's United Public Yorkers and Dur-
kin's United Office and Profegsional Horkers for the axe. He raffled
off the Retall, ‘holesale, Yarehouse and Department Store Tmplceyes to
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influential bidder, Potofsky of the Amalgamated Clothing erkers. It
-was bitter humor, having such uniocn railders as the :Murrav-coumandos
critlclze left unions for poor recruiting records. Murray danced the
Zueen's OFF WITH THEIR HEADS epniscdes from "Alice in Wonderland" while
the left, as its contribution, danced the subdued Tea Party from the
same script. Dancing honors were stolen by Dormouse Durkin:who would
almost awaken occas1olally, almost to object.

Pursuant to the autnorlty'vested in the divine rlght of Queens,
the Murraymen ordered Grant Oakes. and the United Farm GTguipment and
Metal Workers into the lions den, the UAW--which they'd reuther not.

The UFLMJ was given 60 days--or Off With Their Heads. The UAW was
given this prize in acknowledgement of ifs earnest raiding attitude
towards the UFEMY. : : , . :

The ninth floor of the CPUSA had crdered the Greater New York CIO

¥ Coun01l to be sacrificed as a burnt offering to Murray, so after MNur-
ray's OFF JITH THZIR HEADS; the decapitation proceedings were orderly.
In fact, the four salaried officials of the Council won a point, sever-
ance pay\for the following members of the working class: the four sala-

~ried officials of the Council. Also, Saul Hills received the special

1 priv1lege of removing his personal papers before the looting of the
Council's headquarters started (perhaps cn the basis that 1ntrlgue de~

“'serves a little privacy).

The Murraymen decided "That the Greater New York CIO Council has
brought discredit on the national CIO by the slavish adherence of the
~-council to the line and dictates of the Communist Party." The left ac-
cepted this like good fellows following a slavish Dennis-Foster unCom—

munist line. Durkin thought it "unfortunate that that case came up"
but explained that the council would "accept the decision, turn over
“the funds and property, and we won't make an appeal. to.the convention.
We are abstaining..." -Other leaders of the left did not abstain; the
-voted with the Murraymen. But the four aid not 1ese all remember the
:severance pay . , B 5 -

How about that large mouthful the UE? = How did Murray swallow
that? Murray is a reptile, 1deologlcally, not abdominally; he’ knows
© betuier:than to'swallow unions whole.:-His diet.discipline . is to have a
**union predigested before he OFF WITH THEIR HEADS and. swallows. In this
~case, he promoted an understanding. with Pres. Fitzgerald of UE that if
- he came over to the Murray achool of dancing, he could keep working
through the depression. Fitzgerald accepted the hint and started pre-—
‘digesting the UZ for the coming HMurraymen's. repast.

Murray danced rather profanely. He spoke of his left brothers as
"vicious" and "filthy". Murray saddled thée CIO with a program of war,

he separated the CIO from a program of working class militancy, and he
turned it into a hoodlum oGtfit. The honorable left danced very quictly
as it retreated--the dance of the dead. The CIO became the AFL.

I11I-The Left: "Hurray Taught Us Dancing in A Hurry"

Dissenting with the CIO Officers' Report (a liarshall Flanned Re-
port), a minority report was presented by Henderson (FTAV),

Potash (Fur).
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and Johnson (Marine Cocks and Stewards). This diplomatic offering in-
cluded some good points--but purely as a formality, since they were not
fouzht for. It also called attention to the "achievements" of DPhilip
Mirray. Its only feeble word for the Progressive Party was to snivel
thst it had heiped clarify iscsues in the.elections. It did not condemnn
unwsveringly what had to be condemned. This half hearted sally, prac-
tically unsuvported by the left leaders, earnsd a rozr from liurray that
there would be no more minority reports except in the case of a defeated
ma jority report (wmore new CIO procedure ). In voting for the 'majority
report, the left dirtied itself. Valor was repressented by Dormouse
Durkin who girded up his loins and abstained. -Retreat, as the better
part of valor, was represented by the left- k aders of UL, Furniturae,
and ILJU who voted for the lurray report. This should indicate the
mere hypocritical formality of the token opposition submitted by the
left for face-saving later in the D../. HNurray taught Dormouse Durkin
to speak only when spoken to. "SIT DOWN", he bellowed at Durkin, who.
finding himself without the benefit of legal counsel at the moment, sat
dovn. n : S . : a hg OB 5T 1.

~ lMurray knew at,the_0ut8et:that:ﬁhe harder he ‘hit at the left, the
more quickly and quietly they'd fall: "Let these.apostles of communism
(the left was hardly worthy of such praise from the - Catholic Church) in
the course of this debate on the floor of this Convention, stand up and
be counted like men. If they have any convictions they shduld exercise
the right to give expression to them here. ‘e do not want the Commu~
nist Party over in New York to be pulling the strings and having them
act here 1like Charlie McCarthy."  Not evern -this hypocritical rib awak

kened one Communist to get up and do a - job on Murray. The D.W. -hag ne-

glected this phase of ‘the Convenhtion in its preoccupation with face-
saving criticism of unnamed "Teft-progressives." : : '

The N.Y. Council was destroyed; the "Left-progressives'" abstained
or voted for the destruction. Fitzgerald proudly ."didn't give a damn
for Russia", accused Vishinsky and llolotov of "sabre rattling and war-
mongering", declared that if President Truman made a "sincere effort',
he would "tell the Progressive Party to go to hell" and join the "Tru-
man bandwagon"; his left-er brothers Empsak and lattles were undis=

turbed. Fitzgerald expressed confidence in Murray; Empsak nominated .

him for office. The attitude held that if Fitzgerald ise beginning to

s1ip toward IMurray, the left must be very careful to treat him nice--as
it did with Murray. After all, didn't the left, in its minority offi-
cer's report, share the confidence in Murray of which Fitzgerald spoke?

Then there was the little dancé by simpering, ersatz Communist Ben
Gold who attempted to prove that the Progressive Party did a service by
electing Truman. There seems to be a driving logic which makes the

high buresucrat of the Furworkers the low groveller of the CIO Conven-

tion. Such characters heap worse indignity on the.Communist wmovement

than the vile language of Murray.

The Communist leadership of the working class, when openly attack-
ad and dared to answer, was indisposed. The Progressive Party was ali-
biegd six feat under by its own labor-leading members. Peace was not
fought for. Unlon democracy was eXxcommmuicatod. A fighting pregram
for the CIO, for the improvement of the lot of the American workers was
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~~: 1lost in the shuffle--and not by accident. The Marshall Plan was the
-big show with all the vornographic side shows of anti-~Soviet, red, and
Jew baiting, union raiding and finking. :

IV=~Previous Instruction in Dancing

.. Nothing as comwnletely destructive as the Portland Convention could
bave happened without the most extensive preparation. One has only to
remember the CIO "Non-Interference Resolution" at the Atlantic City Cone
vention of the CIO in Mov. 1946, written and signed by.leading Conmu-
nists. Or--the United Nations Veto Resolution at the N.Y. state CIO
Convention in Sept. 1947, which condemned “the excessive use of the veto
pover" by the S.U.--and was supported by the CP delegates. Or--the
CPUSA's supvort for the llarshall Plan at the Boston CIO Convention last
year, where the known Coumunists stood up and apvnlauded ilarshall.#* Such
actions, repeated over and over in all parts of the country, laid the
basis for Murray's pushover victories., : .

: The most odious recent development in the CFUSA leadership's sabo-
tage is compliance with the Taft-Hartley affidavits,(most recently in
the N.Y. Dep't store locals and the UOPJA)., The CP leadership offers
the following rules clearly demonstrated in the UOPWA.. l-Remove a well
known Communist from any office facing the threat of the T-H affidavit.

Preferably, he should resign with a stirring principled speech in which

‘;he declares he would never sign the affidavits. 2=Replace the lmown
-Communist with either an unknown Communist or a trustworthy sympathizer
under instructions to sign the T-H affidavits--"with regret". 3~-Create
for the displaced Communist a new office not covered by the T-H Law,
A4<In any union where Party leaders are engaged in an open dA.ght with
-the machine in power (as in the NI today) attack all officials who
~8ign the affidavits for selling the workers out. Such finagling is
-hardly designed to earn the workers' respect for the . Communist Party.

: Matters can tecome even more fantastic than this. Under CP direc—
‘tion, eight locals of the RWDSWU (Dep't Store, etc.) seceded from their
vinternational in order, they stated, to avoid signing the T-H affida~
Vits. ‘Some, having seceded, about-faced and signed the affidavits. At
“This late date in the intermational Communist movement, there :is no-
*thing more. completely out of the Dpicture than a left :secession from a
reactionary ‘international or federation. 'Such leftism, sectarianism,
.and adventurism were denounced both as the abandoning of the workers
“to the worst reactionary influences and as the isolation of the left.
ﬁToday, when the N,C, of the CPUSA orders a trial experiment in seces-
#8ion, it is not leftism, sectarianism or adventurism. It is and can
~only ‘be enemy sabotage, the FBI working throuch the highest offices of
“the Communist Party (a historic habit of the secret service in any
‘country). No real Communistscould blundér with the consistencv of the
National Committee of the CPUSA, “Then mistzkes are expected, when they
come through on schedule, when they are repeated regularly, and when
they are always followed.by buck-passing criticism of "left-progres-
sives'--there's something rotten in the woodwork of the ninth floor of
“the” CP headguarters.

Add to this the Party fizzles in UAW, NIU, TWU, and many others,

“vand it is obvious that Murray had a clear field. There was nothing to
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worry about, nothing unexpected. The so-called Communis ts retreated
and dragezed the whole left with them. If in the ccurse of retreat, in-
dividual Communists or an office holders' clique (NMU) temporarily put
¢n a show of fight, it was only on the crassest machine level. So long
83 1t 1s obvious to the recactionary leaders of the CIO that the rank
and file Communist’ is not -alleowed to fight, ‘so long as the rank and file
Communiet fails to understand this, the systematic destruction of the
American labor movement will continue,; and America will slip closer to
war and fascism. If the American left can be wmade to dance backwards
to the contrived tunes of the FBI through the mouths of supposedly
radical leaders, it can logically, at a certain point, be forced to
dancse to those same tunas piped dlrectly from Murray. ’

V=Dance ﬁna1v31s by the CPUSA Leadershlp——POSt Mortem

Tith as 'much care as it plans its mistakes, t he kaadershlp of the
CPUSA offers criticism of those mistakes. But, it is never to- blame ;
mythical "left progressives" are. The cr1tic1sm of"the mistakes might

~ well be written even before the mlstakes are ordered down through chan-

nels as necessary retreats.

The D.H. of Dec. 19, 1948 carried a spec1al CIO AFL Convention
Supplement The Williamsons and tle Morrises made the usual coronér's
examination and report and found errors at the Convention: capltulatlon,
lack of a good fight on the UOPWA, N.Y. ‘CIO Council, étc. Secession was
frowned on. They ‘hope that those who have had 111u31ons about -the Mur-
ray forces will have them no more. These criminal hypocrites are be-

'1abor1ng “their own signed advice, their own ordeérs, and casting the

blame on the ﬁreat mysterious left-progressive WHODUNNIT. The ordinar
., reader doesn'tknow the facts because the .. doesn't report thgp.

'How can he condemn’ a Cold for his cowardly remarks when he does

that "a Gold-was the Mleft- -progresgive” re%erred to? . How can ﬁensglfngg
capltulation for a "mess of Potash" when a "left-progressive", unnamed ,
committed ‘the - 81n° Here it helps to read also ‘the dirty capitalist
press (and find a’ 11tt1e truth via the negatlon of the negation").

e would 11ka to examlne a few tidbits Speclfloally—~as gleaned
from the D.J.'s critical Supplement. Williamson writes: "Without de-

‘tracting from the main emphasis of the:significance and contribution of
-dintroducing and flghtlng for a congtructive Left-progressive program,

the CIO members, and in the first place the Left-progressive forces
themselves, must recognize serious weakneases and even capitulation of
some forces in this flgnt (;P S . underllnlng)

- Notice the: supposed unlmportance of the- mlstakes. ba81cally, it
seems, the wondserful - job done merits Tilliamson's main emphasis. Next
the incomplete truth: a left-progressive program was introduced. That's
about all--just 1ntroduced until Murray said STOPR and the "left-pros
gressive" forces -STOPPED. ~.Then the big lie,; that this program was .
fought for, slips in: this program was not. .fought for--even as wit—
nessed by the D.W. Supplement itself. And finally, the buck-passing:
‘the mistakes and even capitulation are ‘attributed to.that great.anony-

“mity, the "left-vrogressives".  These ."left-progressives" are better
known by their Maliases": Heanderson, Potash, .Gold, Empsak, Mattles,
Durkin, etc. .étc. OF. conrse, many :of these:are Communlsts and in bet-
ter days-acted as such, ~But let us grant the: Communists in this "left-
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progressive" lineup their wishful thinking retrests from tns fearful
identificaticn of Ccmmunism and carefully restirict the following feoeal
fuestion: TJere Gold and Potash, cpen Communist leaders, two of tlo:=o
“loft-progressives"? : '

Williamson Tinds that these "left-progressives" are .guilty of
weaknesses and even capitulation for: "(a) -the lack of unity of the
Ioft as expressed in tue vcte erainst the 1ifting e¢f the New York Coun-
cil charter; some left delogates on the Resolutions and Officers Re-
pert committess did not sign the minority reberts; the vote of such ‘
delegations as U.Z., Lengshere and Furniture in support of the cfficers’
report; the failure of scme delepgations to give floor leadership in
support of the minority resclutions even though voting for them; (b)ths
failure to effectively grasp the initiative on ‘some of the important
issues close to the hearts of the rank and file of all unions and ex-
 posing the role of Murray, Reuther and Roene; (c¢) allowing Murray to
- misuse the issue of organizing the unorganized as a medium to threaten
discrganization of certain smaller Progressive Internationals and to
try and take away the established record of the Left Progressive un-
ions as amongst the foremost in organizing the unorganized; and (d)

failure to show in simple and convincing enouzh terms how the Marshall
Plan affects adversely--through wage cuts, speedup, increased taxes, =
Iayo{fsﬁ regimentation of trade unions, etc.--the American workers and
people. : ‘

S0, by merely naming the "left-progressives" responsible--and
their names are incontestably in the record--we find that the CP and
its closest associutes are responsible. This, Williamson cannot say;
he prefers not to damn Williamson. In the same article, Williamson
- damns the secession experiment in N. Y.-—in a carefully generalized
statement: "Proposals that lead away from the fight to remain in the
CIO and restore it to the mmbership and Progressive policies are un-—
sound, contrary to the present interests of the members and do not cor-
respond to an exact estimate at this moment of the overall situaltion in
the labor movement.” (Turning Point's emphasis)

Here again, who' but the 7illiamsons, the Dennises and the Fosters
gave the guidance and the go ahead signal for the secession of the
locals of the RWDSWU in N.Y? * Even in the above guote the following
words indicate a 1little leaX¥X 4in the dike Tfor future use: "at this
mowent". The secessions in N.Y. were a desperate effort to retain lu-
crative jobs and power, a frenzied reaction to recent losses in the
NMU and impending ones in the TWU. It was a wild experiment which is
momentarily braked by the CP leadership because secession "does cor-
respond to an exact estimate at this moment..." But hereafter...?

Towards the end of his analysis Williamson emphasizes: "This lack--
some forces." Outright capitulation! Which known Communist, under .
Jational Committee orders did this? as it Gold? Potash? Or--but the
rest perhaps, cannot accurately be called Communists because they may
o* Ty not have been converted to "left-progressivisn" at recent, core-
Tonies on the ninth flcor. : :

George Morris was assigned a routine jobh of tirelessly repeating
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one idea: "The Portland Convention of the CIO should dispel.completely
any lingering illusions that its top leadership 5till expresses the
more progressive wing of American labor.". -Towards the close of these
repititions we find: "Illusions even retarded some of the.left - forcds.
This accounted for some division among them and hesitations."” Again,
to whom does Morris refer--to which "lefi-progressives"? 'A short ex-
cursion into past Morris columns will reveal Morris as a main source of
cxactly this illusion. (e have. documented this in previous issues.)

As late as the opening of the CIO Converntion, Morris found it still

- pogsible to have unity with Murray forces., This kind of doubletalk ap-

pears after every CPUSA-manufactured disaster,’and the Party membership
is still not wise to the technique. - - i el L I o b el

- - In a supposedly.militant statement by ‘the TLWU, proudly included
in the Supplement, we find: "We fully support all-actions of our dela-:
gates. to the CIO Convention." This means that the ILWU endorses its
delsgatds support for the Marshall Plan Officer's Report. Sb, exactly
what is the D.W. gloating about?. -~ . -~ =~ -~ . 7 - Eanch

Included in the Supplement ié:a routine squealr from the Fur and

" Leather Workers in which UNITY is striven for--including unity with the
~ADA "in support of the legislative demands unmistakably favored at the

polls"., Evidently, Foster's "Unity-Or Zlse" theme continues. Unity--
or else the cruel need to fight militantly for the correct principles
in defense of the American working class. The CPUSA leadership con-
tinues to chose their completely fraudulent unity. .. Today; in the CIO,
the CPUSA leadership misuses the word unity.” Vfhat we need is the open
struggle to split the membership of the CIO away from its reactionary
leaders. ‘In this way we can achieve some real unity in the labor move-
ment. There is no unity in unity wWi.th splitters, raiders and Murravmen.

The D.il. has on recent occasions explained the ‘retreats of the.

: "left-progressives" by their numerical weakness. But this is & .hoaX——

even as witnessed by George lorris, reporting from Portland in the D.W.
of Nov. 28, '48: "In all, these unilons represent well over-a million,

or nearly a fourth of the membership of the CIO". This is considerabls
strength. It is mentioned in the course of @oving the "left-progres-
sive's good points. It is neglected in the course of blaming retreats
on weakness of forces. (Not so long'ago; the-left had a hsell of a lot
mora. Once, the Communists built the CIO-~-but a1l that has been sys-

tematically squandered.). - a Sl T R4

The D.¥. Supplement was a compiéte»misrépresenﬁaﬁion—-g paper pano-
rama which had very little 1life at tlie Convention and which exists only
for the consolation and "mental health" of worried D.i. readers.

: The right is yanking the CIO down the drain; the left is clearing
the pipes to prove cocperation and respectability. - And yét the Ameri--
can workers continue to strike militantly--spentaneously. -These spon-
taneous actions are consciously watered down ‘éither by the vicious
right or the cautious-left. Now, union framés brother union, locks out
brether union, and hands brother union on a 'platter to the boss. .  The
American workers should take a lesson from the current butchering of ths
UOPWA. Did the capitalists smash UOPVA? Hell, no, - Theé NMU locks out
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its UOPWYA workers——and says besides, you have to sign the T-H affida-—
vits. The TWU lccks them out. And the ACIA prepares to do the same,
The CGreat Lakes Insurance strikers in Detroit send Murray a wire which
gaig, in part: "Your statements of last Monday about our union the UOPIA
is being used by the Comvany against us. Thls morning on its windows
the Company posted a blown up photostat of press reports of vour re-
marks. As you can see this is being used to break our strike." The
KHurraymen are happy about these developments, but the main blame does
not rest with them. The UOPWA was once cne of the advanced, militant
unions in America. It has sold itself short; its Communist leaders,
among the hackiest in creation, have been as ruthless as Murray against
internal criticism. core 5 ”

Some of. the vietims of the UOPWA leadership were Communists who
warned of the current UOPWJA fate and were expelled from the CP and
"tabooed" within the union. Even those found associating with these
- Communists were given the Murray "treatment". Today, the rank and file
Communists of the UOPWA are suffering the same shock suffered by their
comrades in the UAY, the NMU, the TWU, etc, America is littered with
union wreckage, resulting from the wreckage of the CPUSA. It's about
time for rank and file Communists (end non-Party people who often arec
mere advanced than the current variety of American Communist) to have
their say. It's about time for them to stop the great Demnis-Foster
retreat, and the Murray-Reuther advance, oy

The last three CIC Conventions have marked the increasing betrayal
of the American workers and the increased degradation of the "kidnap-
ped" revolutionary movement in the U,S. The Portland Convention hit
the bottom, it would seem, and from here on, one might "hope", the sit-
uation would surely improve, This would be a happy note to hope on if
it were not for the firm.conviction of the National Committee that
_there is no bottom to "Unity~-Or Else".

oAb 4 9E

DEFIANCE BY COMPLIANCE?-~-
A Letter:From'A UOPWA Member

 Dear Comrades of Turning Pointi ° . LE G - November 1948

_ Here are some facte on the-gelling of the Taft-Hartley Affidavits
Lo the membership of Loca1716; United Office and Professional Workers.

A special meeting of Local 16 was held on Nov. 10, 1948 to hear
reports of the discussion and decisions of a meeting of the UOPWA Gen-
eral ‘Executive Board, dealing with total collective bargaining policy
and activity. Hy Denerstein, Local 16 Business Administrator, read the
resolution of the General Executive Board.

A few quotes from the GEB Resolution will shed a 1little light on
the current UOPWA handsprings. - In deciding to comply with the T-H af-
Tidsvits, the GEB throws the blame as follows: "The situation facing
our members has been aggravated by the cannibal raiding activities
first of the CIO United Paperworkers and other CIO unions, and of the
shameful, infamous collusion between the AFL and various employers in
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. order to gell the members of our Union into company union slavery."

In a word, the UOPWA is being raided, and therefore, we are sup-
poged to comply with the T-H Affidavits. But, in a recent referendum,
the UOPWA membership decided that this reasoning was hocum and ditched
the affidavits. Therefore, the GEZB Resolution painfully states: "The
referendum of the membership, although it reaffirmed the policy of our
Union, showed a large minority were for compliance." A large minority!
Since when does a large minority refute a majority. But, in any case,
this is a lie. That referendum turned down compliance by a vote of
6 to 1. Of this, the Resolution "neglecta" to remind us. Is the UOPVA
afraid of militant support; does it have to water down the reaffirma-
tion of its own past volicies? -

_But wait! The Resolution suddenly says, April Fool: '"There can
be no illusions. Compliance or any other retreat in the face of em-
ployer attack can get little for us." This might certainly indicate
that the UOPWA, having so affirmed, would not comply. But the UQPWA
dogs comply. It defines the fool and then acts the fool. .

"We cannot allow the Taft-Hartley Board, the employers, and boot-
licking AFL organizations to deprive our members of their right to col-
lective bargaining." Therefore, all we subdued sheep must conclude
that succumbing to the T-H affidavits prevents the T~H forces from win-
wing their fight against us.

After wuch of this political teasing, the GEB takes a deep breath
and sobs: "We, therefore, propose:-(1l)} That the International Unlén
authorizes the officers to take such steps as may be necessary to as-
sure the union a place on the ballot and the right of intervention in
any NLRB proceedings where this may be nscessary to protect the inter-
ests of our members," (My emphasis) This is so shamefaced; the GEB
could not bear, at this point, to use the bitter phrase "comply with
the T-FE Affidavits". But with the aid of a professional befuddler,
compliance with the T-H affidavits is condensed into "such steps'.

One might almost hopefully say: therei--it doesn't mean comply.
But, towards the end of the document we read: "That no local union
shall comply except upon written permission of the International Urion\"
And so the great feat is done. The leaders, who do not merit the name
Communist, have managed to swear to the boss that they are not Commu-
nists. All that is needed for a poetic finale is an accurate prophecy
of the results of such maneuvers., And even that the GEB gives us:
"Phis GEB takes this step in solemn understanding of the tremendous
dangers facing our Union as a result of this decision." No truer words
were ever spoken--and on the scene of the crime.

This Resclution was passed in the GEB with 5 abstentions. dJohn
Stanley, Sec'y Treasurer of the National Union, resigned (for obvious
reasons). The positions of three Vice-Presidents were left vacant (for
obvious reasons). An amendment to the constitution eliminating thess
positions was proposed by the GEB. A union referendum on this was to
have taken place in a few days, but has not to date. A new position
of Director of Organization of the national union was cregted for John
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Stanley (for obvious reasons). John Stanley was then appointed to thls
post. I am afraid that such naive reshuffling will fool none but thae
lowly hearts who reshuffle. A ruling or two by an NLRB Board will
cy3tp Stanley and his new office back irnto the affidavit sphere. Or,
“morse yet, a new T-H Law revlacement will write such provisions clearly

jinvo law.

§ Now, let us consider the next step. A local 16 Resolution "On
Taft-Hartley Compliance" was read by Hy Denerstein, Administrator. The
%Pcal 16 Resolution was a true son of its father, the GEB Resclutlon.
‘e, the membership of Local 16, reaffiriz our opposition to the Taft-
: Hartley Law and all its phases." Then: "As uwewmbers fully cognizant of
“the needs of our National Union, we understand the reasoning, but de-
iPlore the necessity for the GIB's actions in recommending the filing
-:0f affidavits by the International Union with the Taft-Hartley Labor
Board." (The sentence immediately following did not appear on the
<mimeographed resolution passed out at the meeting. It was only intro-
duced by the .leadership as "an omission" during discussion when the
membership insisted on knowing exactly whose compliance with the affi-
-~davits they were endorsing--CGEB or Local 16.)"We will not stand in_ the
way of those major sections of our International Union who are facing
immediate labor Board elections which can be used as an instrument to
smash their present ability to struggle for their collective bargain-
~ing needs. Those who depend on compliance in order to secure & place
“on a Taft-Hartley ballot as the solution to their collective bargain-
ing struggles are in error. Victories will be won only through inten-
~sification of a united struggle against the employers who seek to de-

“stroy us." (lMy emphasis)

Can one blame the members of Local 16 for confusion after such
'spine twisting acrobatics? We say we won't touch:any angle of the
“T-H Law; we understand why the GEB has to affidavitize but we're sorry
%4t had to; we won't get in the way of~that major part of our union.
“~which has to sign or be smashed; we don't believe that they have to
;Sﬁign'for successful collective bargaining--you win by a good -stiff |
- fight. (We will; we won't; we .will; we won'tl) : frosow :

S To throw the whole shebang into confusion the Resolution adds:

~Mye pledge ourselves to this s truggle and recaffirm the position of
Local 16 not to comply." 1In other words: to comply.is Wwrong; we sup-

‘- port the GEB compliance because it has toj yut we don't - think anyone
has to. :

Pies ‘ ;

The discussion which fo llowed was painful to witness. The mem-
bership could not get straightforward answers to simple questions.
They could not even finagle out of the le adership -exactly what they
were about to vote on, or how the two resolutions affected each other.
They could not even discover the real position of their leaders. The
confusion in this case is heightened by the generally known fact that
all the above advice comes from the National Committee of the CTUEA.

The membership opposes all this baloney because they know better,
but they don't know how to fight their own leaders, A former worker
at the NMU insisted that we should not "deplore the necessity for the
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GeB's actions"; we should condemn those actions. Ie said he preferred
"dying on his feet to living on his knees". His unwelcome preference
was answared later (see ‘below). Other "convinced" members apsd the ex-
plonation in vogué for the evening: "I am against compliance for Lo-
c=1 16 but I understand the G2EB's reasons for putting forward their
proposals. Workers in insurance and motion picture localg s8till think
that through legdl ity they cenget their demands, and we must let them
find out for themselves that they willgain nothing by compliance with
T-i#. They will have to learn the hard way, and then they will see that
only united actions against the bosses will get them their demands.”

According to thisereasoning;lwe would educate our union via the
fullest compliance, educate it into a boss' trap of neverending legall-
ties. It has not occurred to such legal sisters how, having becoms
firmly enmeshed in legalities, and -having thereby seen the light, how
they disentangle themselves "legally"--how they unsipn the "education-

" 91" affidavits.  They would probably start by dissipating more union

energles and finances in more cart battles entailing the right to un-
sign affidavits after a glven veriod of T-H enlighﬁenment. : :

One member related what a Local 65 (i#holesale and Warehouse Tork~
ers Union) shop, out onnstrike, had done when its employer, with his
heart set on another union, had won the right to an NLRB election.
Since Local 65 was not on the ballot, the workers.voted no on the other
uniong, continued their strike and won -their demands. Such straight-
forward union methods were not smooth enough for the taste of the UOPWA

leaders, howaver.

John Stanley, the new Director of Organization, late in the meet-
ing, spoke for over an hour, after which the audience began to dribble
out. He reprimanded himself for backing the CIO "non-interference"
resolution at the '46 Convention, He gave his personal reasons for
abstaining on the GEB resolution and resigning his position. He said
he wowld never sign the T-H affldavits because he felt that individual
demonstrations must be made against any acquiescence -to the T-H Law. He
did not explain why, :in removing himself from a position of recorded
guilt, he could acquiésce to the CEB's passing of the Resolutlon and

his replacement by another leader who would acquiesce.

- Stanley warned that with the nearness of the elections in insur-
ance and screen, wa could not allow that part of our membership in-
volved to fall into the hands of the right wing and racketeering AFL
unions. If we lost those locals, we would no longer have nati _onal
scope as a union. ile must not make the mistake of the German workers
who retreated continuously until their unions were wiped out. He 1i-
kened the UOPWA's present retreat to the justified retreat of an army.
The question was not whether to die on one's feet (as a member had
Suggested) when you could retreat and regroup your Iforces for the vic-.
torious blow against the eneny. .If the enemy were beating you over the
head with clubs it would be wiser to avcld sure death and retrsat to
get a helmet to protect your head in order to continue the battle.
(Brother Stanley did not discuss. the various types of helmet to choose

from. ) 0
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Stanley failed to explain why he was switching offices., Was it to
. eveld the responsibility of signing the T-H affidavits? Since he had
- 80 nobly argued against retreat, what were his feelings about his suc-
cecssor signing the affidavits for him and retreating for him? In kesp-
ine with Stanley's criticism of the German workers, one wonders how
long tne UOPWA can continue to retreat. In Germany, the Communist
. Party fought zgainst this retreat and suffered great casuvalties. 1In
~the UCP¥L, the Communist Party ‘orders reireat--and suffers casualties
ranyway. On the other hand, if this is a veriod of retreat, Stanley
~should have specified those factors which prove this point. As for
“the need to combat raiding, the example of the Local 65 shop related
.from the floor is an eloguent answer. One could- add the recent case
“of the Maritime elections on the Great Lakes where attempts to raid
+NUU contracts fell through in the same way. -{(Wot that the NMU drew
wthe obvious lesson from this; it did the opposite and hollered for

scompliance as the UOPWA is doing.)

The real answer to the raiding argument is that no union with the
respect and subport of its membership can be raided. The raiding
uvnion cannot steal the membership from below because the workers sim-

. ply stick by the union of thelr choice. they can't raid from abvova (Ly
~a_deal with the boss and the aid of the courts and boards) becausec the
union defeats these actions as it defeats any anti-union actions—-by

using its working class power to strike, et¢. Union raiding is no-
thing new in the American Labor movement. The AFL spent a good part
of its history attempting to raid instead of attempting to organize.
No legalities ever really protected a union frow raiding; it protected
=itself by treating raiders as scabs. : '

Bob Freeman, Commercial Division Orgenizer, offered a variation
on the same theme. He felt that Local 16 should not comply. He also
“Telt that insurance and screen workers would gain nothing by comply- -
“ing--it would not improve collective bargaining. But he was not at
“this time prepared.to say to hell with the members of Insurance and
“Screen just because. they did not understand as much as Local 16. Even
fin Local 16, he pointed out, there was a questioning of non~compliance
“(not by a "large minority", we hope). He was sure that by coming out
won.the picket lines end giving donations, Local 16 could show Insur-
~ance and Screen that the battle could be won only by united struggle.
:Of course, Freeman also was for both Resolutions. T S i A
3 _Jack Creenspan, Direct Mail organizer, went through the same
.routine. He added the tidbit that Local 16 had fought' the right‘wing
“With its ideas of compliance-and other reactionary ideas and had won.
"It was only because UOPTA had to get on the ballot for the NLRB elee-
-tléns that compliance was necessary..

Winifred Norman, Trade Union Division organizer offered the same.
The audience was still leaving. A TWU office worker said we were
Toolirig cursclves by complying and capitulating to the bosscs.

Norma Aronson, President of Local 16, gave a memorable perfcerm-
ance. During the discussion, the following question had repeatedly
couwe upt Iif Local 16 votes nen—-compliance and the naticnal union
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vetes compliance, will Local 16 have to comply finally, anyway? Aron-
son answered, No.

I wouldn't be too sure. There arce recent NLRB rulings to the ef-
fect that under the T-H Law, the national office of a union i3 respon-
sitle for the actions of its local agents. Insofar as local noncom-
Pliance contradicts national compliance, it is conceivable that vithout
shedding a tear, the NLRB could consider the compliance incomplste and
vecid. This tould be used both ways: a local's compliance could be
considered incomvlete since it wasn't part of a uniform national com-
pliance. This is the technical aspect. But, more important, if non-
compliance is so important.to Local 16, a national compliance certainliy
knotks the morale and support right out frem under this important local,
Certainly, it isn't logical for the le ading local of a union to en-
courage a wrong policy which undermines its correct policy. Obviously:
behind all this is the cold realization in the Local 16 leadersaip
that all this is bubt the diplomatic prelude to Local 16's future com-
pliance=-having bgen forced by the trend in the Union..

"Speaking as a Communist", Aronson said that she could not fcrece
her ideas down the workers throats; she could orily help and fight for
them. (Hear! Hear!) She found that there were unions which had not
complied that work for the bosses, so it didn't matter whether they i
complied or not.  Joe Curran, she-said, doesn't have to sign because -
the bosses are glad to work with him since he works against the wem- - :

i bers. . (Aronson is not up on her news. Curran, who certainly does
© work for the bosses, was as eager as the UOPWA leaders to Taft-Hartley-

ize himself -and the union.. He shoved through-compliance with about as
little democracy as the UOPWA--using their samé reasons--raiding, etc.
This is some justification for capitulation, given by one who unfor-
.tunately is assigned to flaunt her bad variety of fake Communism.
Aronson said that, working during the Screern emergency, meubers had
come -to her, asking that the union comply so that the Screen wembers
would not have to vote for IATSE or no union. They assured her that
they were not trying to get rid of UOPWA officers that way! Their
only reasdn was that the bosses saild they'd negotiate if the unlon
signed the affidavits. Aronson seemed to . apwrove.

TRl
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I suppose the principle behind this is compliance with the T-H
affidavits in order to comply with the boss—fin order to fight the

boss? : g

, So the doubletalk went on all evening. By the time the vote was
taken a third of the attendance, at least, had left. Those whe wers
1eft still weren't sure exactly what they were voting on, Local 16
compliance, G%B compliance--or any variation thereof. The resclution
was passed with numerous abstentions which seemed to indicate a lack
cf opportunity to vote on a clearcut issue, and general dissatisfac-—-
tion with the whole tenor of the mesating. ‘

There hsve been many Tancy reasons given by various unions for
compliance with the T-H affidavits but none so fancy as UOPWA's capi-
tulation to a "large (6 to 1) minority". :
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: As the GZB resolution stated "in solemn understanding", there are
tremendous dangers facing our union as a result of this decision." 1If
the left unions are going to retreat from substantial majorities in
gsome cases and from large minorities in others, from what or whom and
when aren't we going to retreat? = :

_Unfortunately, the UOPWA will havé to learn the hard way, all over
again, how to,fight.iiﬁeanwhile;“we(all will suffer for. our leader-
ship's betrayal., - ra SR ' I

o Comradely,

_UOPWA Member in N.M.U. -
S . Do o ' :

STILL STUCK W7ITH KNICKERBOCKER AND DAVIS—~
A Letter from a CCNY Student

Dear Comrades : ; & . December 1948

Aa Lot R FTELELL 3D

We find today that most of the spontaneous, militant actions of.
the people are wasted because they have no real leadership. The "lead-
ership" is always bogged down by legalisms and by an inability to car-
ry through those actions initiated by the people. The sit-down strike
at City College is a googd example of this. : '

CELEE L P Ry e

Here is some background on what happened up to the time of the -
‘strike. Prof. Knickerbocker, chairmar of the Romance Language Dept.
at. CCNY, has been the subject of investigations for 18 years. He was _
-charged with anti-Semitism by some teachers -at the college. The col- i
lege faculty committee. cleared him, - Later, he was accused of discri-. - :
‘minating against a Jewish student. The N.Y, City Council found him :
c8ullty of both in the summer of 1948. il R '

& Davis was administrator of Army “Hall (den's dormitory). Last se~
:mester he was found guilty of segregating Negro and white students :in
;pbe¢dormitorigs, removed as administrator by Pres. Wright but kept as
120 economics teacher. LA St e ' TR R

U .On the first day of the term, Hillel (Jewish campus organization)
-distributed a report of the proceedings,and recommendations of the N.Y.
-City Council investigation. That day, one of Knickerbocker's classes
walked out and requested that it be transferred to another teacher, The
dean refused to do this. A few days later some students walked out of

©Davis' classes.

Progressive groups on campus began to circulate petitions demand-
ing the ouster of Knickerbocker and Davis. ' The Board of Higher Educa-
tion announced a hearing on the Knickerbocker case. A resolution 4
stating that Student Council send to the hearing representatives who
would dewand Knickerbocker and Davis's custer, was defeated. Instead,
Student Council voted to send "observers". This surprised no one
Bince it is well known that Student Council is mostly composed of stu-
dents with big ambitions. The 3« C. previously refused to accept the
avallable voluminous research gathered during years of investigation,
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and had, instead, decided that it would "start all over again® and investigate for

;tself_because it was "in a position to be unbiased.® It had completely ignored the
BDavis case after he was renoved es administrator of Army Hall, . ' :

The night of the BHE hearings, Students for Wallace (YPA), AYD, and some other
groups picketed the meeting and demanded an open hearing. -The BHi refused to allow
them inside, The next morning, the papers reported that the BHE had cleared
Knickerbocker of all charges. That day AYD distributed a leaflet on campus which
told the students to "protest.! How? "Phone Ordway Tead" (Chairman of the BHE).

The CFUSA leadership has succeeded in instilling one of its ideas, at least, :
into the minds of -too many AYD'ers; If youtve tried Petitions, if you've tried Post---
cards, as a last resort, you can always Phone, This is known as the Theory of the
Three Revolutionary P's, Fortunately, although the AYD was paralyzed by the CPUSA
nleadership", and could only suggest phone calls, the students of City College were
not and could think of more militant action. The fact is that the vadvanced" AYD
tailed the "backward!" student  body. o 4 ;

The next day, 1000-1200 students went on a sit-down strike. I wonder whether
AYD leaders remenbered their leaflet which certainly seemed ludicrous now, especial-

ly if you were sitting on the floor of Lincoln Corridor and watching hundreds of
students "instructing the Collepge Administration. '

The sbrike was attacked by Student Councilites as: Umob.violence," a nIynch mobY
etc. A battle of ideas took piace;right on the floor of Lincoln Corridor. ile got a
repular barrage of speakers from Student Council who retreated gradually and then
squeaked, "You-just aren't using the right tactics, but ‘'we all want the same thing.
But the strike was solid as long as we were sitting dowm, ' = ui's!

lost progressives felt that the-strike was amazing-to put it mildly. To Com-—
munists, it must have been doubly so since the strike was spontaneous, The very
slight preparation came prindipail_'l.y from some non-Communists who decided the night
before to call for a “demonstration" at 11 A,Ii. The campus: first heard of this
demonstration at 11 A.M. of the same day when some students shouted the announce- --
ment. Fifteen mimutes: later, 100 students were sitting down in Lincoln Corridor,:
The number of strikers soon grew to 1200. .

The fact that the strike was spontanecus is certainly not to the credit of Com-
minists who should have had some perspective and plans based on the rapid succession
of events since the start. of the semester. It is rather to the credit of the stu-
dents. Had not some students initiated the action, the Party group would have con
tinued to offer petitions. It is important to remember that a nstrike committeen
did not call the strike, : There was no such courittee. There were only angry stu-
dents., The strike commibtee came later. )

During the strike, when some students. suggested that this was the time to re- '
cruit people into "3tudents. for.lallace!, !communists" in the organization opposed
this because "re should keep the strike non-partisan”. This reminds one of the
Party's distinction in union strikes--always the first to deny that the strike is

political.

gtudent Council leadéré grew more nfriendly" as the strike went on, invited us
fo the SC rally called for the next day and even peumitted us to have cur owm speak-
ers there. The strilte continued all day and night until 12 noon, the next day, when
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we 2ll marched to the rally in Groat Hall, SC of course denounced the sirilie and at-
tempted to prevent all zcltion at this mesting. But the body of 2500 students voted
(1) to oust Knickerbocker znd Davis and (2) to mect and strike next week if the stu-
Herivs of Knickerbocker and Davis's classes were not wermitied to transfer.

Frightened by this, the SC President suddenly wnd illegally adjourpec_ the meet-
ing and pulled out the iublic Address system so that we could not centimie the meet-
ing. This wes done just as z resolution vas about to be cffered stating that we
would stiike if I\nlck“rboc]\er and Davis were not ousted by next week. At this point,
we _rshoald have irmediately nuzrched back to Lincoln Corridor and continued the strike,
‘but the strike leaders told us to o hcme and corme back to the rally next week.

The next day, Friday, at the SC executive mecting, they demanded a referendum
on the decisions made at the Great Hall meeting. It claimed that these decisions
:were unrevresentative because (1) "outsiders" were present and voted. (These !cut-
“siders® were Lvening Session students and zsbout 3 YFilers from other coll eges.)
§(2) A majority, of students ere not presentj only 2,500 voted, This is rld_culous
:since the SC Pres. was just elected by 1,4CO votes, a high vote in a SC election, Tho
‘motion was passed and the referendun was czlled for ilednesday, vhen the students were
Zreturning to school after a two-day holiday. In this way, the students vere noti-
"“i‘led of the re*erendum and asked to vote on the same daj. '

‘n“

f" The taCblCS of the progressives played right into the hands of SC and the Col-"
2lege Adminiscration which wished of course to break the strike. Progressives say-
that it weould have been '"undemocratic! to oppose the referendum that gave the major-
ity of the student body a chance to voice its opinion. 1ith the strike called for
'Thursday, it was they who demanded thc.t the referendum be held on ijednesday becduse .

’they mcl not want the strike stal 1ed

BT At IR MINI AP
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i Tt is understandsble that a refcrendum be held on the questicn of ousting

'I(vi"'kerboclcef and Davis, But by what law is it required that students may strike- i
n'l'[ with the meimission of the rest of the student body.  Certainly, not by.any

I\*‘ev:Lous college strikes. A pgroup of students has the right to protest and walk-out

~of classes at any time., The rest: of the student body voices its. oplm.on by its sup-

port or non-support of the -strilke. v

Vas~it “democratic" to hold a-referendum on the strike question without even
one day's notice to the student body? © Or just foolish--from the striker's point ol
,v:.ew'? Agr_ n, why should we have had t¢ listen.to the dictates of a Student Council
?‘whlch opposed’ cur strike, and sent- spies to take down the names .of strikers. Do .
sunions agree to elections whenever the bosses feel like. having them? . This, was our
*stra.}{e and we handed over the J.eadersh:.p to Student Councﬂ.. ;

"6!.4.

of course, as most of us susoected Pres. Ir:‘.ght r.nd the Adm:.nlstrat:l.on were
not simply going to sit by and wait for another strike to occur on Thursday. In .
i'act their henchmen at SC were openly giving away the ‘plans. They said that Uright
';lfas going to transfer Knickerbocker's students. . Progressives thought that -he would
“do this because the strile resolution had stated (and this was 'a bad mistake) that
we would strike if the students were not permitted to transfer--and not hing else.
Cver the 1onu holiday weekend, Pres. \iright did just this., He was forced to, as the
NY Star said--—with the threut‘ of a strike hanging over him. This made a farce of
“the strile resolution on wiiich the students were to vote. Onlj students who voted ¢
“on a OOJ_nt of principle could vote Yyes to fho.r that th°J were prepared to strike for

their denands .

o ey
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The vote on strilking vas defeated, approzimately 3,000 to 1,8C0. The motion to
oust knickerbocker and Davis was passed, 1hy? The question was "loaded" inasmuch as
the resolution stated that we strike if the students were not permitted to transier
mnd they had slready been permitted to transfer. (4 student of aristotelian logic
would have to vote no). The strike had been viciously attacked by SC. Any student
vho had not heard these attacks before, heard them upon his return to school ednos-
dayr morning. A leaflet put oubt by vhat called itself "The Student Liberals Cormittee
——canposed of the 5.C. Dxec., Students for Democratic Action, Young Depublicans, °
Youth for iforman Thomas, SLID~Trotskyites, etc.--told students, "lass Action is Un-
democratic," and said that we could oust Knickerbocker and Davis by "legal methcds®,
Therefore, it advised students to vote K0 on the strike resolution, The reactionary
school newspaper "Campus' said the same thing. - T R

But--there was not one leaflet that really answered these arguments, nothing to
prove that only the strike would oust Knickerbocker and Davis. If the:students had
realized this they could have done nothing else bus-vete for-the strike, - Actually,:
the effectiveness of the strike was proven by tiie fact that it had forced Pres.
Uright to transfer the students. Before this, the Adninistration had refused even to
discuss the cascs, but the strike frightened the "boys" so much that they were s
ing to talli--only to stall of course and get us up and off from the floor, Iwven the
BHE has been forced to nublish a white paper defending its position on Knickerbockex.

-

"Free ond Zquall a one-page paper put out by the strike comittee over the week-
end, had as its front page headline, "STUDEZNT VOTm CAN OUST TW/O BIGOT3S"., Cn top of
this it distributed a crosseyed leaflet which asked students to “keep your eye on
the issue. If keening one's eye on the lssue meant determining how we could kick out
Knickerbocker and Davis, and if volumes and years of research, rrotests, picket dines
petitions, phone calls, meetings, etc, had not succeeded in dOLng this, then neither
would a vote., The vote, like the petition, vould go in the waste basket. So al-
though we had originally gone on strike because we had tried all other ways, the
strilke committee was now taking "one step forward and two steps baclkward" by claim-
ing that a vote could oust Knickerbocker and Davis. (Today, although a majority did

vote in this referendum to oust them, they still remain.)

A11 these leaders lmew, and said to each other, that the referendum was a man-
euver of student council--to detract attention from the strike and get us back to
petitions, investigations, courts and tazpayer’s suits (writh which they are busying.
themselves now). But, the students,thought our leaders, would never understand that .
the referendum was a maneuver!! iJhat a snobbish attitude this betrays! If we can-
not be honest with the students then we are no better than the phony politicians in
S.C. ile should have exposed the S.C.'s finking role and the referendum for what it

wase

"Strike until we oust Knickerbocker and Davis! should have been our slogan. The
strike originally had a clear "demand" as its basis: oust Inickerbocker and Davis for
anti-Negro, anti-Jewish discrimination. Thatts vhy the students struck. The demand
for transfers was subordinate to the ouster demand and should have been lcept that
way. The Administration, working through the S.C. and alded by the naive, self-de-
structive Pifs" of the strike leadership, successfull;” deflected the main thrust or
the strike into the "Strike if the transfers are not-granted" proposition, 1lhen the
strike leadership itself posed the cuestion this way, unUluulnglj, the Administration..
was too glad to oblige, permit the transfers and destroy the riotive force of the
strike. The Administraction could clearly understand that trading a small defeat
(transfers) for a large victory (strike fizzle) was in the best tradition of warfare.
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Reduced to an absurdity (which of course vas not clear to students in the rushed
:Ee;erendum) the fdministration said: (1) “7e permit the transfers; (2) now vote no on
- the proposition of !strike if the transfers are relused",

Actually, the wiming of transfers was orizinally a clear victory duc to "impo-
te" strilding, but this victory was transferred iuto a weapon against the strilke,
. The strikers who started with an initiative and determineaticn which penicked the Ad-

; ministration, should never have given up that initiative for absurd truces, vaiting

g
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periods which involved the demoralizing phenomenon of stopring and restarting the
strike, Stop and go strikes aluays suffer from rundown batteries. The strikers
should have realized the very partial cheracter of the rushed referendum--and not

. helped rush it nore, In fact, the strike comiittee had nothing to gain from the

referendum. The proof of its support was the panicly granting of transfers by the

v Administration. I cannot understand the pseudo-liberal reasoning which went on (pro-

Fa

jected by so-called Communists, in meny cases) that it is undenocratic for only 1800
-students (i.e. less than a mejority) to strike. i o

lie lost because insitead of teking bhe initiative, we waited for Student Council
- to pull the strings end then jumped, always on the defensive. The Comunists (very
poor Communists) who toolk wert in the leadership of the strike are to blare for the
fact that it was smashed. The students who voted against the strilke limited them-
selves-to "legal methods" and perhaps realize today that they gapgged and bound them-
selves, that the Administration is happy and secure as long as we comtinue to peti=
tion. lany of the Commnists, involved in the strike, were hardworking and honest
but because they were blinded by the legalisms of the Ilational Committee of the CP,
they helped mislead the students.

A Corrunist makes ristales but it is his duty to honestly admit, analyze and
correct them. I have heard meny non-Comrmnists discuss frankly and intelligently
the mistakes nade during the strike, However, certain Communist leaders on campus
vwho give some very quiet lipservice to this discussicn prove that they do not real-
ize their mistakes by their present actions, ''hile progressives have not given up
the idea of another strike to oust Knickerbocker and Davis, these Commnists either
refuse to commit themselves or even condemn talk'of another strike, play vussy in the
corner and speak vaguely of “involving the broad masses of students" in actions to
oust Knickerboclter and Davis. They hanker for the three ‘Pts,

I think that most Party membdrs do wish to fight lilke real Commmnists but are
wealkened and confused by the HNational Committee and D.!. policy -of retreat, In the
same way, honest nrogressives are misled and confused by Communists, although they
have shovm themselves to be more vigilant, militant and willing to admit their mis-
takes, and usually more radical. I think that if Commnists want to -gain the re-
spect and trust of the students, if they do not want to repeat their mistakes, and
if they want to counteract the current, demoralization-on the campus, they nust be
openminded and henest, willing to admit and discuss their mistakes--then correct
then. This self-criticism rmst come not when it is already too late as the National
Committee of the CP always manages to do, but now when the mistakes can still be
corrected and we can win our fight to oust the fascists fram CCNY faculty. '

Comradely,
A student at CCIY
P.S. The unprincipled tactics of the Hational Corrittee nanaged to corrupt sorme of
the Party members at CCi{, ‘hen a non-Cormmist, wwho was running on the progres-—
sive slabe in Student Council election expressed agreement with the issue of TP on
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vhe Frocrassive Farty, Communists and others veve ordered nob io vote for hin be-
cause he vies a nember of the P club.

By these underhanded tactics » they malte anbi-Corvmnicts cut of rood progressives
Ly s SO -« = IR 8 a 4. . : 2 LS ) ] ' .
Thiey have sttenpted Lo keen the matter auist ond have cven adritted their nmisbakes:
Tk 4 2 vy on Pl - -a - 3. ~3 A - - 3 1

.'J.'f:-,l;. it is all““d*;' too late. The c}x;reni': greeting arong nen-Cawwnists in on the
Svory 1s foh, hello, are you & member of the 7 Club?u :

2

EYRVEVEYRY
A D turhy

YOUTHFUL DIAIZNCTTICS Ol THD HIUTH TLCOT ——
YCL to AYD to YCT,

A really remarkable document has core to our attenticn, the epitome of confu-
sion and cortradiction, apnropriate for the burial of that unfortunate -Brovderite
stillbirth, the American Youth for Democracy, This document, a post-election state—
rment by the IHlational Board of the AYD » declares in part:

e hoped to be able . -+ to propose ‘for club discussion and referendun
a plan for the AYD to join with obthers right after the elections in the lavnching of
a larxist youth organization. In our joint censultaticns, (with Cormwunist youth
leadars) however, it vas agreed thet the actual formation of this organizabion should

not be recomrended and undertal-en as an imeediate project...

Mle call on every club to endorse the cbjective of a liarmdst youth organization.
Further, we believe that because the founding of such an organization w1l not take
place at this tine, a variety of forms should be develoved locally,., "

© elaborates its positicn with the infermation that "there has been a general
strengthening of the democratic youth movement! and "there emerged the Comnunist
Party youth and student clubs'  and concludes:

"As a result of these neir develonments the AYD is nc lonmer the Lone progres- -
sive, anti-fascist youth organization--a placc it occuried for many years.  In fact,
the AYD has becoie organizationally vealkened to a noint where it exdsts today in
only three or four states and has functioning clubs on o few carpuses. It has pe-
come increasingly difficult for the AYD to develop a rounded procram of activities
and to maintain itself finaneially..,

"It is the opinion of the National Board, that the AID camnot continue as a
national organization. The Hational Board scrongly recormends that every emisting
AYD club consider meintaining itself in a local capacity as a club, study circle or
forum for liarxist education of its menbers and other young people in the corwnini-
ties and on the campus--to work closely with Comrunist porty youth clubs and iiars—

ist societies on the camouses."

lie are thus informed that the strengthening of the democratic youth rovenermt
and the emergence of CP youth clubs iere clinmaxed by the wealiening of the AYD. Tur—
thermicre, in order to facilitate the bullding of a Harxist youth organization, the
AYD does not propose to combine organizationally vith other interested groups, but
instead it proposes to disintegrate nationally and orgonizationally.

L stronge ldnd of advance. fnd yet, thet is what AYD members are told——that -
this step is an advance,

Y

Yes, it is the CIUSA type of advance utilised shoitly
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‘beforc end during the :er in'the dissclution of every type of progressive ors-
‘enizaticn, from.the Anerican Youth Congress to the Americon Student Unilon end clira-—
ed by the "advance" of the Young Communist Lezgue into the i¥D. A1l th iese. 'wc‘ vances
_for-eshac.owed the liouidation of the CFUSA in 1944, into the Ccr‘munl roliticol issn,

e AL Lof the‘se liruidotionist advances were proposed in the nere of broader unity
~against fascism, and then, to win the wor, They were justified by the argument thot
+the CP and YCL were becciilng isoloted. The CPUSA finelly became isolosed from ibself
~via the Browder dissolution. And since thot time ,it hac becore isolcted from the
;guorklr_rr class and the youth by its owm redba 1t1ng, by its lack of faith in the work-
,:.n{_.‘, class, by its deals 1ith Socizl Democracy which. ;:Ln“"ll‘y transformed it into

lrSoc" al De'ioc“ac*r
g- ~ Uhy does the [¥YD dissolve le avmg the - f*.'agmerrts "o fend .LOI' thenselves? ilhy is
“the AYD so very weak? Surcly, it is not logical to .Jelleve Lhet the strengbhening of
fthe democratic youth moveient, and the added support of the CP vouth clubs weakens a
On Dec. 15, 1948 the AYD did go out of e:ristence™
the most melancholy leaflet

m i

#a progressive youth organization,.
f¥on a national scale, cond one student AYD of CCNY issued f
g ‘t-o explain this a.nd announce that it would M"remain for a vhile."

wAYD couldn't attract liarzists or non-lkrttists to an orgenizotion that was only
AYD 'WQS causht in the middle, In addition the red-baiting hysteria

et LR T R e

.partly larzist,
“has drawn awvay many oi our financial b._.cl_ers and AYD is row in an impossible
 financial situation,”

By :':"i: Fro t'*..ﬁ!*

We wonder what the students thought of this., Since when do militant organiza~
‘tions dissolve for lack of Tfinancial b“c‘ ters? llhat sort of redbait-able fimancial
.backers did AYD depend on? Or didn't the AYD know that real fighting organizotions
can live on guts if they must, Vhat kind of helpless cuptanaticn is this — to
swdeclare that we are "cr_ughu in the riddle"? 1In 'r,he riddle of exactly what was the
i A.fD,:" "7The fact that it could not attract Miardists! or "non-llrcistsm indicates that
it was caught in the middle of the CP liational Committes's doubletallc on the youth
question. Progressive orgonizations, unlike old soldiers are not supposed to "fade
awny I They are supposed to grow, combine, or in some-way develon to & h:n.gher level.

'y
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Perhaps the CP can solve the mystery. “Robert lhonpson §n"his" ‘report -on "The

Party's Work Among the ¥outh! to the 14th Net'l' Conven‘b:.on oi' the CPUSA, Aug. 2 - 6,

1948, declared that the CP youth should counteract "certain ha"m.tul liquidationist

?v tendencies with regord to the AYD, tendencies rann.dl;}r to scrap-this organization,,,"

Ja- "The AYD »erbalnly has o very 1'1p01~tant raole to'yplay, if the Communists within it

& work properly, in providing a broad base for the ‘formation of the projected lnrist
1~ youch orrranlz-atlon." (Po_':.tlcal Ai‘fa.:l.rs > Beptember l‘)Lu, P 915) _
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And Betty Gamnett in hex- main report Tih bhe Youthh statess "fmy Lendenm to
bypass the AYD, or to allow it to disappear 'by neglect, would seriously impeir the
progress tovard anti-fascist unity, seriously wea _len the objectives to be fulfilled

in the 1948 elections, and weaken the b ase Tor a new.,k—r'::tst youth orgonization.!

(Ibid., p. 929)

It vould appear that the 1948 n'Iect:t_cx‘rhra--" the last scene in "The AYD'" tragi-
comedy. In #ugust, the CPLSA was breatling promethean fire into that near corpse, By
December, Leon licfsy and the Net'l Board of AYD were askings: ilhy is this ghost
still walldng around? The CCI¥ leaflet .quoted above is a good example of what hes

.
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the A¥D, You nay b2 sure, horever, that no amount
rued G “'olons) can "Lhrow cur Nro—

\' 0 -y
cl

The last step is the Mdthering awast of the AYD on the campus, its dissolving
into the lmrmdst Cultural Socicty. ind so the process is comdlete —- only "renegades
will remember how the future inmdst youth orgonization was wourdlt!.

How was the AYD built dowm_ to its presemt consumptive state? The American
Youth for Bemocracy wes orgamized in 1943 throush the dissoluticon of the Young
Cormunist League in order to form a broad youth organizaticn., The justification for
this was the success of the youns Comaunists in France and other countries in build~
ing broad non-Party ¥ayddst youth organizations together idth young Socialists and
other non-Party youth. 1oe to liim who protested that such conditions did not. exdst
in this country. !"Obher" organizotions were supposed to join with the YCL in form-
ing this new organizatidn, but iy was never quite clear what these "others! were..

As a super-duper bond-selling organization during the war, the AYD reached its -
height, which was still way velow the. membership of the YCL., As for education, it
was=for winning the var, and for democracy. It supporbted universal m'_lita_:/ training
for the post-war period and those who q;l':osed_' this were scolded as''messimistic.

AR L o

With Brourder!s "OpulLllSulC” outlook, it believed in a 10*1:? I)efJ.Od of post-irar peace-
ful chllaboration vith the czpluaj_musjwho vere cevidentlr a.bouu to cu.sprove Iiam "\sm-
eninism with their "sober intelligerce.!

e

As a result of the previous dissclution of the ASU, Americon Leasuc Against lar
and Fascism, and the YCL, the AYD was she only progrecsive youth organization left in
the countryr. As such it should havec encompassed 2ll those who formerly belonged or
would have belonged to the newgiefvict organizations, according to the CP's theo: ~etic~
al plans for a united youbth orgenization. But the American youuh couvld not suallow
the Elsie Dinsmore c'ual. ty of the Browderitc AYD. To top it all,the CP tried desper-
ately to obscure the roots of the AYD: on the one hand it swore it was a good
American organization (meaning non-Corrmnist), and on the other, it gave directives
to it quite openly.

AN EL LTIy
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T After the Duclos lettar, those of us wvho were €onvinced that the AYD represent-—
ed Browder's little entree before ropbling up the CPUSA, f21t that the dissolution
of the YCL should be eixposed as the hqulduthﬂlSt ngagure it was and a new YCL

formed, But this subject wvas taboo. Mot until - three years aftver the UYreconsti-
tution® of the CPUSA,. did its N.C. adru.t that the YCJ_."' dissolution was a revisionist
mistake, and that a new non-Fa '*‘j llarm-dist youth organization should be rformed.,

A liemorandum from the National Board dated Ifovi29, 1945 stated: "It is owr con-
sidered opinion tha t a YCL should not be re—establis hed; that this would tend to
be a step backward ra_tiier than r1ov1ng Lonrard to flnd forms for the nost eflectlve

worlk of the Comrmmnists among the youth,!

The P.l. Club in January and then agaln in liarch 1946 instructed its delepgctes
to the Broim: County Conwention and the N.Y. State Youth Conference to call for the
formation of a YCL. HNumbers of ietters weve uritten by our members to Ilazz feiss
(MatIl Youth Director ef the time). A letber,which led to the first.. -expulsion from
the P.l. Club,sent to the il,C. in June l‘)ﬂ,o C.._lb" ciced the lienorandun of Nov, 1945
and the uarch Conference, (This leuter was *ua*:mted in the Ilarch '48 'issue of SPATK.

Here are some excecpbs of a criticism vhich was rewar ~déd by e:pulsion,
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"It (the liemerandun) ldys the basis ior ihat is zoing on today — a cloupy
transformation of AYD clubs into crsatz ICL's... 7é canlt corrcet the error of the
YCL licquidation by taling over a quick substitube..s In a D,7. article entitled
Muilding the Party Among the Youlh!, RBernie Tr riedlander said, !'In spite of Froders -
ick Yoltman's ravings in the Uorid~Telegram that theAYD is a Communist fromt cnd
controlled organization, the truth is that only several hundred out of several
thousand AYDers in N,Y. ave Commutvists,! and then added, 'As vet, Woltman is a liar.?
hs yet? Is that a new Jorm or iricsponsible humor? 32 .

A% the Party state youth confcrence, o little vhile ‘acl;,uo’.u'ade's vho were too
afraid to speak becausc of the atmosphere, told me vhat they thought. Illany wantad
.a return of the YCL as the only instrumcnt which would build the AYD, A few actuals.
1y broke the censorship and said so...Altheugh Corwa__c’es did not pose the YCL versus
the AYD, the nmyth that e did was institutdd to give our leadership an easicr prob=.u
lenm to t’ackl‘ef Cer'talnlj Gates, T rledlunder, and Yofsy had a criminel attitude,
showing their approvals and disapprovals of each word uttered.., :

"The propcr ‘method would be to broaden the AYD by ceasing our nechanical
larxistification," ond to reconstitute the YCL on the basis of the C.P. Youth Club,
which is neither fish nor Fourl, The Youth-Club is a blind alley affair. Admittedly
it is temporary. It was started as a stopgap _Lor' the YCL urge among the returning
vets and others. 1ihen the time comes to 'kill i our lenders D.J_P uhlnl':s that the
meobership iill filter into cther Party clubs, but the trapgedy is that too ruch of ;
it will be lost in the unnlanned shufile. . !

— e e e

"Once, after years of groping, ve found the Leninist solution to the YCL
problerni — an independent organization 1rith the emphasis on education. Our YCLs
improved after that, only to suffer too much experimentation and finally Browderisn,

And ncw, Robert Thompson aagrees:. "The dissolution .of the YCL in 1943 was an
important and very harmful manifestation of the revisionist line that vias beginning
to flower aznd become dominant in the npolicies of our Party."
=~ "Following 1945, a serious error was made in failing to draw the conclusion
- that our Party should assist in the formzticn of an 1nclepcnuent non-rarty youth
organization based on liarzdsm -—Lemﬂ.lsu...“(r #. Sent., 1948, p. 913)

‘Thus it was an oppo;’tunist mistake to dissolve the YOL in':L%B, ‘and a mistake :
not to help form a new one in 1945, after the reconstitution of the CFUSA.  ell,
7ell, do we actually have the NH.C, admitting an error? lhat/rould hardly be consis- (
tent. And the W.C., is consiktent on that score. bor in the parapgraph in betveen i
the two quoted, Thompsan states: 'Je rust put a halt in our Party to this nonsense
that somehow our Party corrccted its revisionist line in 1945, developed a correct
iardst-Leninist main Zine of policy, and vet somehowr in.the vhole of this period,
folloved a revisionist line in the youth field. There is no such thing."

Yes, there is no such thin-g. It certainly is nonsense that it was enly in
the youth field that vevisioniem prevailed. It merely took a more obvious orgoni-
zgtional form in the youth i'.Leld Does Thermpson believe that dialectics consists
of sense, nonsense, and sense: 1. the dissolution of “he YCL in 1943 was a revis-
ionist mistake; 2. it is nonsense to belicve that.this revisionist mistake vas not
gorrected in 79/ 53 and 3, a "serious error! was-made in not helping to form a lLiawao
ist yeuth organization following 1945. Ve were wrong, but we were right; but -
we were urceng vhen ve vere risht. '
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Betty CGannctt odds to this coniusion of contradiciions. In the secLion of hes
revort on "Lessons Irom the lPasth, we rind the folloring an2lysis (3 s lave):
™

J
Mle tcnded vo consicder “he YCL and its rceplaccenent by the AYD as ':cl:/‘ a nev
approach to an old problom,.,1t was a:':lOi.lﬂbiC that the dissoluticn of tha YCL
could not be vieved in the sare 1isht as the licuidation of the Corrmunist Party...!
nIn 1943, the prerecuisities did not exdst for the merger of the YCL irdth other
forces around a COION NrOTrall.,,./hat vas involved in the action of 1943 vas the
liquidation of the liartzist content of the jouth orgenization, thus abandoning the
concent of the need for an indenendent liarcdist youth orzanization..."
"Under these conditions the dissolution .of the YCL was a revisionist error--
product of urowdev revisionisi,"(I.A. Sept. 1948, T'. 922, 923, 92L)

Like Thoripson she too proves the CP alwgrs rlrht, even vhen wrong. In discuss®:
ing a previous report in April 1948, she declares: M".,.sore com_*qdes concluded that
we not only continued our revisionist errors in the youth field, but, in fact,

further deepencd and e:ttended revisionism.  This: is obviously incorrect, and, un-

doubtedly this false in‘berpret'.. ion could have been drarm from iy report . (p. 924)

Obviously and undoubtedly! And nowr we come to: 3, "the negation of the negzation
9th floor style: "The develomments of the past fewr years orove that ve did not go fer
enough in 1945." There is a big difference, don't you see, between continuing a
revisionist mistake, e:pelling Mnd slandering those tho criticise this, and not
going "far enough', This is a 9th floor relation betueen quantity and qualluj.

Then this disciple of pragmatism proceeds to justiiy the demise of the AYD on
the basis of M"liie", Meiperdénceh, and "history". The reason, she declares, the
AYD did not develop into a broad anti-fascist, anti-war organigation is because his-—
tory had not placed such a developrient on the order of the day, !"Such a developuent

mong the youth is contingent upon simdlar developments among the people as a vhole!
p. 925). ind so 1r.1en history and Henry 'fallace outdistanced the CP (vhich was
itorking overtiie on the "prematurity" of the third party) we were able "to see nor
clearly what ve did not see din 1945."

This is the argugent that is supposed Lo console those AYD&Ts iho wronder at
the order to dig a grave for thie AYD. In spite of its bad beginnino, had the AYD |
been allowed to develon into 2 broad anti-fascist organization instead of a surrep-
titious YCL, it could have grovm, Instead it has been "ceaught in the middle",
butchered and left to rot,

But once again the truth slips out in centradictionfo alleged "eiperience ":

WHAD WZ II 1945, OR IN THT FRIICD TYIEDL (TZLY POLLOSTNC, PROZED MOE DEEPLY
Tir0 EVCAY DHASE OF QUL YCUTH WOTK, LISTEIED MO TTEITIVELY TC VI VOICES RAISED

BTULAT, TI—’.'EPE IS 1O QUESTION TI-uT WS WCULD HAYVC IUbH SCOIER, Ir IICT ALFPDADY TIELl, SEEI
THS NET-‘D FCR Al LIDETEIDEIT IOU-PARTY MARIZIST YOUTH OGANIZATION. IT IS IiO& CLELR
THAT ¥MCST CF TH. COMINADIS WII O PAISED THE DESMAND POR THE Tm=CSTABLISHIENT OF THZ Y.C.-

Wonm 10T 50 1UCH CCHCERIED WITH THE Y.C.L. AS SUCH, BUT CORRECTLY WANTED & YOUTH
RCANIZATICI #ITH MALXIST COUTEIT .M (p. 9206).

Vhy you "renefade”, you "left opportunist!, you “semi-Trotskyite", you surely

arcn't sunpovtﬂn_, the PR Club? Because you'lre talking rbout comrades like us and
those vho dropped out of or never rejoined the CP after the war. He e 1S an excerpt

from a letter ire reccived from one such comrade:




- tTodey's report from the CP Convention made me very angry. Thompson on the ycuth
penel says the disbanding of the YCL in '43 was revisionistic (Browderism) and that
we need 2 new likrwdst Leninist youth! organizaetion, The second conclusion wes ac--
cepted finally about 3 or 4 months ago, though the first one seems vary new,.I was
versonally in the fight against disbanding the YCL until I was drafted ghd  wé~
fiember the trouble I was in when I returned in '46 and fought in my club te re-es-
tzblishh some fori of YCL. This was after John Gates had written his report to the.
youth panel-denying not only that tle original dissolution was incorrect and re-
visionistic, but that a new youth organization need be built, Now comes a correct

- about face on a theoretical level, but with almost no sign of personal criticism of
the men who continually nake such errors, Disgustingl! How effectively 1ill these
ideas now be carried out,"

What we warned and fought against in 1945 and 1946 has come.about; the AYD, in-
stead of having been built by those who spoke against the YCL, has been destroyed,
- In this history, we find the answer to the embarassment of the AYD. The CP leader-
ship is afraid to allow the AYD to openly become part of a liarxist youth organiza-
“tion (individual chapter exceptions perhaps allowed) for fear it would set the red—
baiters off on an "I told you so'lick, They dare not admit in action that they mace |
ths mistake: YCL into AYD into YCL.

As for the building of the future '"non-Party Marxist youth organization®, the |
National Committee's main contribution is: not yet, The AYD declared that "the l
founding of such an organization will not take place at this time,! Betty Gamnett
and Thompson warn that it must not bé "a simple process of just giving youth cards
to the young Commmnists in the Party,"(P.A. p.915) It must bring in "other sectionz
of the youth moverent including the AYDs.o" And then comes Thompson!s tour de force
in HESITATICN. FKe travels from Queens to lianhattan by way of the Panama Canal, Ve
take the liberty of inserting nunbered ''resting stations!" after each hesitation,

_ "In this comnection, we sheuld, I believe, think along the lines of/l/ assist~
. ing, at an appropriate moment/2{ in the development of /3/ a préper organizing com-
+ mittee to prepare for /4/ the formation of such an organization," (p.915)

This is INITIATIVE] LEADERSHIP! MILITANCY! YOUTHFUL DARING! Tke tired reader

_ "will little note nor long remember! that after 4'zpproaches", Thompson has finally
"approached!" the preparation stage. But: generations after us will Inow the quote
-welle It will be one of the glories of inertia in the humor room of an American
post-Revolution museum, - It is in tids  stall eof procrastination that the beat horse
" of AYD rotse At the appropriatc moment , ;the present Farty youth clubs will combine
Zowith smatterings of AYD (under any name)'in the guise of "other sections of the
youth movement!! in a "broad! convention, This is the real reason for the dissolution
of -the AYD, The CPUSA expects to use its facility for liocus pocus to create 'con-

* sidereble forces" out of the merbership-less /YD, So, once again, a change in sta-
tionery will broaden the corpse of AYD and cripvled Party Youth Clubs into a new
organization—whose main vurpose will be to misicad the YPA in the same way that the
CPUSA misleads the PP.: unprincipled coalitions, retreat, sabotage of those who do’
not toée the line, and general evasion of the most important problems. (See cur oV,
iessue, "The Fubure of the Progressive Party" and VA llessage from Alameda Counvy Com-
munists! ,noted en last page,) .

\le have met too many Commmists,who never had the opportunity to learn Marscism-
Leninism in a real CPywho silence us with, "Lenin is dead;Lenin does not apply." On
the contrary, the CPUSA leaderchip is dead--and does not apnly. Comrades who vans
to fight for Sccialism must learn to handle their weapon, Marxism, The special note
wkich runs through the works of liari, Engels, Lenin, and Stalin is the bitter, end-
less Tight against opportuniscn,
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For those sircere people vho come to the CP in tie heope of fighting for Soclal-
ism, the study of iarxism is the antidote for the poison of opportunism, If you
want to find--exposed-- the CIUSA's role for the past 5 years, in pan tlcu__ar', read

enin's "ihat Is to Be Done!, IF you want to discover the type of qu’c“,f"‘hn lead
the Proletarian Revolution, read Stalinls “Foundations of Leninism" and the "Short
Iistory of the CPSU(B)", lle believe that if you study liarxism with an open and ob-
jechive mind, if you are not afraid to criticize, if you read the expelled litera—
ture wlthout fear or prejudice, you must come to the conclusion that the most im-~ .
portant job for us is the building of a real Harxist Cormunist Party in our country.

In the new ilarzist youth organlzatlon, we must fight to re-open the discussion,
We must bypass the routine lipservice to the '"need for study", and actually study,
Te must consider it a responsibility to build the YPA into the most powerful anti-
war, anti-fascist youth organization in Americd, The YPA must be built on the fisht
against the Harshal Plan and apainst the drift, A real Young Communist League cou'Ld.
insure this with militant, clear leadcrship..

We carmot seriously ho*)e thuat the opportubist leadcrship of* the CF USA will a.l--
low the establishment of a real Young Communist League, To date, it has not even
countenanced the name--YCL., The CP leadershln will naturally feel impelled to create
a 'respectable! organization—whith, perhaps,. a'refined"namé. The comrades who want
a YCL will find that there cannot be one without a real CP,’ levertheless, letts
fight for the correct principles in the forthcoming liar:dst, non-Party organization,
This fight will become one aspect of an evﬁr—widenirg discussion leading to the es~.
tabha}ment of a real CP, It may well be that just as membership in the YCL was
cnce tralng for competent membership in the CPUSA (in our better days), so today,the
fight for a real YCL will be the prelude to a fight on the part of young Cor:"'m—- .
nists for a real Communist Party. ;

Errata: Quote from UllJ_amson, bottom of page 7, should read:"This lack.of unity of
the left stood out sharply in Por"bland tthere there were both vacillatidon as well as
outright capltulatlon by sore forces,"

SUBSCRIPTIONS: A yearly sub to Turning Point is 51,50 TP will send you, @ $1,00
per month, New Times, Soviet international affairs weeldly; For A Lasting Peace,For
A _Peopnle!s 'D'é]‘?ﬁ“é'fﬁ'é‘jr, bi-monthly organ of the Cormunlst Information Bureau in Bu-
charest; and Turning Point, monthly, .

CONTRIBUTICNS: TP will appreclate your financial help,

NAMES : TP will mail sample copies of the above literature to names sent Us,

CORRBSPONDZICE : e urge you to write us your criticisms, suggestions, experiences.

FEB, ISSUL: Harshall Flan; Communist Attitude on Force dand Violence--Letter & Disc.

DEC. ISSUR: Ve received such good résponse from our Nov, issue on the. P,P. and were
able to mail to so many new names, that we used our small finances to 're-run that
issue. This forced us to move our Dec, material forwargd to this issue.

EXCELICONT ANATYSIS OF THE 1948 TISCTICIE AND THE POIL OF THE P.P.: "A liessage from
Alameda Gounty Commmists--1948 Elections 'Danger blgrn:).l Tor the Vorking Class.'
Submitted by Committee of Alameda County Communists for the Né~establishment of A
Harxist-Leninist CP,USA, For copies, write to: Joe Studevant, 2265- &3rd Ave,,
Qakland 5, Celif, :

VERHN SIITH DETTNSE: Funds are need8d to appeal Srith case to Supremé Court., Send
conbributions to: Vern Smith Defense Committee, P.0. Box 265), Sta, B, San’Fran-
cisco, Calif. Vern 3mith, former editor of the west coast Commnunist parer, the
Daily People'!s llorld, refused to take cath or testify before the infarous Tenney

Committee, He was cited for contempt, convicted and fined, The Smith Defense con-
sidered the fine ({300) an easy-off bribe to facilitate a legal precedent and de-
dided to appeal. Smith!s conduct in court was that of a real Communist,




