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) LETTER OF COMRADE D#MAZIERE
TO THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE PCI (FRANCRE)
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Paris = Harch 4,1048

Dear Conrades:

Last January 3lst, a fe days after the national conference
of my tendency, I addressed a letier to the Political Committee of the
PCI, wnich I asked to be put into the Internal Bulletin, noting the
present degeneration of the revolutiocnary groupings. I pointed out
that conditions were ripe for the formation of a group « which for
convenience's sake could be called centrist. In the letter, I assertw
ed that t he existence, or even the possibility of such a formation,
would urgently necessitate a modificaticn of our strategys.

I vrote then: "Ye must influence all the centrist currents,
throuzh cur members, with faith &nd contf'idence in cur militantsqjd
their revolutionary convictionses 1n so doing, our goal caanot e to
fish for a recruit here or there, but a through-going, comprehensive
and fraternal interpenetration -zich all those currents who have more
or lsgs proken with the SP and CP = 1in the interests of the rcpicheraw
tion of the workinc-class movemenh, Accenting thls perspective « and
success depends upon 1t = we nust urenare a plan to place our forces
in the Socialist Youth, the ASR (Deschezells group), the B3, Franc
Tireur, the International Review group, the personalist centers
grouped around Esprit (a literary magazine of Christian-cum=individue-
alistwecune~anarchist views) etc.,..vithout fearing to separate curselves
organically from those members wihc will apm ar to us to be most capaw
ble of undertaking such a large, detailed, slow and painstakins assigne
ment., “‘hey will bwlng to it their experience, a vnregram for advance-
ment along revoluticnary paths - witbout ultimatism, without nhrosew
mengering, without any doctrine or infallibility."

<

“ince this letter, morn than a month has pasoed and events
have counfirred my stetements, hﬂv now meke possible a clzarer view
of the maestion and althcugh up Lo now I was primarily prec:cupied
with tectical considerations, trney have helped me to understand that
we must arrive at an entirely new evaluation of the political situte
tion, ‘e must resign ourselves to putting aside, once and for all

an entire stock cof sterilizing cliches and Patal preceonczeptions, Such
a purging 1s nct without 1ts acony ~ it was for me, personally an
enourmous effort, Put it is the orerequisite for the rebirth cf the’
workinz class movement, its only chance of finding e revolu:sionary way
out in such currently declsive sitvations zs theose in France and (taly,
where an eguilibrium still comtiunes between the working class &nd
bourgeoir forces, B

At the heginning of last month, at a meeting of the FPo-
litical Committee, I tricd or&lly tc defend the idees cxnresscd in the
adcve-nontioned letter.s Two tendencies were revealed within the pree-
sent PO, he one reprusented Py Comrede Frank, alas, the present
leader of the PCI {or what resnins cf' it ) = treated ny prooo)“ls vith
tho most profcund contempt. Franlt strongly enphasized thabt 16 tone
dencies, groups, currents nov Torming ware sivmltﬂneou 1 s+rLudliﬁg
the tendercies of reformism, btaliniem end the gemiinely revolutionary

b ‘.
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desires of the masses and were no 1mor® than - and I quotée = "swarme

ing, writhing meggots" « end that decenty and principle precluded our
writh.ng after thems I will repcat to the CC what I sald to Comrsade

Franlk, that such blindness on his part may soon eneble thesc magpots

to gnaw away at his political corpse = and what is worse, that of ar
party, '

The other tendency, which comrede Mestre seems to represent
best, accepted, 1f only in principlc, most of my proposals which were -
as follows: :

1) our members should enter the currents now being formed.

2) to rojoct the tuislon of tie JS,ASR, and the PCI, which is no
longer anything more than a maneuver by the top leadershiv « we will
see why presently,

3) to support all partial regroupments, even if so based, politi=
cally or orgenically, as to exclude us, implicitly or explicitly.

4) to propese to the "Drapeau Rouge" to spesrhcad a campaign for
discussicn with thos (Franc-Tircur and certain other groups of mili=-
tants) who want, in their own words, "to try to achieve an all-crbroe
¢ing recgroupment of all the vital energies of the people, aimed at
forging & recal forde based on a genuine international, without totale
ltarian contamination, while at the same time preserving thc most
comradely and intimete contoet with the revelutionary elements of the
working class meverent, ‘

, 5) to call a National Coanference of all working class tendencies
which repudiate both stalinism and the "3rd force" in order to build
& new workers movement - even if the PCI 1s rejected as an organizam=
tion,. ‘

(A1l this was proposed and formuleted =as early as January
25th, that is well bcefore the formation of the Revolutionary Deimoe
cratic Front, (RDR) whose initlal success astonished even its orgonizers)

. Comrade Mestre took up certain of these proposals, but made
the PCI the pivot of the whele matter, I will try to show that it is
a question here, not of a secondary or tactical difference but of a
very decp divergence which touches upcn the evaluation of the IPrench
political conjuncture and perspeciives = £o use our hallowed Jargon,

This letter of mine to the Central Committee was in nc way
intended as a thesis, Even 1f I hed wented 1t to be, it would have
been difficult for, considering tie state of my thoughts and the extrow
ordinary ccnfusion reigning in thé workers movement end its vanguarde-

I could only expect to outlinz a gonergl orientation. Needless to say,
my evolution ‘= which is also, I bslieve, that ¢f & number of others

in the marty - was not developed cvernight, but is the result of
experienc s and rcflections accurmlated over several years,

Regardless of faction, mcmbers of the PCI heve a habit of
commcntins ironically on ths weolness of their Party, the defeats, the
failures to grow, the corpse of members which line our roed, the dise

- proportion betwecn 10 and more vears of efforts of seme hundréds of
. Freonch Trotskyists and the meagerness of the results obtaincd. But

\
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that which up to now, has only becén a subject for bad jokes, dispust
or doubt, must now become the soirce of scmewhet more profcund reflece
tion, It does not seem to me to be fruitful, at the moment, to review
our conduct beforg the war, except to say that, in my opinion it pre-
pared us very poorly for winning thé masses in the_period'immediately
following - during and after thewar, I believe that our present stalee
mate can be attributed to our behavior during the Uccupation, At the
time, we made an artificlal separaticn of two tasks: one was the pre-
servation (?)% cf revolutionary Marxist values, namely the class
struggle :nd proletarian internationalist; the other, the maintaining
of contact with the masses of workers end petty bourgeois who fought
the fascist forces of a decadent capitalism with a msgnificence unpre-
cedented in histery.

In the PCI, our comrade Marcel Hic, with some others, was able to
understand that the new sibuation entailed a loss of political aond
economic independence for France, until then a leading imperialist
country and an eruption of psuperized and enslaved petty bourgecis
masses, tcuched by a mixture of patriotic and anti-fascist sentiments
onto the political scene, He was not able to lead the party to accept
the tacticel consequences of his understanding, I will nof take up
again here the discussion - so tempting, so dften evaded - but oup
great defeat gives it a continued and even greater importancc, Let it
guffice for me to say here, to free me from the obligation of explain-
ing myself elscwhere, once again, that the adherence of Trotsryists as
such to the Reslstance movement was &n imperious necessity. 3By not
doing s0, we believed we werc preserving our ideological valuecs = as if
the activities of a revolutionist could be determined outside of the
concrete historical conditions of tiic struegles of the masses, Let
us pose the problem practically and suppose - and there is nothing
ridiculous about this - that ths Trotskyists had reinforced the "Franc
Tireur" groups in clandestinity. ho cannot see what enormous possibe
ilitics wonld have been openod for the revolutionary forces after the
Liberation? That probably could not nave occurrcd without some rcally
opportunist errors that the Bolshevik formation of our cadrs militants
would heve firmly and very quiclily righted.s In cortrast, if i%t. has to
be proved by the absurd, the balance shest of the four years which have
just eclapsed is open for the rccord, NO WORKER, NOT EVEN AMONG THEE
ATTRACTED BY UUR PROGRAMS OF DE'ANDS AND OUR POLITICAL OBJECTIVES,
DOES NOT RUT RECOGNIZE THAT WE W®RI MU¥ PRCFOUNDLY INVOLVED, IN THE

. WAY H® 'JAS, IN THE GREAT DRAMA OF THE NAZI OCCUPATION,

A1l the occupied cauntries of Furope posed the same problenm,. And
these countrics wcre, and remain, the key to revolutionary developnent,
That is vhy such error largely cxplain the stagnation of the Fourth
International, The Trotskyists still had not learned to understand
the econcmic and political mechanism of decadent capitalism, Our
ritual ané schematic application of the Transitional Progren (claba -
ated, incficntally, befcrec the gigantic unsettling that the war brought
to minds and action) did not permit us to follow the evolution cf the
masses in wvhich there existed st the same timec a more or less defined
desire to have done with the capittnlist regime and the projudices,
reticences, fears and dcformations, cngendered every day by the rotten-
necss of this rogimo,
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How are we to explain otherwise our real successes in certain colo-
nial, sewi-colonial and "new"Latin American countries - in relation
to our oppressive stagnation in countries of great industrial concen-
traticn end old proletarian traditions of struggle?

~ Stalinism itself, whoseé analysis is often mysteriously said to
hold the key to the problem - without ever defining exactly what
lock opened by just this key - can only be understood as the effect.
of the decomposition of bourgeois society on the proletarian rnove-
ment and proletarien consciousness,

_ 3¢ The end o f the war thus found the Trotskyites heavily han-
dicapped, without a mass base in any country whatsoever, However,
at that time it was still possible that a serious political repara-
tion, stemming from a clear understanding of the situation, would
have enabled certain of our most importantly situated parties (France,
Italy and Belgium) to regain part of the important territory lost
under the occupetions It was a question of understanding, without
gargling ebout objective conditions, what a long maturation had to
be acconiplished in the Stalinist and Sociasl-Democratic masses, and
to engage our essential forces in the large workers! organizations
to ripen the crisis which had to be produced by their politics of
treason and defeat, Some members, among them our comrade Craipeau,
defended this orientation, But the party did not follow, except in
engaging, mistrustfully in one or two actiona in this directicn -
one of ¥hose political retums (in the case of the Socialist Youth)
gave us a glimpse of what such an orientation could mean for us, if
it had been understood from the beginning and conceived of as a
general strategy for the perlod then opening, Once again we chose
to conserve “"our ideological values" in & water-tight, or nearly so,
container, while playing at being a Party - a handful of members,
without 2 paper, without means of expression and poor as Job,

Twice already since the war, history hes given us the opportu-
nty, at least in this country, to put forward revolutionary Marxism
amonZ the masses. Twice we stepped aside - looking elsewhere or dis-
dainfully. Who can be made to believe that the machine - our machine
- had not broken down? Do they think that history accumulates favor=
able occasiocns for the pleasure of revolutionists? One guestion
burns on the lips of ALL the members of the Party - some pose it,
others dare not: when, where and how will Trotskyism be able to
develon? Many begin to believe thet the favorable situations have
passed and ask themselves, even when they pursue their daily routine,
if we shall ever progress, now that so many grandiose events, in the
- coaurse of which we were not able to Justify ourselves, are behind us,

End what can be said of a party which disheartens and alienates
dozens and dezens @f militants and authemtic revolutionists -~ and not
the worst elements - without its leadership even being touched by the
idea that a serious revision of our attitude and our serious rearmae-
ment misht be necessary?

4, After the Third Congress in September, 1946 = in the course
of which the so=celled "right" tendency took the leadership of the
party, and under execrable interual conditions, tried as best it
could, %o pley the trumps that the work we had done among socifle
democratic milieus gave us, After the Socialist Youth had broken
with the S.,P., we rut forth the necessity for a revolutionary regroup-
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ment,. - Afterwards, the menbers of the S,P,, grouped around Yves
Deschezelles who were breaking from the shamsful sociale-democracy,
afthered to this perapective. But it was there, it seems that the

" totality of our past errors arnd the timidity of ouf interventions
would not permlt us to accomplish a true revolutionary regroupment -
not to speak of the fact that a large number of members of the A.S.R.,
if not the Socialist Youth, werc hostile to organiec unity with the

Our perspective of revolutionary regroupment rapidly found it-
self bypassed and at the same time cut away from under.

Bypessed: because the events of the last months in France have,
while marking a clear ebbing of the warkers' movement as a whole,
favored tne advert of workers! tendencies (larger than those robil-
"ized DY the revolutinnary regrovpment) which are trying to draw the
lessons of the defeats suffercd and which are laboriously gecking a
way out, .

Undermined: because these currents have mot as objective the
formaticn of the revolutionary perty, armed with a reveluticnary
program, but 8rc developing thoir own forces in multiple direcctiocns,
where often the desire to find a way out 1is the cnly binding force,

"It is thus that the Mouvemant Socialiste Unitaire et Democra-
tique (Batailldé Socisliste) supported, but not created by the Staline
ist was born = its program holding, even more rigidly than docs that
of the Nemnl party with its large workingeclass base in Italy, to
the objective of "Unity of actien with the Communist Party of France.

. 5e It 1s thus above all that the Rassemblement Democratique et
Revolutionnaire (R,D.R.) was born, its creation, structurz, composie
tion end dcclarations best corresponding to the efforts of the mili-
tants that the revolutionary corc did not krow and could not-cone
vince. But it is pointless to state simply that the eppearance of
such a centrist group is the price pald for our repcated failures.

It is hardly more useful to state also that the rccognition of the
existcence of the RDR is sharpening the crisis in the S.P, and reveals
also the declining prestige of the CP after the & rikes of Novenmbere
December, 1947,

What 1is essential Is to know.if and how the RDR can ccnstitute
an obstacle to the reacticnery development of the political situa=-
tion; if and how 1t can bc an instrument of radicalizaticn of the
workiny messes, Granted that the "forces of revoluticnary regroupe
ment as such ocannot play sweh a role and have wever succocded - cX-
cept in ccrtain insignificant locel actions == in throwing up a '
bridge for the Stalinist masscs.," Cecntrism in the form of tho RDR
could only develop because of our orrors, But, it is also nossible
to say that, to a certain dogrce, they corrcet ther, -

1) It reveeals a great confusicn in minds that coxists also in

facts, above all in econonic facts:

(2) the persistence in Burcpc of imperialist traits -« at the
same time that most of the countries on the continent finds
them more and more tho vassals of the U,S. - not to specak
of the even more complex conjuncture of the U.S.S.3. and
its vassals in Eastern Eurcpe,

&
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(b) the loss of independence for most of the European countries
which, in conjuncticn with their growing pauperization,
makes the petty-bourgeons messcs anxious and keeps them
pcrmancntly -in the political arena, ‘

(c) the blrth, with SC&”Clty of new layors of exploitcrs and
privileged groups (mlddlcmen, cheating shcpkeepers, cte,)
complotely unconcerned with the indepondence of their ccoune
try « which sometimes tends to encourage, to add tothe
confusicn, a rapprochement between traditional layers of
exploiters and the laboring masses, who are both hostile
to the new group.

(d) the revival -of a certain peasant SUPromacy e

2) It recveals, finally, consldering what has gone before, thet
our genoral attitude, our lenguage, cur approach to move-
ments and masses were singularly narrow and incffective, It
reveals how stupildly imoatient we have becn, how deluded and
deluding. We cannot say ve'rc paying this or that, because
we re paylng EVFRYTHING. Considering only the past ycar, we
cannot say: "We must bo the initiatars of the Regroupment
which is taking place " - for cur sectarianism has reduced
our margin of manocuvre to such a point that it is almost no
longer possible for us to cvolve in the .interior of the nass
movements

6.‘ What to do now?

Thb RDR, slow in caning into the werld, seems to ongoy very
lively success in its first dayse. My profound conviction is that it
must develop seriously in the wecks teo come to the point whore. it
will rapidly reach a membership of some tens of thousands, It is
the symbel of the confusion reigning, of the bewildered searchings:
of t housands of workers, intellectuals and petty bourgeois who do
not wish tc choose between Trumen and Stalin - that 1s, betwecn the
innumcrable evils of putrefying capitalism and the inhuman issue of
burcaucratic and terroristic collcctivism, as the form of society
following such prolongcd degeneration,

Hewever, we must at all price reelize unity with all these
searching cicments - for, in my opinicn, this is now the last chance
for a regeneraticn cf tho workingclass moverent.

Por the moment, the diversity of the political clements of the
Regroupmont ardly matter. Well before 1ts constitution, a month
ago on February 1lst, I wrote that 'a centrist regroupment would he a
refuge for & rainbow cf tendocncics, going from more or less cpenly
avowcd Stalinism to revolutionary iarxism passing by such pelitico-
sentircntal nuances as anti-~tota llt”rianism, pacifism and humanism,
That's theo sign of the times and sc much the worsc for thosc that
cannot accept its IG's the samc focr the presence in the Regroupment
of ccrtain wastrels, professi mrl political fugitives or other prac-
ticnl jokirs,

sticH A REGROUPIENT, IN THT PRESENT CIRCUMST ANCES, CAN !ID LUST
PLAY £ PROGRESSIVE ROLE., It is thc conly brake possible to the re-
treat cof tlc rasses on the rcactionary path,
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« It can become a serious counterweight to the other Rassemble-
ment, that of the bourgeois camp which is also groping for a path, a

.

program, a situeatiocn,

- It is also the OnlYVpOSSible pole of attraction for the mass
of militants, disheartened by the politics of the big workers' par-
tiese.

« It is very certainly going to regroup the greatest part of our
tens of thousands of voters with whom we never knew how to bridge' the

g2D.

- It is going tc bring to & paroxysm the crisis in the SP, where
it is pushing out almest its entire forces,

- It possesses a mass'organY(Franc~Tireur), with 250,000 réad-
ers, cnjoying derious influcnce among Stalinist workers apd creator
of important popular agitational campaigns of great significance,

- It is already sowing indecisicn among the Stalinophile ranks
of the Bataille Socisliste, '

« The eternally and almost too great prosunity position of its
paper can bring it to play an important role in the trade unicn movee
ment, if the Unite Syndicale tendency (sex FroubsvOuvrier) engages in
politics appropriate tc the circumstances, v

- Its "appcal - vhich throughout this letter I have taken for
granted you are familiar with - must, in the spirit of the foundcrs
of the RDR - permit the greatest development of workingeclass and
truly democratic tendencies, If, once more aping the Stalinists, we
insult the RDR, denouncing it as a gathering of rotten elements,
psendowrevolutionarics or agents of the Third Farce, -we will have
understocd nothing, we will not have understocd what base and what
currents are carrying it, and we will have furnished the la2st hise
toric proof that we are a sect, 2 vestige of the left opposition, an
appendagc of Stalinism. I believe that it is now hardly worthwhile
to define my conclusion furthecr,

The revolutinnary vanguard must go to the RDR and play its cards
intelligently from within it., In the state of disarray and confusion
- that the proletarian vangiard finds itself, certain key valucs will
permit our members to find themselves again: the unconditional dew
fense of werkingeclass demands; effective support of colonial aspirfe
ticns for complete independence; solidarity with workers of all coune
tries; rcspect for democracy within the boson of workingclass life,

For the rest, we must walt until our views are decanted through
a considerably larger activity than that we have known until now,
It's impossible not to fall into the most sterile scetarianism when
for 18 ycers, a program is claboretcd withcut being based upon 2 cupe
rent, however feeble, within the factories, The warst thing would be
to believe that in going to the RDR, we were accomplishing & new
"entry," carrying, corefully wrapped, but ready for unpacking, cur
members, cur prograns, our prc judices, our waste matter, If, on’ the
contrary, we want Trotskyism, as an cxprossion of revolutionary Marxe
ism, not te discredit itsclf forever, we must give it its last chaneo
to rencw 1tself ond prosper,
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Resorving the guiding threads cnumerated above which arc our in-
alicnable attainment, we must make every effort to rid ocursclves of
our sediment, to acquirec new visicn - or risk losing our last hcpe.
Nobody yet knoews what may hanpen and in what form the new workers
perty will express itsclf, Obviously, cme may have dcubts about the
effects of such an effort upon us, when, for example, one remcmbers
-the tempest unchained in our party in Novenber, 1946, by the open
letter to the S.P, and C.P. for an elocctoral united front. Sec much
the worse if the infirm or the cadavers fall by the wayside: Trotskye-
ism - and not 1ts impotent caricature - must. live and open the way
to the socialist revolution,

It hardly scems worthwhile to mec to spscify, if we have under-
stood what a chance the RDR still offers us, that our efforts to
strengthen it, must ‘take place with the least possible delay. Ve
must understgnd, even'better than the founders of the movement, theme
selves, who are carried along by the current, thet it can only fule<
£11l its function if it gains a large encugh number of members., More
than that, the rapid adherence of revolutionary groups and militants,
will enormously attenutate the risks of serious compromising of the
RDR and its utilization by perscnalitics who wigh to retrieve the ir
political virginity in the oyes of the workcrs. ‘

It is senselcss to specify here vhat cannot for the moment be
specificd: cxactly how to adhore to the RDR; what its immediatc ac-
tions will be; what forms it will take, All these questirns, I in-
sist, kncwing what the infirm are going to put forward - seem to me
pointless.. The essential 1s to be there} As for m, my decisicn .
has ‘been taken, because I believe it is time to drew thc conclusions
imposed upon us by our defeats and aberted efforts. If their organi-
zaticn is insolvent, members must teke up their responsibilities
within the working class. I have no desire to go intc retiremsnt,
either by returning home or by contimiing to respect the routine of
the P.C.I. Therefore, I am joining the Rassomblemcnt Demncratique
Revolutionnaire. : ' '

I hope thet you will understand my attitude - whatevor my in<
abilities tc explain it - and that it will be possible for me to
remain 2 member of on organizaticn to which, for the past 12 years,
I have given tho best of myself. ' :

Fraternal grecetings,
‘Demaziere

P.S, Once more, I ask that this lctter be published in the Internal
Bulletin,



March 17, 1948

E, R, licKinney
Naticneal Sceretary

For the Political Committee

Dear Comrades:

Attached please find an article I hive prepared for the Bulletin,
I regret its length, es well as the length of time it has token me to
preparc it and circulete it for si gnatures, But the pressurc of
other things made it impossible for me to get it in sooner,

Since this article was written, the tendencies criticized in it
have become more marked rather then less sos In aur handling of the
UE situation, in the discussions of the rupture of the CIO Council
in New Jersey and now in Los Angclss, we scem prepored to justify or
at least not to seriously cendenn any action of the native burcaucra-
’ ey, no matter how viclous and ant;-dcmocr\tic, as long as it is di-
rected against the Stalinists.

I hope this article will at leaest arousc sericus discussion in
the partye. I request that it be published in full. In the event
thet it is absolutely impossible Lo grant this rcoquest, 1 su-~pest
that Sccticn II, "A Questicn of Party Procedure," be taken out in
its ocntiretys. Though I am very concerned that this question get the
carcful attention which it deserves, I believe the cther portiens of
the article which deal with policy are even more important.

, I request, further, that this” letter be included with the arti-
cle in the Eullotln.

Fraternally yars,
Larry O'Connor
P.S. In addition to myself, the following have indicated a desirc to

have their names attached as subscribing generally to the vicws ex-
pressed in the article: :

Arnold Abbctt
Barton Russel
. Byer Carol

Robertson _ Christiansen
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THE YORKERS PARTY AND THE UAW

Introduct ion

This article is a criticlism of the way in which ow party's
policics in thc UAW have been orescnted in Labor Acticn. To aveid
any misunderstanding, we wish to pcint out thet cur criticism bases
1tscelf cn complete agrecment with the party's positlon that in the
faction fight in tle "UAW the Routher caucus had to be given orgoni-
zaticnal suppoert cgninst the Thomes-Addes-Stalinist caucus,

The question 2t issue revolves arcund how this policy wos cor-
ried out., The fact that some of our criticIsms may be, or may scem
to be, similar to thoeosc voiced by the SWP or other opponents of our
pprty, (r thot such a criticism may be pleasing to enemies of our
party shculd not and cannot deter any serious rcvoluticnist from
exerting every effort to correct or to asccept a carrection of acticns
which ore vrong and can be very harmful to the party if they are per-
m;tted t 0 remain uncorreccted.

In prepering this article we have enly two scurces of informae
ticn, enly two things to go by. Thesc ere the cxtensive treatment
in Labor Action of the whole UAY situaticon before, during and since:
the conventicrn, end the discussions and motlons recorded in the mine
utes of the PC. In Judging party pclicy we cmntend that thesc
gources should be sufficient. If they have, perchance, led to any
misunderstanding on our part cof the role played by the party at the
UAV convcntlon an¢ inside the Routher caucus, that can he attributed
soleoly to feilure on the port of those respensible to kaD the
perty and 1ts sympathizers cdequately informed, ,

Te The UAY COWVW‘TIOI AFI)THE TAFT -HARTLEY ACT

"o do not for a single instant give supncrt to 2 politieal
program or o policy which is not ours or which we consider
false or dangerous., We contirue cur criticism of even these
lecderships we support. We continue to advocate our own pro-
gramn and oolicios. All this without eomcealment and without
apology." ' . ‘ A
Max Shachtman, Lebor Acticn, Dec. 8, 1947 -

eeNOL every bloc represents a capltulation of one side to
the other. Far froem it. That i1s true only of those bloes
ia which one side, without political explanation and justifie
cation, abandons the positions it has held up tc yesterday or
tadjustsT these positions to those of the partner in tnP bloc,"
Max Shachtman, "Two Lines on Unity,"
iloPoelulletin, Vol, II, No. 4, p.l8.

It is our cententicn that in handling the UAW donvention in

Lobor Acticn the party did, in fact, give support to a program and

a policy which was not ours, and for much longer than a single ine
stant 4 IFurthor, that this. constituted the abandonment of nositions
which hod been held up to the comventicn, or at the very 1eLst

their "adJustment" to these of a partner in a bloc, namely 2 scc=-
tion of the Reuther caucud. This was done without political explana-
tion or justification.to the party t£1ll more than twe moenths after
‘the convention, and in clear violation of the decisions of the ¢ Onte.
petent porty body, which were not reversed till some time latcr.
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A, The Taft-Hartley Affidavits.

- Up to the time the UAW convention met, our party had = clear,
correct program on the question of what the policy of the labor movee
ment should be with regerd to signing the so-called "nonecommunist"
affidavits required under the Taft-Hartley Act., This position had
been formally laid down in a motion of the Political Committee cn
July 17, 1947, In brief, our position was that the labor movement
should refuse to sign these affidavits cn the grounds that we are.
against govermment interventicn in the internal affairs of the worke
ing class movement, and espocially agailnst government intervention
in the political life of the unicns or imposing upon unicn officials
a specific politiceal faith or ~affiliation, ,

As applied to the UAW, this positicn was carried prominently in
Lebor Acticn t1ll the eve of the convention, The issue of November
10th, which greeted the cmventicn, had two articles in which
Reuther's capitulatjon to the affidavits was condemned, one of them
ending: "UAW militants} To fight the Taft law, follow the lead of
the mineas and seamen, not tho lead of Murray,,Addes, Leonard and
Reuther.

Then came tre convention., As far as we can gather from the
paper, the sole major debate at the whole ccnventicn was held on this
questicne And what was the sum and substance of our reporting and
comment on this issue? 1In the three editions of LA written during
‘and immediately following the conventicn, we apoldgized for Recuthcr
on a guestion on which, according to the last aprticle in the Shachte
man UAW serles, Reuther capitulated tc the government and gid great
harm to tho labor movement and the UAW} '

There are many ways in which you can apologize for an ally who
1s embarrassing you. One of them is to say nothing about what he is
doing, while denouncing his opponents, Read the paper as carcfully
ag you may, this is iIn substance what it says: the Stalinists and
Addes~Thrmas were. demagogues on this question. They and Reuther are
both guilty of not proposing a full progrem fer the defeat of the
Taft-Hartley Act., There is cnly one differcnce between them, i.e.,
one bunch is for signing, the other against., But those who are
against signing are phonies and Stalinists, while those who are forp
signing are the "militants,"

But LA and the Workers Party who do nct, we are teld, for & sine
gle instant give support to a policy which is not ours or which we
ccnsider felse or dangerous, what did we do about it? For nine ise
sues of the paper following the ccnventicn, each of which had a
lengthy article on the UAW, the' Workers Party could not find its
tingue to criticize Reuther and his followers for cepitulating to the
government on this issue. In thc December first issue, Coolidge ine
forms us that "...in the main spcech by Abner (Reutheritc) on the
affidavit questlion, the Stalinist -Addes position was cut to shreds,"
Practically the sole comment cm this question, other than the above,
in the articles of the rcpresentative cof the party who is spccially
- concerned with the directicn of cur trade unien work, is a romark
that as the conventicn had voted to sign the T-H affidavits, any dis-
cussion of wages and how to fight the Act as 2 whole would have
raised a political debate which Rcuther was anxious to avoid in view
of his support of the Decmocratse That is alll
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Now how are we to explain nct oaly silence rn this question,
but & linc of disoussPcn which clearly could have only one effeet .
to apolegize for the pogition taken by Reuther? How are we o ex-
plain the fact that though the party had established a cloar posi-
tlon on this question, a delegate ot the convention who listens
clecsely to what we have to say voted with the Reuther ceucus to-
sign the affjdavits? '

The P.C., subsequent tc the writing of these articles by
McKinney, Jascn and others, discussed the question of the affidavits
again and recched a conclusion which was expounded in the final oertiem
cle on the UAW by comrade Shachtmen, This. conclusion will be dis-
cussed scparately, on its meritss All we are trying tc point out
herc is that even prior to shanging the positicn of the party, re=-
sponsitle nembers of the organization in fact "adjusted" our posi-
tion so that it did not come intc heade-mm conflict with the Reuther-
ite "uilitants," ' : )

Succinctly stated, and without embellishments, what is the now
pesition of the PC? They say thet the T-H affidavits are a bad
thing, dirccted at interfering in the 1lifc of the labor movemsnt,
ete, (Even Governor Warren says the affidavits arc a bad thing,)

But thcy are nct the whole Taft-Hartley Act, in fact are only a relee

atively insignificant part of it. It would have been a finc thing
if the labor movement had taken our advice and refused to sign as
part of an alleround, general offensive against the Act and the
whole anti-labor drive. But, alas, this was not the case. Meony »»
lebor lcaders, and emong them many "progressive" c¢nes either mished
to sirn the affidavits, or got 2round to signing at their leisufc.
We don't take responsibility for the fact that they have 1lod the
labor tovement intc the corral con this question. But this is all
water cver the dom. Since most unicns have signed, it new heccnes
very hard for those unicns vhich haven't signed to hold out.

But, we may ask, dces this "embarrassing" situaticn intc which
the labor bureaucracy has led the American labar movement make it
incumbent on the revolutionists t¢ suvport them in further capitula=-
ticns to the Act end hence to the capitalists? The resolution is
silent. You are left to draw your own conclusions. The ccnclusions
which have actually been drawn are plain to see, Labor Action re-
perts every single Situation in which this question ccmes up in such
a way as to justify and in fact insist on the labor movement submite
ting t¢ the affidavital

B. The General Struggle Against the T-H Act.

It is an old trudsf for revoluticnary Marxists that radical
phrases can often cover opportunism in practice. In this case such
phrases are provided in ample reasure., As 1s invariably the case in
such siturticns, the radical phrases have a rest gensral, abstract,
purely formal character, For each apology for Reuther on the spe-
cific policy 2t issue, yru will find several general asserticwns that -
we denft support Reuther when he is wrong, Accompanying our ccmpli-
city in this capitulation, you will find numerous asserticns that
Reutier and his colleagues in the labar movement have completely
falled to mobilize the workers for an all-out of fensive against T-H,
that it is cur Job to help the lobor rovement to stem its retrect ,
consolidate its forces, and twn to the offensive. You will not, in

[ 4
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all the tens of thousands of words written in the past months on the
UAW find & concrete statement of what our poliey is with regard to
fighting the Act, of how we prepose to start serming the retreat, of
what we now urge the labor movement to do, No, the 2bove is not alto-
gether correct, You will find cme ond one policy alone referred to.
That is that laber must build a laboar party.

Is this 2ll we have to say to the workers m how they are to de-
fend their unicns agoinst the employer-government offensive? It is
not 41 we used tc say to them, There are resolutinns of the Politi-
cal Comaittee rn this question also, resolutions which seem to have
been as cumpletely forgotten as was the resoluticn on the T-H affi-
davits until the writer of this article called it to the attenticn of
the PC.

On June 26, 1947, the PC passed 2 series of seven resolutions on
the policy to be advocated by our party in the fight against the Taft-
Hartley Act. These summarized were: The workers must continue to
struggle to maintain their standard cof living, regardless of the Act,
That we held cut the cxample of the UMW as the way in which the lebor
movement should struggle o1 the cconomic field against the Act, That
we continue to advocate the 24-hour goneral strike as a protost
sgainst the act, as a political demonstration, and as the starting
point for an organized, general counter-coffensive by labor., That we
centinue to advance cur slogan for a laber party in line with cur
othow s logons,., That we keep on calling far a general strategy board
‘of lebor and for democcratically clected local councils of action,

These moticns have never been replaced by oﬁhers. Hes the pas-
sage of timo and the developments in the labor movement -rendcred them
inapplicable? o ‘

It would appear that in the minds of merbers of the PC this is
the casc, It is much easier to spcak in generalitiecs about stemming
retreats, organizing defensives and launching countor-offensives than
it 1s to say what the labor movement should actually do next.

It is our ccntention that the above motions, as well as the ori-
ginal moticn cf the PC on the affidavits represent the correct 1line
which the party should follow propagandistically in its press. Tho
immediate statc of the labor movement should dictate the degrec of
prominorice given eech slogan, or should dictate whether somo OF the
points in the resoluticns of June 26th should be put forward s sloe
gans at all as distinguished from cducaticnal, explanatory articles.

Ce Alternatives for the Working Cleass and the Part v,

As we sec 1t, the labor movement is faced with only two probable
alternatives this spring. When the contracts in the m jor industrics
approach tholr dates of expiration, either the copitalists will yicld
sore pacifying wage demands which they can well afford with continuing
inflaticn, cr they will launch an 2lleout offensive against the labop
movement, '

If the first alternative comos to pass, it 1s quite likely that
the present relative class peace will continue in the country., The ‘
bureaucrats will put over acceptance of the cconomic crumbs on an un-
casy and dissatisfied working class, In thot event, the retres of
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the labor movement will continue on all fronts, Politically with the
" support of Trumen, cconomically with grudging acceptance of high em-
- ployment end high prices. Which will mean for the party the least
favorable opportunity for putting forth its program and building its
forces in any but an almost purely prcpagandi stic menner.

Should the employers uso the Taft-Hartley Act to launch an all-
out offonsive on the labor movement as a whole, a even on certain
.8clected and particularly vulperable unions, we will have an entirely
dif ferent situation, and cne which will be most favorable to us, pro=-
vided we havon't frittorod away our political potentisls in advance
by wrong pclicies,

Perhaps the party is not sufficiently aware of the fact thet the
majority of the unicns have nct yet actually come face to face with
the Taft-Hartley Act. The Act was dosignead comscicusly so that it
would not hit all the unions at once, Unirns which had signcd ccn-
tracts before its passage (most of the big ones) were not affected by
many of 1ts most onerous méasurcs till their contracts come up for

. re-negotiation, Others were able to work out "deals" with tho employ-
ers which can be oxplained only as a conscicus policy on the part cof

- the latter to give concessinns to onc group so as to break its soli-
darity with other unions whon they are attacksd, (The SUP was thus
able to work out a deal with Taft himself which permits them to' rctain
their hiring hall, The longshoremen, wc predict, won't be so lucky in
their fricnds,’) : ‘ L

If tho amployers, or somo of them, decide to launch & major as-
sault on the unions with the aid of the Act this spring, the retreat
- of labor will come to an end, With their backs against the wall, the
workcers will havo to turn and fight, It i1s possible that this spring
we will have a strike wavo which will make the wave of 1946 look like
a ripple; a strike wave featured by violeneo, by the e¢alling out of
troops to enforce the law, by tho jailing of unicn militants ang offi-
cials in droves, by injuncticns in sheaves, by sympathy strikcs and
goneral strikecs of o demonstrative and perhaps not purcly of a demon-
strative charactor, : x "

e ' This 1s the situation for which the party must properc itseclrf,
Lo its sywpathizers and the readers of _Labor Action now., And they must
bé propored not mercly by articles which point to the possibility of
the development of tho struggles sketched above, but with a policy
which is oxplained, educated for, urged upon them weck-in, week-out.,
, It s in the light of this perspcctivec thet we believe the PC's pres-
# ~° ont policy on the affidavits is not cnly an opportunist capitulation
"~ to Reuthor, but, as with most opportunist policics, a short ~sighted
‘policy which appears "practical” today but which will be 'regarded as
‘Weak-knecd and reactionary by the worker militants tomorrow,

P
1

It 1s in the li'ght of the above perspective that we consider the
"PCt's dropping, for all practical purposes, of its policies with rcgard
to propdgandizing for 24-hour general work stoppages, and particularly
for gencral and local ccmmittees of action, and their exclusivc concon=™
tration on the labor party to be a short-sighted policy which will
~ loave the party end 1ts followers in no position to capitalize on the
up-swing of workingolass militancy which may lic ahoad.

i e
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Let us deal right now with the possible charge - of leftist scc-
tarianism which mny be levellod ecgoinst use. We have alrcady stated
thet it 1s pcesiblc thet the ermployers will not bring things to a
hcad tnis spring, that their profits ond prospective profits under
the Marshall Plan will inducc them tc -pestpone the issw. In-that
cvent, wcuid the policy for the Party and LA put forth herc make cof
us a sccterien veleo orying -in a vwilderness cof ha ppy class-collabo-
rotion? We den't think sce Every countact with the real militants in
the laber rovement lecds us te -belicve thit they are as ncutely awarc
of the dangcr which hangs cver their hcads &s we arc,

Right now tho workers are able te get by without e fight, Prices
keep ledping ahcad of -paychecks, tut omployment is high and they den't
kncw  just what to do about ‘prices.s Their unions and the job condi-
ticns protcoted by them are not under dircect assdult. T-H hongs cver
the ir hcads like & sword of Damncles, but it hasn't fallen yot.:
Nevertheless, they know pretty well what lics aheed, If not this
spring then o little later, and hence they heill with cnthusiasa ac-
ticns such as John L, Lewis! rcfusal to sign the affidevits, In this
they sce & symbol of the resistance, of the end of the retroet, of
the coming struggles,  John L, is a demagoguc, but, for a burchucrat,
he 1s unigucly sconsitive to the mceds of the wrkors, His gesturc
cost him little; it re-won for him the admiraticn of the militant
workers, ' : : :

Wo cre not demagogucs. We rcally intend to lead the workers, fis
best we may, in the struggles ahcad, Why then shculd we feor that
the militants will ‘mot also sep in us champicns of their causc if we
urge 2 program which gives them =2 specific idea of how thoy must or-
ganizc the fight in the future? C :

It is In the cntoxt of the perspcetivo of sericus struggles
ahecad that the T-H affidavits acquirc great importance, Those comne
rades who think that the questiin of the T-H act now boils down tc a
" parliamentary fight to repeal it on the statute books, with or with-
cut 2 laobor party, display a rcaly dangerous degree of parliementary
illusicns, Rcfusal to sign the affidavits has becore a symbol in the
minds cof thousfnds of workcers of an end tc the retrecat. ihon they
ars c mfronted with the "practicel difficultics" involved in refusing
tc sign, they may buckle on the questicn. But: they are not conscious
revoluticnists vho look ahcad. Even when they gilve in on a narrow
trade-union basis to the "necessity" of signing the affidavits, they
st11l hail those¢ unions which refuse to sign as the chanpicns of the
coming battlcse. A : o :

We fcel thet 1t 1s absolutely mandatory for cur party to chinge
its positicn n this questicne 1t is mandatory that we put 2 halt to.
this practice of verbal radicalism accompanied by practical capitula-
ticn. Laber Acticn must ccase explaining why, in this cr that situa-
ticn, it 1s nccesgary for union lcaders to sign, and start ringing
the tocsin fer the struggles which will be fought primarily on the
piclket lines, and uot at the ballot box or in the hells of Congress.
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II. A _QUESTION OF PARTY PROCEDURE

A, How a Pollcy Is Changed

"eesetts I's 50 often thc casc in the SWP (the new policy was
abruptly anncunced) without consulting the membership and -
with an oxplanaticn from the loadership only when it was
forced to give cne,"
. Maz Shachtman, Labor Actiocn, Dec. 29, 1947

From the context of tho above guoteation, it wculd appear that
comrade Shachtman, at least, considers this a bad way for the loader-
ship of & rovolutirnary party to change a poliéy. Unfortunately, his
descrinticn is net fully accurate as it applies to the SWP wherc their
policy in the UAW 'is concerned. Much more unfortunately it is, with
cne modification, an all toc accurete deseription of the way in which
the leadership of the WP changed our policy on the Taft-Hartley affi-
davits, _ ‘ ‘

Just to keep the record straight: how did the SWP really arrive
at its change in policy on the UAW, from'a strietly organizaticnal
point of wviow? ‘ : L '

First, thcir National Cemmittee, in plenum assembled, hold a full-
dress discussicn o1 the question., The disagreements were so great that
it was dccided tc consult the ir supporters in the UAW on the question,
A cenfercnee was held attonded by their friends from all parts of the
country at which the majority, for good reasons or bad, voted to cease
supporting Routher and to support the Thomas-Addes-Stalinist caucus,
This dccisicn was communicated to thelr Politicel Committec which, in
turn, hold a referendum of thelir Nationel Committeec, After concur-
rence of o majority of the SWP Naticnal Committec with the proposals
of the UAW confcrence, the new policy was announced in an editorial
in the Militant. o | .

It is truc, theore was nct a full discussion in the wholc SWP meme
bership on thc question. Yet, when we take into account the time they
had at their disposal, and the normal way in which trade union policy
1s adopted cven in the most dempcratic parties, we must affirm thet
this was not at all bad for a bureaucratic crganizatirn,

We have already had quite a bit to say about how the policy of
the Ylorkers Party was changed on tho question of the T-H affidavits,
On this quecsticn, comrade McKinnoy might Jjust as well cease trying to
convince the PC and thc membership that no change in policy has taken
placecs His assertions will not stand up against the pclitical facts.,
In additicn to our inteclligence we also have documents which have becn
summarized in this article,

Our Nationol Committee also hcld a Plenum just before tho UAW cone
vention, and thc fricnds of the WP in the UAW held a conforence. Both
thesc gatherings werc held after everyone knew that the Reuther ceaucus
would have a two-to-one majority at the cowmventicn, We also kncw that
Reuther and his whole caucus lcadership had already committed theme-
selves to signing the affidavits. Hence it need not have taken rore
political intclligence than was asscmbled at our plenum and confercnce
for us to foresco that the UAW convention would go on reccrd to sign,
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Yot nct a word was said by anyonc, to our knowledge, olther at
the plenum or the conferehce about the necessity of changing our posi-

~ticn en the basis of the now situation which this would bring about,

despitc the oxcellent opportunity afforded by these goathorings to in-
augurate thc dscussion, Needloss to say, the roanks of the party were
not consulted either,

We said above that though the qotation from comrade Shachtman ac-

"curately describes the way in which our policy was changed, it needs

one modificat ic1, That 18: the new policy was not "abruptly announced"

to the party. Rather, it was apparently first adopted on the spot by
our representatlivis at the UAW convention. It was hinted at and doled
out by implication in two issues of the paper written before the PC
had even held 1ts preliminary discussion cn the mesion of changing
the policy. '

The cad fact is that the party was orly informed that the PC was
considering & change of policy on this quoastion by a circular issued
by the National Secretary on December 3, two days before the final
motions were passed, ' ,

The Sen Frarcisco Bay Ares Branch, however, had sensed from the
apologstics for Feuther in the Labor &sction articles that something
was cookings. Due to tho extreme preoccupation with polemicizing
against the SWP, however, the readers of the paper had to wait week
after weesk for promised discussions of the T~H affidevits, On Decem-
ber 12, however, when the sabove~-mentioned.cireular was read to the
branch, a unanimous motitrm was passcd as followsg '

"That the organizer ‘Write the PC asking them that if they are
considering any subs tantial rcvision of cur attitude towards
the Taft-hartley Act, such revision not be made without pevi-
ous consulitation aird discussion with the aembership of the
party."

This rcaolution was mailed to the Nationel Secretary on December
13th. &5 fey ag we knoew, it was never brought to the attention of the
PC. Soume ton days after the final discussion had been held in the PG,
and the moticns voted, tkv'mcmbers of the NC were informed of the dis-
cussions which were taekithg place. ‘ :

As faY as the Natiomal Comrittee is conchrned, the delay in their
appraisal of the disoussions leading to the new policy can no doubt be
ascribed to technical di fficultics at the center, The membership, how-
ever, was informed in full of the rnew policy 6nly in comrade Shacht-
man's article in L& of Degember 29, and in 3 circular from the National
Secretary about ten days later, (This was about 50 days after the

policy was actually put in cffect,)

Now it may very wcll be that the comrades of the PC were of the
opinion that this qucstion was not of suffigient importence to warrant
a full party discuseion heforc a position wec fermelly adoptced. Such
opirionswerc expressed im some spcacics in she PC, They are rondered
ridiculous by the fect that the PC was itself compelled to devote al-
most two full mcetings to this qucst lon befrrve it could arrive at a
final decision; by the fuyther fact that the National Sccrctary now
formally suggests that a discussion would be fruitful in thc branches;
and finally by the applicat ion of elecmentary political intel ligence
to the problem,
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Be A Few Questions.

Unfortunately we are compelled to arrive at a much more distaste-
ful conclusion as to the real reason for the disregard for our tradi-
tions of party democracy shown in this case, This conclusion is fure
ther bolstered by the fact that comrade McKinney still finds it ncecese
sary to argue that there has, In fact, boon no significant change in
party policy. Ho attempts to "prove" his argument in two ways: 1) by
vigorous asscortlon: 2) by a blatant distortim of the motivation of
the PC resolution of July 17, 1947, which laid down the original
policy. (A motion, incidentally, made by McKinney.)

Now why is it precisely o¢omrade McKinney who is so concerned to
Prove that no change has taken place, to pacify those in tho party who
objJect to the new policy and particularly to the method by which it
was adoptcd and put in effect? .

In our opinion, becauso a clear end honest view of this affair
makes it necessary for comrade McKimey to angwer & number of ques-
tions, not only from the point of view o politics in general, but
specially from the point of viow of party procedure. We will now pro-’
ceed to ask these questions, We think we already know thc correct an-
swor to some of them, but we hops we are wrong, Othoers concorn mat- -
ters of fact with regard to which we think we have deduced the correcct
answors. On these we are anxious to have empirical confirmation or
denial, ‘ :

' 1) Is it not a fact that the position of tho party on tho affi-
davits was laid down in a speoific rosolution .of the PC of July 17,
1947; that this resolution had never been superseded prior to Docem-
ber 5; that the 1ine of this resolution was carried in all articles
in Labor Action up to and including tho issue of November 107

2) What efforts did our friends at the UAW comvention meke %o
get the Reuther caucus to adopt a position in linc with the above-
ment loned: opinions of the party?

3) Did” you advise any of air friends who may have boen delegates
at the convent ion to vote on this question in accordance with the
.+ * above decisions? If so, did they follow your advice?

4) In your opinion, what political-organizational principles
~Justified the publication of articles by yourself and others in Labor
Acgion between the dates of November 10 and December 5 which not only
. falled to criticize the Reuther faction for adopting a position on the
. -affidavits contrary to the views expressed in the resolution of July
- 17, but which rather cmstituted an apology for the faction on this
-que stion? ~

T

TR AT D

A
!

i

., 5) What efforts were made by friends of the WP at the convention
-'to influence the Reuther caucus to adopt a resolution on the labor

party?

CLIE BRI ™ SN

, , 8) ‘"het gfforts were made by our friends to get the convention
to consider such qiestions as the Marshall Plan, the labor party, an

. ‘economic. policy?
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7) VWhat efforts were made by our friends to get the Reuther cau-
cus and/or the convention to adopt a general policy to fight the T-H
Act, and if such efforts were made, what wére the specific planks of
the policy advocated?

The reasons for these questions-should be obvious, We don't want
to, nor can we conceal our motives, The change of policy on the T-H
affidavits without consultation with the party gives us reason to be
fearful that other things were done or were left undone at this conven-
tion which cannst be Jjustificd by any provious decisions of the party
or its competent bodles., Thesc fears are not allayed by anything we
have rcad in LA. Quite the contrary. The lack of a large deélcgation

~at the convention should not, we feoel, be given as an excuse. Though

we had fow dclegates, we had a vast (for us) aggregatiom of talent in
and around the convoentio. What did they do?

The past UAW convention has been hailed in unrestrained terms by
our lecading UAW supporters and those primarily responsible for our
trade union policy as a gres victary for the working class. We aro
gratificd, as much as anyone else, at the organizational victory over
the Stalinist machinec, et we failto perceivec, by anything written in
the paper, that the convention adopted on any other question a policy
which could be remtely identified with any known party nolicy or por-
tion thercof. '

There would be no grdunds'fop disquiet if, in addition to hailing
the victory over the CP, our paper repa ted docbates or discussions
either within the Reuthcr caucus or at the comveition in which our posi-

- tions had been presonted and received, if not a majority, then at least

encouraging support. There are nc. such reports,

In their absence\ﬁpe question rises to mird: just what did our
comrades and supporters do at this convention which can be considered
a posltive gain for the party? In vhat way did they seek to impleméent
the general policies of our party as they apply to the labor movement?
In & word, did the activity of our friends and supporters at this cone
vention rcal 1y reflect the positions of our party, or were they so
directed and watercd down that thoy became indistinguishable from the

general activities of the Reutheritces?

III. THE STALINISTS, THE "MILITANTS" IND THE REVOLUTIONARY
. T 80C ILLISTS v

A, An Adequate Formula?

Some time ago the party sdopted a position which goes sormething
like this: We consider the Stalinists the greatest internal danger te
the develcpment of the American working class, Therefore, in situa-
tions in tho labor movement where the only practical altermative we
have is a choice between organizational centrdl of the unions by the
Stalinis ts or by the native American labor bureaucracy, whethcor this
be progressive or cven conservative, we will give organizational supe.
port  to the bureaucracy sgainst the Stalinistse. ' -

This kind of a position has one great virtue: it is simple, It

. 18 80 simplc, as & mattor of fact, that any fool can go into a union _

with 1t in hils pocket and kmow how to vpte in eny union election,
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The only information he would nced i1s: who are the Stalinists and who
the native bureaucrats,

As with most things in real 1life, the virtuc of simpliecity has’
1ts dangers as well as its edvanteges. The histey of ths revolutione
ary movement is littered with excellent formulas which served a useful
cgducational and propagardistic purpose as long as the organizations. _

"~ which operated by thom could do 1littls wore than educate and propagane
dizo, But the moment thesoc organizations wers placed in a positiocn in.
which they were able to apply these formulac to beal sltuations; they

-were forced (in those cases when they -ected intelligently) cither to
modify the formulae very drestically, or even to ignore or abandon
thom, V )

In his spccoh to the New York mewbership of the SWP, reported in
the December 8 Militant, Cannon invokes another formula as & guiding
line for the policics of his organi zation,

The criterion, he said, by which tho SWP decidcd its policics in
the labor movement is the critorion of tho elass strugglc, What
serves this struggle they do, and what dcs not serve it they abstain
from doing. No onc in the winle movoment, we are sare, can object to .
this also very simple fomula, In.thc past we havo filled 1t out a
little more with content by saying that in thc labor movemnt we be-
lieve thosec policies serve the class struggle which tend to increasc

.the independence, co nscicusness amd combativity of the workling class,

Now the question is: will a policy which In cvery case dictates
the seloction of the rative hmerican bureaucracy over the Stalinists
in the labor movement also invariably lead to the incrcase of the in-
dependoncc, cmsciousness and combativity of the working class? Will
such a policy also invariably lecad to the greatest demperacy in the
~unlops, to the creslon of the most favorable circumstances for the
development, opevation ami eventual triumph of a rcally class-cone-

- scious, socialist caucus?

It would not be difficult to give hypothctical examples of situa-
tions in which this is very doubtful, In a strugglc between Joe Ryan's
gangsters in the ILA and an opposition led by Stalinists, or influ=-
enced by them, which side should wc support? In a struggle between
Tobin's goons, who se attitudes towards Trotskyites is well knovn, and
a Stalinist opposition, to which side should wo throw our support?

It is clear that in the UAW the Reutherites are in no way to be
- compared with Ryan or Tobin, That is not our contention, The dif-
ficultics in applying a policy show themselves not in the extreme
cascs, but in the border-line cascs which are much morc common and
usually much more important, ‘ :

- We are and were for the support of the Routher caucus against the
Thomas-Addes-Stalinist bloec, But unlecss we are correctcd by factual
. data which appear neither in Labor Action nor in any other communica=
"tlon to the party, we are forced to concludo that the way in which we
supported tho Reuther ‘caucus did not; in fact, serve to put forth a
policy which will increase the independence, consciousness and com-
bativity of the UAW to the maximum, For these working class virtues
are not and carnot be councretized solely in an orgonizational fight

.* . ageinat the Stalinists or othor pcnctlonary opponants, They can and
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must be concretized also in a program for the union such as that pro=-
gsented in the issues of LA prceceding the convention, These issucs
revolve around the creation of an independert labop paertyy the wages
program, oppositicn to thc government!s impericlist forcign policy,
the launching of an all-round strgglo on the picket lire as well as
in a legislative program against tho Taft-Hartley #ct and the rcac-
tionery offonsive which 1t symbolizos. :

Yot, from all we rcad in tho papcr, air comradecs had 1little or
nothing {0 say about any of these issucs at the convent ion, cxcept
for the emission of sighs of regret that Routler and the "militents"
didn't sec the thing the way we saw it. As tho convention passes far-
thor into the background, we are gratificd to sce that tho sighs cre
becoming -louder, the criticisms morec polnted, vigorous ardconcretec,
Yot the fact remains that thoro at the conventicn, when the heat was
on from allics and encmies alikeo, wec played no independent rolc and
hence could not hope to rdlly snyone to us, to attroct any corc of
rcal militants to us on the basis of such arolc, :

B, For_an Indcpendent Poiiqz

‘Tho difficultics in owr so-simplce formula ariso out of the cir-
cumstance, perhaps, that it dirccts the attention of tho party to the
~questicn of present organizational control in tho iabor movemont
rather than to the specific and uni que task of the revolutionists
which is to praparo for the futurc., Thus the party aml its unicnists
becomo morc and more prcoccupied with the prosont raging fight for
control botwecon two fundemm tolly antlercvolutionary groupings in the
labor movement rather than with tho herd amd painstoking task of huild-
ing the revoluticnary grouping, The fact that such a policy makcs it
possible for us to participatc in large and powerful caucuses, to talk
to many workers instcad of fow, to enjoy rolative prominonecc and prese-
tige in the union fight has a very definite allure for cvery person
who wants to be in the thick of things, .

Yet all this may very well impede our specific task cof building
thosc forecs which will one .day bs in a positicn to actually challcnge
the two prcsont main contendors, Our program tonds to be identificd
in tho minds of thc workers and of oursolves solely with tho slogan
"smash the Stalinists" rathor than With a militant policy which may
not bo popular today, but which is the only way out of the blind alley
of laborl's grea rogreat. Qur motcntory prcstige emong meny workers
and labor officials 1s gaincd at tho exponse of that fundsmentel and
indispcnsable work of countorposing a real fightirg program to the
demagogucry of the Stalinists and the conservative and. evon reacticne-
ary policics of the liberals who arc spearheading the rotreat of labor
at the prescont time, ) : . - »

We arc fully aware of the fact that no formula can be a complete
manual of instructions which will lay down in advance thc corrcct tac-
tics for every conceivable situation in the lebor movement, But if in
situaticn aftor situation we find that our covradcs are teiling along
behind the laba fokers in policy, end that the idea most consistontly
drummed Into the heads of cvery rceader of LA is thot evory defecat :
doalt the CP is a causo for rejoicing, whetlor or not the victory was
gained at the expense of fundamentolly democratic traditions and pro-
cedures in the labor movement, it is high time for a pro-oxamine“iom.
of whore the formula is taking us.,
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. Wo are not for scrapping the “frmula. Wo are fr reducing it
from first place in our tactical arsenal to tenth place, or therc-
abouts, We are for concentrating the attention of the party not on
every burcaucratic squabble betwcen the fakers amd thc CP, but on the
question of how to build rcally radical, militent groupings in the
labor movemont bascd on our ideas. ‘We arc for doc-omphasis in our pro-
gram and rcporting in gg_"a? the organizational aspocts of the struggle,
and placing main cmphasis on tho progrsm offored the workers by the CP,
the fakcers and by oursclves, ' ' p

This all necds discussion in thec party. We have no rcady-made
.programs to present all the important trade uniom fractions, But
that is fundamentally whet the party should be concorncd with right
now. Wec don't cvon have a good answer to the obviow question: how,
if you concentrate your fire on the programs of the fakers and the
CP, arc you golng to bc eble to makc electoral blocs with the former
agalnst the lattor? PFalkors don't like to bloc up with peoplc who are
always blasting thoir programs or lack of programs, whilc the' Stelin-
ists will often, for domagogical rcasons, cook up programs vwhich are
closer to ours than those of thc fakers, How will we be able to cone-
vince the workers that they should vote for the group which has the
less militant program, the one which wo have to attack most vigorous-
ly on programmatic questions? '

Should such questicns be asked they would but serve to throw in=-
to high relief the dangera of air present policy. For this would
démonstrate that in the minds of the questioners the formula "we sup-
part the fakers against the CP" is mot just & tactical organizational
- formula, but has become the program of the Workers Party for the
~labor movement. This would mean thet we have come to accept the pres-

. ent relations c¢f forees in the working class as the only ones possi-
ble (at least for a comiderable pericd), i.0., that we have discount-
ed in advance the possibility of building the revolutionary caucus as
a forces This leads to one other, snd redl ly devastating conclusion:
that for the foreseeable future there is no prospect for the working
class to take the initiative, to play an indopendent role in society.

If this is indeed the opinion of the leaders of our party, and
of our trade union cadrcs, they should say so. explicitly. Otherwise,
confusion, fundamental disorientation, flagrent opportunism will inev~
itably lie ahead for all of us.

4
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C. Who Arc the "}dilitants" Now ?

U

e

. According to Labor 'Action'!s reporting of the UAW convention the

WP was in closcest alllence with the "militants" of the union at the
"~ conventicn, This brings us directly to the question: "Who are the

. militants?" That is, from among what kind of people in tke labar

- movement can the party hope to receruit in the present period, and

i hence in what kind of pcople should thc party be most interested now, ?

" This is a vitally important qi estion not solely from the point of

viow of directing the contact and rceruitment cempaigns of the party,
but also for the determination of the character of Labor Action, the

- form and contoent of our propaganda, etc,

LR

' . To daté, thoso directing our. UAW policy have justificd their
3ina chiefly by stating that the "militants" in the UAW are in the
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Reuther caucus., Thelr proof that those they eall "militont" are such
in fact is the rceord of thesc poople during the war =nd sincec,

Now wo think the rccord is very important. But at lcast cqually
important is how men behave now, what they propose for the Rature,
The history of the lebgr movemont is chock-fall with tho biographies
of militants turrncd consorvative; of fighters turned timc-servers;
of rank and file lceders turncd bureaicpatic pie cards., This histor-
fcal fact should make us a 1littlo cautious in pinning the badge
"militant" on a men on tho basis of his past reecrd alonec,

And we should be doubly cautious if this men or group of rien
have just been placcd in official control of a union in which they
werc in opposition, during their militancy of record. Thero is ncoth-
ing like & little power, 2 fcw posts, a little responsibility for
turning the most vigorous militant into a geod burcaucrat, or sup-
porter of burcaucracy. This danger is great cven among socialists,
it 1s almest overwhe lming among those warkers who have not arrived

at a sccielist viow.of soclety.

We arec nct here contending that the shop leaders of the Reuther
~caucus have coased to be the host militants in tho union, the hope,
as Comrade Shachtmain has 1it, of tho labor movercnt. But we 4o conw
tend that nothing in their rocord at the convention as portrayed in
- Labor Acticn can be adduccd ~s evidencc thet this is indced the
stratum from which the militent and even more, scclalist, lcadcrship
of the future 1s to be expected, The fact that some spasecches were
made or conversations overhead t6 the offoet that "Reuther has now
beon given the leadership and he hod better deliver" is no evidence
for thise. It 1s cur expurience that the real fighters in the labor
movement demand a program of action immedietely and are ready to ime
mediately denounce the lack of suc¢h a program., The "militants," it
scems, wurc far from anxicus to work cut o program at the convention
and since that time have been content to defend anything Reutlier has
offercd theme : : ,

If we have no proof that the Reutherite shcp leadership has
turncd conservative, it may be asked, why do we raise the qiss icn
at all? For onc simple reason. ic feel that the opportunism in-
volved in the general line taken at end immedintely after the UAW
convention by those in chargo has tonded to cover itsclf freely by
reforonce to "the militants" in the union. VYo wish to be convinced
that the sclection of the "militants" was not just as oppoertunitistic
as the uncritical esttitude t oward Reuther's program, more -concrctely,
that the party is not being led into a situation in which we go along
with Reuthcr's program on the grounds that this is tho only way to
maintain influence smong the "militents" only to find that by the
gmilitants" is meant gimply thoso who go elong on Reut her'!s progren,

., Horec again wo come down to the simple question: what is thc spe-
¢ific role the revoluti onists have to play in the labor movément to-
day and tomorrow? Is it to draw themselves as close as possible to,
that 1is to make themselves as indistingul shable as possible from, the
mest liberal wing of social-democratic, 1.e,, bourgeois trade union=
d{sm? Or is 1%t to propagerdize for a program which will attract per-
haps fewer rut more revoluticnary workers to our banner? © And for
this, isn't 1t the most elementery condition Thet wo must have & bane
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ner which is clearly distinguistable at all times from tirt of the
social-democrats....even during the ‘height of convention faction
fights? o - ,

For those excellent comre’ss who feel that this is a sectantan
approach we have only this qu estion t6 -ask: how many workers have
been drawn close to the party (as dlstinguished from individual party
mombers in the shows) or have been recruited to the party as a result
of air whcle strategy in the UAW to date? 4nd in answering, could
they please bear in mind that this strategy has beecn hailed as cne
of the grcat victories of the Workers Party since its founding.

D. Appeasement plus Sectarianism,

From the way in which the UAW convention was handled in Labor
Action (and this spcific point applies equally to the articlcs of
Shachtman &s to those of McKinney, Jeson et al), we are forced to.
conclude that these articles (aside from their unwarrantcd appcase-
ment of the Rocutlerites) werc dirceted to a stratum of workers which
is decply intercsted in the views of the .SWP vs, those of thc WP on
this question. This conclusion is compelled by the fact that almost
every single articlc dovoted from a fourth to thrce-fourths of its
space to polemics against the SWp pesition,

If we were convincod that a half of one porcent of the member-
ship of the UAW is intecrestcd in' thege matters we would feoel that
the policy was justified to the full, These thousand workers would
obviously be the enceé to whom thc party should addrgss itself, for
they woild be the cnes we could hopo to recruit in tthe prcscnt period,
This would be doubly trwe if tho bulk of thesc workers wore not petty
burcaucrats in the union who are intercsted in ar disputocs with the
SWp solely from the point of vicw of the svrpert they could hope to
get from onc or the other party in their fight in the union, but were

~rather militonts whose political dovolopment leads them to take on

intcorest in the views of the revoluticnists in their unicn,

Unfortunately, we fecl that such an interest, oven among 2 thou-
sand or oven five hundrcd members of the UAW still hos to be creatod.
That mcans that we must approach them first by giving thom an explana-
tion of tho events in.their uniom which attracts and educotes them at
their prescnt level of conscéicusncss, o2nd sccks to raise that level,
It is our contentirn, however, that in a great.majority of the men
among whom the party mecmbers in the unien have influence'ro such level
of consclcusness 1s present, and that therefore they rcgard such a
treatmont of their ecwmvention .as a squabble among socets which inter-
¢sts them not at all, They are concerned with what the conventicn
did, not from the point of view of SWP vs, WP pclicy, but rathcr
from the point of view cf the prcspects opencd up for the betterment:
of their weges and conditions on the job, . _ :

We do not hold the impdssible view that Lé should simply have
ignored the role of the SWP and their attacks on us in the Militant,

Such a gourac would be disastrous for our party membership which is
' ceoncerned with the adifferences, as well as for twe development of

- attitudes inside the SWP which.we widh to develop., But this is . a
‘ageq%ﬂicipurposelwhich'could»befhandlad in 'specific articles on the

westion, ' Instead, every article Was rendered cither nonunderstand-
LT TR S !

s
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.able or dt lcast uninteresting to the average. militaﬁt" we .ére't‘rymg\
to epprosach by_the- polomical preocoupation which dominatedl its writer.

/

i From this expcrience wo fesl that it not only would be very ..
frultful, tut that it is absolutely necessary for us to get some

kind of view of just whom the party can hope to influence and. recruit
in the labor movoment at the present time, Unless the party and its
trade unicn militants docide this estim, wo will find fhat time :
aftor time favorable opportunities will .be mis sed by the misdirection
of our prcpeganda at precisely those times when the development of
events opens most ears and attracts most eyes to us, One such period
‘muffed can prevent us from capitalizing on hard work dore by our
trade uniénists over a pericd of months and even years,

«7

- Wo solicit the opinims of all party membors and particularly -
our ¥rade unionists on this @estim, S A

U St




LETTER TO THE POLITICAL COMMITTEE ON
LABOR ACTION ARLICLE

% 9 %

New -York, N.Y.
ilarch 14, 1948

Political Committee
Viorkers Party

Comrades of the Political Cormittee:
Irving Howe's "Observations on the Events in Czechoslovakia®
(LABOR ACTION, March 8, 1948) involve considerations not immediately
related to the subject matter, which, it secems to me, deserve some
- close attention, ' '

. You comrades must, of course, be held responsible for the
opinions e€xpressed by Howe quite as much as he, since he is a well
known representative of the Party and since you as the editorial
board of the Party's official press allowed these opinions to be
published,

I teke no issue with Howe's appreciation of the Stalinization
: of the working class and the dark threat this poses to the Socialist
- perspective. Rather, it is his "conclusions" and the general tenor
of the article with which I am concerned. :

" "Sober realism," as Howe himself states, is the only basis for
useful discussion; but he cannot separate Iris "sober realism" from
. ~"honest pessimism," and what he means by that he suggests in the
'~ - last paregraph of the article, His "honest pessimism," however, not
only negates the "sober realism," it robs the discussion, insofar as
it is carried on within the context of the revolutionary party and
its tasks, of its purpcme, : -

The comrades of the Political Committee seriously impair the
claim to politicel leadership their positions imply if "the most
worthy and useful of dedications" of the party is allowed to become
i the "guarding and nourishing" of. the “"spark" of the "socialist dream."
#  The import of these remarks is the abdication of political responsi-
L bility, of demoralization in quarters from which resolutencss and
e leadership is expected (or, at the very least, a measure of pedagogy);
Sl it 1s an attempt to turm the vice of the Party!s isolation into a \
v virtue., Struggling humanity, however, has always been excluded from
- -monasteries, &nd monasteries have somehow always managed to rcfrain
’ from the dirty immoral work of its liberation,

-Howe's positive "program," confining itself to a call for an
"independent socialist movement.., if only it will be independent”
sounds, in the context of his article, like a call in the wilderness,
foredoomed to not being heard. It is still time for men to act,
he says; hut far from impelling to action, the way he says, this ine

- duces petrification, His despair is entirely understandapble, but it

is-intolerable that it should find expression in an organ which is

.. supposedly devoted to facing and grappling with political problems,
rather than despairing of them, _ o

o
s
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The problem of how the Party can intervene in ‘the polifical
1ife of society 1s not quickly or easily. molved; to be sure; 1ts
solution depends upon the initiative and self-confidence of "the
leedership no less than upon outside factars., The attitude erp“essed ‘
in Howe'!s article and the fact thet the latter was permitted to ap=
pear in LABOR ACTION, cannot but reflect upon the willingness of the
comrades on the Political uommittee bo help the Party break out of.

its isolation, ,

I réquest. that this letter be reproduced in a forthcomlng P"RTY :
BULLET Ili, : ,

Fraternally,

RUGENE KELLER
Manhatten Branch
New York, N. Y,



DISCUSSION OF STATEMENT ON UAW POLICY

By Ben Hall

My cbjectlon to the latest stetement on UAW policy 1§ not in
the slightest degree motlvated by any disagreement with its andlysis
of Reuther or of the general situation in the UAW (although I £hink
that the reference to the complet® rout and disintegration of fhe
Addes-Stalinist camp ls overstated, The mopping up of the faction ‘
fight Is still taking ploce, Moreover, the ‘iallace campalgn and the {
support 1t will Inevitably get in the ranks of the union may eriable
the Addés~remnants and the Stalinists to win beck influence within

the next year,)

The practical btasks assigned to the party and 1ts members in ‘ 4
the UAW 1s Impossible of achievement and the attempt to carry them
out will lead us off the track. In particular, I refer to the pro-.
posal that we take the Inltlative In establishing "systematically
and on an all~locale scale" of a broad progressive group or groups,

If it were possible to carry out this directive, it would mean a .

glgantlc step forward for the party, it goes without saying, and it 1
would have great’ effect In actually influencing the course of de- h
velopment of the union., From this point of view, 1t is a tewpting ' ,E

pronosition, Lven 1f we do not succeed, one might feel, it 1s worth
a damn good try., Desplte this fact, which I certalnly have in mind,
other conslderations should wmake us pause, ' :
The statément says that "the situstion in the UAW has not yet
devcloped to. the polnt where these mllitants are prepared to organ-
i1ze an Independent group with a %old program in open and ckar-éut
opposition to Reuther," That 18 true, But the conclusion thet vou
draw is thet the party must therefore organize these militants (even
though our initiative 1a not ostensible) into a grouning which is
independent of Reuther without calling for a head~on struggle
“agalnst him. I would say 1) these militants are not yet rcady for
a hcad=on fight sgalnst Reuther, 2) the partv 1s not able yet to or-
ganlze them toward thls goal, 3) the géneral formation of an Inde=~
pendent progressive grouplng Is not yet a practical possibility and
must awalt further developments, 4) wherever it is possible.for us
on a local scale to take such steps because of exceptional clrcum-
stances, we should do so,

Not too long ago we had a UAW conference, This wag very suc-
cessful ond considering the party, 1ts history etc,, etc., an Inspir-
ing accompllsment., But can anyone sav that 1t demonstrated that
we cen toke the step now c¢alled for? In anv case, nobody suggested
it, although 1t was not very hard to visusllize in advance the pro-
sent, post-conventlon sltuation of the UAW, (And slthough there was
not a breath of dlscussion of the new move, even as s possibilitv,
at our UL7 conference, we have not even had 2 preliminary discussion
among our UAW people beforc its adoption by the PC.) With what
forces and where can we start to set up these broad groups? It 1s
not good cnough to decide the "gencral line" first and then discuss
the msnner of carrying 1t out. The decision heré can be made only
after a discussion of the realities of our sltuation,

‘'""ne pertv is concerned with teking the resl initietive; the~
question of who can be persunded to .ke the formal ini+tative 1s to
be decided practlically in everw locel instence,! My q uvestion 1s:
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who crn be so persuaded? That too, Lt seems to me 1s a key question,
Are there slx or.ten or a dozen men-in the UAW with a following of
some kind or another who are under the Influence of the party or of.
members of .the party who can be convinéed to start the ball rolling?
And who afe they? I don't think that we have such people...at the
vervy least not enough of them to base a general policy upon. I have
heard about a lot of well-meaning employees of Reuther who salve
thelr socrallst ex-consciences bv tipplng thelr hats to our noble
efforts in the UAW; and as one who 15 known to appreclate the good
feelings of all, T am neturally qulte gratified bv these well~wishers,
I would be equally gratified to recelve news 6f even a handful of
seriovs actlve mllitants who are readvy to: push our project forwerd,

"Anv step or act whilch would crerte the Impression that thése
are "orkers Partv groups' will sutomstically limit the composition
of the groups to members of the Party and thelr immediste sympathizers,
that ls, to those millrents who should properlv constltute the '
Party's own fractlon in the union,". o o

With small partv foreces and without a real folldwing of unlon
mllitarits who nre party svmpathizers, the real effect of this ncw
attempt cen only be ailte the orrosite of what we hone for, To "pere
suade" some innocent to take the initlative, the party members (in-
order to hide the P intit+iative) will trv +o hide thelr own fdentity
or where this 1s not possitle %o bzcome inoffensive, that 13, not to
put forward the party. Without serious non~party forces behind our
groups, the more we trv to avold limiting their broadness, the more
the party members wlll be induced to hlde the party, If the situge
tion were really ripe. for our move, there would be no renl problem,
The influx of UAW militants would taoke care of 1t, Such a sltustion
exlsted at the beglnning of- the fight against the no-strike pledge,
We had to avold trylng-to embrace the thing to death but there wés
a real movement, a real grouping, In this case, howecver, where the
sltustlon is not ripe we will be, at best, engnged in a futlle man=-
uever with ourselves and our sympathlzers ond at worst sppendages to
someone llke Mazey, perpetusllv sttompting to "persunde™ him,

For the party to entér or even form » genuine broad progressive
grouping in the UAWY would In fact ~ive us o wondérful a2rens for
partv activitv and recrultment, To trv to form this proposed group=
Ing will in fact mean a suspension of the party,

No dglusions of grondeur] The partv s not strong enough in
numbers or in influence to do what 1s required =t the present time
to Intervene In the 1ife of the UAY in such a monner ss will organize .
a broad layer of UAW militsnts and through the experliencé of action
teach them about Reuther, We are not able to influence Ffhe genéral
course of deveclopments inslide the UAW and wefnannot asdopt a partv”
policy bosed on such a posd§ibility, The chlef fact that wé have to
drive home in our UAW fractlon is the need to expand the influence of
our party,as the necessary prercqulsite to pleying a genuine rolé in
the union, The new policvy turns the helm in a totally different
direction, The influence of the perty in the UAW as everwwhére else
1s measured by 1) how meny workers have we recrulted, 2) what 1s the
circulotlon of the party press omong UAW workers, cspecislly the
ectlive unionists, 3) how meny UAW workers, especinlly un'on sctivists
come to pcrty meetings, Including open fractlon mectings, 4) bhow
many U.. vorkers, especlally etc,, contribute mones to the party. The
answer. to these questlons in thls situntion tells us that the em~
phasls of the latest directlve is feolge,
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Point number 3 lists the poseible polints in fhe program of the
proposed progressive groups. Thev are 2ll correct as a gulde for
our ovn agitation in the union, Our alm should be to create a work~
ing elliance with individual readers and groups of rcaders of our
paper and svmpathlzers of our party in pressing for these 1deas 1)
inside the union as a whole, 2) and within any of the local and
Inter=local.caucuses that will be formed and that arc alresdy in™~
exlstence, Our emphasls should be on the party fractlon, on gétting
militants to work with our fraction knowing who end what we are,

+If thefe 1s a favorable local situation somewhare, where we are iIn

a position to orgenize 2 broad progressive group on thé basis of
préviously frultful work, we can proceed in that & tuation ss Indie
cated iIn the PC declslon, That will be the exceptlon and cannot be
the gulde for general UAYW pollcy now, Even in that cese, I would
ad¥lse the comrades involved to work out a division of rolq among
themselves., If twa frection members vlev a leading role in the life
of the group, let two others play e passive geconderv role and con-
cern themselves wilth the circulation of party literature, subscrip=-
tions, tdlking about thée party to individuael workers etc,

Prepare for the-next stage in the 1life of the UAW, including
the possible development of new independent groups by building formal

end informal groups of Workers Party sympathlzers snd LABOR ACTION
readers. : .
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