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NEGRO AND WHITE STUDENTS CLASH WITH CLUBS AT CITY COLLEGE

workers and

students in
fight to

OPPOSE THE BUDGET CUTS in education,
welfare, and other community services. Demand
open enrollment in all universities and colleges.

FIGHT REPRESSION OF STUDENTS AND LA-
BOR by opposing the Taylor Law and other anti-
labor laws, by defending the Panthers and 5DS La-
bor Committee against frameups, by getting the
cops out of the schools, and by fighting against
all attacks on the democratic rights of students
and teachers.

BUILD THE LABOR PARTY based on the rank
and file workers, The basic question is one of
power, and only the working class can take power
in the interests of students and workers against
the bourgeoisie.

CONSTRUCT THE REVOLUTIONARY PARTY
based on the development of Marxist theory, com-
mitted to an all-out struggle in the interests of
the working class as a whole, linked to the world
party of the working class, the Fourth International
Students can play a vital role in the theoretical
and practical development of this party but only
by carryihg out a ruthless struggle against all
revisionist tendencies on the campus.

——— WHITE STUDENTS LOCK OUT BLACKS DURING RACIAL BATTLE AT QUEENS
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REPRESSION

UNITE STUDENTS AND WORKERS

BY THE EDITORS

‘‘Spring Offensive’’ screams the front cover
of the May 3 Guardian reflecting the outbreak of
militant student actions on hundreds of campuses
across the nation. But one weeklater the Guardian
is forced to lead with ‘‘Yahoos Counterattack’’
hopefully adding ¢‘But Student Offensive Gains.”’
A look at the reality of the past week shows
that about all the students have gained is the
admission of cops onto the campuses and the ad-
mission of students into the jails.

In truth it has been the government, and the
bosses which the government represents,which has
been on the offensive for some time now, They
put Nixon in as president to carry out this of-
fensive starting first with the poor and unemployed,
adding attacks on sections of the trade unions,
particularly public employees, and preparing to
take on the students as well in the scope of the
attacks.

welfare budgets have been slashed in New York
and elsewhere, the meager poverty programs
are slowly being dismantled, educational funds
are being cut in most cities and states, special
laws against public employee strikes have been
passed or are on the legislative calendars through-
out the country, new federal laws are in the planning
stages,

And the United States continues its offensive-
spring, summer, fall, winter --against the working
people and peasantry of South Vietnam.

REBELLION

All of this could not help but create unrest
among university and high school students across
the nation. And so the campus rebellions were
inevitable. But the forms these struggles have
taken could not have aided the ruling class more
if they had been planned and led bythe ruling class
itself.

In demonstration after demonstration the
students struggled separated, isolated. The ‘‘ene-
my’’ became the local administrations of the
colleges and high schools or racism as an ab-
straction and concretely embodied in all who have
white skins. The program around which these
struggles were waged were mild reforms un-
related to the needs of the working class and
students as a whole, The real need was to pre-
pare for defense against ruling class attacks
and in the course of this defense take the struggle
over to a serious, prepared powerful offensive
based on the only force outside the bosses with
real strength to conduct an offensive in capital-
ist society--the working class.

The results of these worse than blind policies
is now clearly before us. The political and
social wreckage of the ‘‘Spring Offensive’’ is
strewn across the nation’s campuses. The blacks
are isolated from the whites. The radical stu-
dents are isolated from the mass of the un-
committed students. The students are held in
disrepute by the working class as a whole who
know a little something about serious struggle.

The ruling class have played their cards very
well--in fact they let the students do most of the
playing. As the radical students seized their
buildings, the bosses and government officials
simply bided their time, occupied themselves
with an immense propaganda battle in the press
to turn the working class and the people as a whole
against the radical students. As divisions on the
campuses grew, and the isolation of the radicals
became evident, the rulers acceded to demands
of the ‘‘public’’ they had prepared and began
cracking down.

CRACKING

When it comes to cracking, these people are
real experts. At least seven states have passed
laws against student unrest, two more have begun
investigations, while bills are pending in 16 more
states. A week ago virtually every university
campus in New York City was either shut down
altogether or paralyzed by student militancy,
As we go to press every New York City cam-
pus is open and cops are on most of them, If this
be victory, we ask the Guardian, SDS, PL, YSA
and the rest, exactly what is defeat ?

Ah, but these ¢‘leaders’’ will tell us, the
students have learned from all this the class
nature and power of the state. We expect the
same people would have chalked up Hitler’s
‘victory in 1933 as a victory for the working class
because the workers soon learned the nature of

PS ATTACK STUDENTS IN MADISON, WISCONSIN

fascism in power.

The whole situation was summedup at Columbia
University when one great student SDS leader
stood before the multitudes and tore up a court
writ explaining that it was a ‘‘piece of paper.’’
The students, taking this leader at his word--
they will not make that mistake again--marched
off to occupy a building. The next day the writ
took the form of a body of armed men and out
scampered the students from the windows of the
building only to be hunted down and dragged to
court for contempt. It is well and good to have
contempt for the actions of the ruling class
but a movement which is serious about exprop-
riating this class had better begin with some
realistic respect for its power.

ADVENTURISM

The Workers League will have nothing to do
with such adventurism. We are not interested
in the seizing of university buildings but rather
in the serious preparation for the seizure of
power. We are not interested in burning down
libraries and other university buildings but in
transforming the universities into citadels of
learning for the whole people through the bringing
of the working class to power., In the meantime
we stand foursquare on the side of the firemen.
We don’t want any two-bit pseudo revolutionaries
burning up books which the working class will
need.

Now no one who is in the least bit sane can
deny that the government is on the offensive
against the students at the very same time as
it is coming down on the working class as a
whole.  The mindless student ‘‘offensive’’ has
been transformed into a rout and a ruling class
offensive. A general of an army who does not
know the difference between offensive and de-
fensive tactics, when to advance, when to re-
treat in order to prepare for a new advance,
might as well be in the pay of the opposing army.

what is required today is a strategy for
struggle on the campus which militantly takes up
the defense of the students from attacks on their
democratic rights and cut-backs in education
funds and links this defense to a defense of the
working class as a whole, In the course of this
struggle we must fight at all times to go over
into the offensive.

Just as the attacks on the students are
political in nature and emanate from the govern-
ment-~-federal, state, local--so, too, we must
pose the offensive politically. Both the Demo-

cratic and Republican parties are vying with each-
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other to see who can be most militant in sup-
pressing the students and attacking the workers
and poor. A new party must be built--a labor
party based on the power of the American trade
union movement,

As long as the struggle of the students remains
parochial in character, centering on separatist
demands, or aimed at the university administration
abstracted from the class power which stands
behind the administrator and which takes a poli-
tical governmental form, or at this or at that
manifestation of this class power, like ROTC
and military research--again unrelated to poli-
tical questions, then the idea of linking student
struggles to the working class and the creation
of a new party ‘seems to students complete and
empty abstractions--as so much talk from radi-
cals.

POLITICAL

Once we can launch struggles on the campus
as well as in the unions which are aimed at the
real question of political power, then the con-
cept of a labor party will take on life., Even a
struggle which begins on a reform level and with
a reform leadership can open up the possibility
of a political struggle to pose the real political
alternative,

Look at the criminal state of affairs in New
York City this past three months, There have been
isolated, localized struggles onevery single campus
of the city university system as well as on all
the state-run community college campuses. In
addition, dozens of high schools have been rocked
by explosions. At no time have any of these
‘‘radical’’ leaders posed a common demonstration
of all university and high school youth against
the budget cuts which affect all these tens of
thousands of college and high school youth.

At the very same time as the educational
system is under attack, the state reduces the
living standards of the poor to an impossible
66¢ a day, passes the draconic anti-strike Taylor
Law, while Lindsay begins deep slashes in city
jobs. Only the Workers League took up the
struggle against these attacks fighting within the
unions, among the poor and on campuses for a
united fight back and posing within this struggle
the demand for a labor party.

LEADERSHIP

The Workers League held a special National
Committee meeting over the weekend of May 10
and llth, At this meeting the National Committee
decided to deepen its national work immediately
to give real leadership to students and trade
unionists. At the same time the work of building
the BULLETIN to carry forward this fight will
be stepped up in preparation for launching it as
a weekly paper on October 1, 1969. The National
Committee was happy to report that circulation
has doubled in the period since the November
National Conference and committed the League
to a further expansion so that by the time of
the launching of the paper we will have a three-
fold expansion of circulation--primarily among
trade unionists and students,

The Workers League will carry forward its
struggle on the college and high school campuses
around the following program:

OPPOSE THE BUDGET CUTS in education,
welfare, and other community services. Demand
open enrollment in all universities and colleges.

FIGHT REPRESSION OF STUDENTS AND LA-
BOR by opposing the Taylor Law and other anti-
labor laws, by defending the Panthers and SDS
Labor Committee against frameups, by getting
the cops out of the schools, and by fighting against
all attacks on the democratic rights of students
and teachers,

BUILD THE LABOR PARTY based on the rank
and file workers. The basic question is one of
power, and only the working class can take power
in the interests of students and workers against
the bourgeoisie.

CONSTRUCT THE REVOLUTIONARY PARTY
based on the development of Marxist theory, com-
mitted to an all-out struggle in the interests
of the working class as a whole, linked to the
world party of the working class, the Fourth
International. Students can play a vital role
in the theoretical and practical development of
this party but only by carrying out a ruthless
struggle against all revisionist tendencies on the
campuses.
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ILWU MEETING-NO LEAD FROM HARRY

BY JEFF SEBASTIAN

If platitudes could save jobs
the recently concluded ILWU
convention would guarantee
longshoremen a hundred years
of full employment. It should
have been a fighting confer-
ence to prepare and mobil-
ize the strength of the union
for all out war on the docks.
Instead hundreds of delegates
were subjected to day after
day of liberal rhetoric and
stale reformism,

Coming at a time when the
ILWU faces the greatest crisis
in its history the convention
resolutions stand as a monu-
ment to the bankruptcy of the
Bridges' leadership. They
are a clear warning to the
rank and file that anenormous
betrayal is being prepared.

It would be futile to under-
take a detailed examination
of all the resolutions. Taken
in their entiretytheyprovide a
slightly left wing cover for a
policy of capitulation to the
power of the PMA and the
Nixon government. For the
record Bridges is for peace,
jobs, more social security,
lower taxes, and labor unity.
He opposes anti-union laws,
racism, and right wing re-
pression. In practice he can
do no more than offer a few
pious hopes that those in power
will see the reaspnableness
of his proposals.

PRESSURE

To Bridges and all his
friends in the labor bureau-
cracy the working class is
simply a pressure group. Un-
der no circumstances is it
to be mobilized as an in-
dependent force, Thus on
the one hand the ILWU can

pass a perspective  that
speaks of labor’s ¢‘‘so-called
political friends, few of whom
are sympathetic to or under-
stand the problems of the
working class’’ while on the
other hand it praises Nixonfor
moving in the right direction
on taxes and calls on the
workers to ‘‘Keep putting on
the heat - write to your con-
gressman, your senators, the
House Ways and Means Com-
mittee.”’

It is ironic that one day
before the convention opened
the ILWU leadership comple-
tly backed down on its work
action against containers.
Lonshoremen had been refus-
ing toload containerized cargo
until they recieved a contract
guaranteeing them the work
against the Teamsters. A
PMA suit forcing them into
court to pay damages after
a compulsory arbitration rul-
ing against the ILWU caused
Bridges to cancel the work
action without a peep. Action
speaks louder than words and
this action revealed the real
content of all the words at
the convention.

CONTAINERIZATION
Containerization threatens

to decimate the longshore
work force in a few years.
It is estimated that in five
years 50% of the jobs will
have disappearedonthe docks.
Under such conditions those
remaining will be subject to
intensive speed up and ex-
ploitation. It is precisely
the question of a fighting
strategy to hold on to these
jobs and maintain the stren-
gth of the union that the con-
vention should have taken up.
The employers are deter-

mined to automate as rapidly
as possible. The fierce com-
petition opening up with Ja-
pan and Europe leaves them
no choice. The speed with
which  they moved to haul
Bridges into court shows that
the government will be back~
ing them all the way. It is
criminal that a six day con-
vention ended leaving the
entire dock force totally un-
prepared for the approaching
showdow

whHALAN QU
BAN FHAW

Bridges hopes to obtain a
decent agreement through ne-
gotiations when he has so
tied the union to compulsory
arbitration and the state that

he is unable to carry out
even a limited work action

affecting only 10% of the car-
go? '

How are longshoremen
to prepare for the real fight
to come if they are told to
simply sit on their hands and
wait for whatever information

ment allies. Together the
two unions can see to it that
any attack by the employers
is answered by shutting down
the entire West Coast. This
is the only answer to PMA
injunctions, capitalist courts
and attrition schemes, the
independent mobilization of

the power of the working class.

Bridges has talkedfor years
about the possibility of a fed-
eration of the ILWU and the
Teamsters that could eventu-

FREIGHTER LOADED HIGH WITH CONTAINERS AT SAN FRANCISCO DOCK READY FOR SEA

Indeed all indications are
that Bridges fully intends to
keep things this way while
he negotiates a total sellout
in a backroom deal with the

PMA. Indeed, shortly after
the convention the ILWU
issued a statement that
‘‘“There is no threat of a
West Coast dock strike. The
parties fully expect to resol-
ve their differences by ne-
gotiation.’”” It wasalsoagreed
that negotiations are to be
conducted entirely in secret,

One is entitled to ask how

DELURY DEMANDS WAGE RE-OPENER
AS INFLATION WIPES OUT GAINS

BY FRED CALHOUN

NEW YORK--With the cost
of living soaring over 6% since
March, workers in this city
are finding it increasingly
difficult to stretch their
dwindling pay checks. John
DeLury, President of the Uni-~
formed Sanitationmen’s Asso-
ciation, recently responded
to this crisis with the an-
nouncement that this union
‘‘may’’ have to demand a cost
of- living increase this Fall,
Delury said, ‘‘We will ask
all other unions to join with
us.”’

The Sanitationmen’s con-
tract does not expire until
December of 1970 but the wage
increase negotiated in the last
contract will be wiped out by
November. Delury pointed
out that the buying power of
his workers’ pay checks will
be less at the end of the
contract than it was at the
beginning. He further con-
tended that an emergency
cost-of-living increase of at
least 25% be given to pen-
sioners.

cuTs

This is situation that all
workers in this city and state
now face but it is only part
of the grim story. At the
budget hearings at which De-
Lury spoke it was revealed
that the City plans further
attacks on the working class--

it will cut back in every City
agency-- schools, hospitals,
parks, libraries, museums--
restricting and closing down
the already decaying services
and cutting back on jobs. For
the city schools it will mean
that some 5,000 teaching vac-
ancies will be left unfilled
next Fall and that class sizes
will be increased. This is
combined with the City’s plan
to cut out 9,000 jobs in the
Department of Social Services
which they have already begun
to implement, Albany’s recent
cuts in education, health and
welfare were only the begin-
ning. The 15¢ breakfast that
Albany passed for welfare re-
cipients was a warning of the
kind of standards the bosses
intend to establish for the
entire working class.

FIGHT
The ranks of labor in this

city and state cannot afford
to stand still while the bosses
and their government carry
out this vicious attack. The
fight DeLury is suggesting
must be taken up immediately
with no ‘‘“may’’ about it. This
means a battle for wage re-
openers on all contracts but
this tim= with an escalator
clause, the only guarantee
against inflation. It means a
fight for NO JOB CUTS and
the demand for full employ-
ment through the 30 hour week,

This must be combined with
the fight against all cuts and
the demand for the expansion
of all services and facilities.

Such demands will gain sup-
port not only in the trade
unions but from the masses of
people in this city who are
affected by the deterioration
in educational, health and re-
creational facilities.

The bosses have prepared
their weapons for this fight
back by labor-- the Taylor
Law. If there is to-be any
serious talk of a fight for a
wage reopener, then there
must be action to defeat and
repeal this law.

FORCE
We say that the ranks of
the labor movement must

force their leaders to make
good on their promises to
fight. It has béen the be-
trayals of these leaders inthe
past, their refusal to fight
for the escalator clause, their
quiet acceptance of the Taylor
Law that has paved the way
for the present crisis.

The labor movement in this
state must mobilize the might-
iest answer to the bosses re-
presentatives who seek to
make us pay for their crisis.
A one day general strike must
be prepared in this state to
tell the government that labor
intends to roll back these
attacks and go onthe offensive
for a decent standardof living,

the leadership seesfittoallow
to filter through? Meanwhile
the bosses continue to auto-
mate in order to weaken the
union’s position still further.

Even more dangerous isthe
totally reactionary way the
struggle is being carried out.
Bridges is demanding a long-
shore contract that will cover
a number of jobs presently
done by Teamster union mem-
bers. For all his denials
the essential direction the
the essential direction of the
struggle is towards a civil
war with the IBT. The two
unions will fight it out for
a dwindling number of jobs.
The PMA must be rubbing its
hands in glee. .

The rank and file must call
a halt to this suicidal policy.
Now is the time to prepare
a united fight to see to it
that not one single cargo
handling job is eliminated.
To accept the attrition sch-
emes of the PMA 1s to accept
a slow death. A united front
of the IBT and the ILWU
determined to see to it that
not a single job is cut can
smash the anti-union offensive
of the PMA and their govern-

ally embrace all transport
workers throughout the coun-
try and even co-ordinate on
an international basis. He
brought this idea up once again
at the recent convention.
From Bridges this is all so
much talk. He does nothing
because he fears an attack
from the government.

UNITY

Transport workers through
out the country are threatened
with unemployment by con-
tainers. There is no time to
wait for timid bureaucrats to
move. Unity in action is
needed now in sea, air,rail,
trucking and docks. The con-
struction of a rank and file
movement in the ILWU that
can achieve a fighting unity
with the IBT against the em-
ployers will have taken a tre-
mendous step forward in this’
direction.

HANDS OFF THE UNIONS
NO JOB CUTS

ILWU, IBT UNITE AGAINST
THE PMA!

FOR AN ALL TRANSPORT
WORKERS FEDERATION!

Mexicans Get Heavy Sentences

As part of a mounting wave
of political repression aimed
at smashing all student and
worker protest in Mzxico, the
Diaz Ordaz government has
meted out the most harsh
jail sentences to members
and sympathizers of the
Partido Obrero Revolucion-
ario (Revolutionary Workers
Party). Sentences ranged up
to 8 years. Among those
sentenced was the Argentine
socialist  journalist, Adolfo
Gilly, his wife and one other
non-citizen. Gilly, along with
the others, was framed up on
phony charges of ‘‘criminal
activity’’ such as organizing
Marxist meetings, ‘‘inciting
to subversion’’, ‘‘conspiracy’’
and other stock-in-trade
charges of right wing witch-
hunters, Gilly recieved a
sentence of 6 years and 3
months and a fine of 5,000

pesos.

The government prosecut-
ors went out of their way to
make sure that the defendents
were convicted on charges
for which there is no bail,
even though they have filed
an appeal. The government
of capitalists and landlords
thus tries to terrorize the
working class and student
militants into submission.
But such tactics can in no
way solve the crisis which
is mounting in Mexico and
throughout Latin America.

The Workers League calls
on all workers organizations
and socialists to join with us
in protesting these brutal sen-
tences. We demand the
immediate release of the
members and sympathizers of
the P.O.R., and an end to
political repression in Mex-
ico.
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"LABOR UNITY WILL ‘WIN IN CHARLESTON

class action not prayers needed

BY MELODY. FARROW

One of the most important
union battles in years is en-
tering its seventh week in
Charleston, South Carolina,
Since March 20, more than
500 workers at the two larg-
est hospitals in Charleston
have been on strike for re-
cognition of Local 1199B, in
a struggle being givenleader-
ship by New York’s Local
1199,

This, however, is no long-
er simply a strike for recog-
nition, It is a tremendous
explosion representing the
drive of thousands of workers
throughout the South, to put
an end to decades of sweat-
shop conditions, poverty wage
levels and company towns. As
we said in the last Bulletin,
this strike must pave the way
for the wunionization of all
Southern workers, in the big
_textile mills, the meat packing
firms, the steel mills, the
trucking companies and more.
Like the Memphis sanitation
strike last year, it is opening
a new stage in the struggle
of American workers.

STATE

It is not just that these
workers are catching up to
their fellow workers in the
North but that they will have
to take on the armed might
of the state to winthese gains.
The days of peaceful civil
rights marches and of theories
of non-violence are over. A
new wave of bitter class strug-
gle is sweeping across the
country, These courageous
workers have stood up to in-
junctions, beatings, jailings,
and bomb attempts. The Na-
tional Guard has virtually
taken over the city, while
the strikers picket, Guards-
men follow along side, their
bayonets pointed threateningly
at the workers’ faces.

The South Carolina govern-
ment has issued injunctions
to stop the strike but they have
failed to break it. The Gov-
ernor of the State has declared
that South Carolina will never
recognize the union, He is
petrified that if this strike
succeeds it will open up the
flood gates, and he is right,.

In the present period of cri-

sis, the bosses will do anything
B (IR ae
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to preserve the cheap labor
of the South.

To win the demandfor union
recognition the workers have
to fight the real enemy, not
just the hospital administra-
tors but the government of
South Carolina itself and all
its anti-union laws and edicts.
The workers are showing
in struggle that they will not
bend before the state. What
is necessary 1is an all out
fight back.

In order to win mass labor
support must be mobilized.
Thousands of Negro workers
in Charleston are solidly
backing the hospital workers.
Hundreds have already gone
to jail. Some white workers
have also begun to give
support, The small South
Carolina AFL-CIO is backing

the strike. The national AFL-
CIO has finally come out with
a statement of support. On
May 11 a mass march of some
15,000 was held inCharleston,
including unionists from all
over the country.

This is just a small in-
dication of what can and
must be done. This fight is
in the interests of the entire
working class. It must be
used to break down racial di-
visions, to concretely fight
racism. The black hospital
workers are pointing the way
for all unorganized workers
in the South. Mass labor dem-
onstrations in support of the
Charleston workers must be
organized in the South and all
over the country, Funds must
be raised throughout the union
movement,

The leaders of the strike do
not view it asaclass struggle.
Abernathy and Coretta King
of the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference are
trying to revive the old non-
violence of the sit-in days.
Their perspective to win is
to be ‘‘patient’” and to hold
marches and vigils and fill
the jails until somehow the
government yields. They do
not see the struggle as a
fundamental class battle but
rather as a struggle for ‘‘hu-
man rights and dignity.”’
Abernathy says that this is
simply a struggle of ‘‘black
people’’ to unite the ‘‘black
community.’”’ The leadership
of Local 1199 is in complete
agreement with this.

This is not just a black
struggle that white workers
can support if they feel like
it. This is a workers’ strug-
gle and support from all
workers must be won for it,
It is precisely throughracism
that the bosses have beenable
to keep unions out of the South.
All workers will gain from a
victory for the Charleston
hospital workers.

For years Leon Davis has
spread the idea that 1199 is a
‘‘unique’’ union which really
has nothing in common with
the rest of the labor move-
ment, Earlier this year there
was talk of 1199 leaving the
AFL-CIO, 1199 membershave
been encouraged to see it as
a ‘‘civil rights union.,”’
Charleston shows how wrong
this conception is. The de-
mands of black workers for
equality in every sphere of life
are not separate from the
fight against the bosses and
their representatives in gov-
ernment, This means a fight

within the labor movement,
and a political fight against
the bosses who rest upon and
use racism.

Davis tries to win through
publicity, relying onfavorable
notices in the capitalist news-
papers such as the NY Times
and the NY Post. An edi-
torial in the NYTimes was
reprinted and distributed to
union members. what the
editorial said was that the
hospital bosses should yield,
even though their reluc-
tance was ‘‘understandable’’
due to the ‘‘irresponsibility’’
of the union in the past. So,
the union hands out leaflets
calling the union ir-
responsible!’

This is the very same news-
paper that denouncedthe union
in July 1968, when it struck for
the $100 minimum. Are these
now going to be dished up as
the union’s friends? This is
the same policy as the union’s
past support to Rockefeller
who then proceeded to stab
the workers in the back by
slashing the budget and raising
taxes,

KEY

what neither Abernathy nor
Davis understand is that the
key to victory is theunited
power of the working class.
This unity must be fought
for.
MASS LABORDEMONSTRATION
TIONS IN SUPPORT OF THE
CHARLESTON STRIKE!
FOR FULL FINANCIAL AND
MORAL SUPPORT FROM
THE LABOR MOVEMENT!

SUBSCRIBE TO THE
BULLETIN

Why Wallaceite Cop Won Minneapolis Primary

BY J. RENEE
MINNEAPOLIS--As a re-

sult of the recent primary el-
ections, Minneapolis is
threatened by the prospect
of a police lieutenant for may-
or. It is a logical reward
for the labor skates, who now
do not even have a Demo-
crat to support, for years of
class collaboration with the
boss politicians of the Demo-
cratic-Farmer Labor Party.

The city primaries provided
a three-way contest between
a Democrat (Hagstrom), a Re-
publican (Cohen), and an ‘in-
dependent’, the police officer
running on a ‘‘law and order’”’
platform (Stenvig). (Oh yes,
also running was Dave Thor-
stad of the SwP., who con-
ducted a completelyirrelevant
campaign that provided neith-
er leadership nor program,
except to call for power to
the black communities.)

PRO_(.;RAM

As usual the leadership of
the majority of the unions gave
their official endorsement to
the D.F.L. candidate. Neither
the bureaucrats nor D.F.L.
politicians could even pretend
to present a program to solve
the crisis that Minneapolis,
like the other major U.,S, ci-
ties, is facing. How could

they ? They see the threatened
breakdown of the school sys-
tem, the transportation sys-
tem, each element of the so-
called ‘‘urban crises’’, as a
separate problem rather than
as flowing from the insoluble
dissolution the capitalist sys-
tem is undergoing. And the
solutions they look for are
within the existing two-party
system; supporting and up-
holding the capitalist enter-
prise.

Given no class leadership,
no program to fight for or
to increase their understand-
ing of the problems they face,
the voters, including the
working class wards, gave
Stenvig, the Wallace-like can-
didate, enoygh votes to put

SUCCESSFUL TWIN CITIES MAY- DAY =y

MINNEAPOLIS--At a very
successful May Day meeting
on May 2, the Twin Cities
Workers League commemo-
rated the first anniversary
of the French May-June days
by deepening the struggle to
build the revolutionary party.

The 30 trade unionists and
students attending the rally
showed that the potential for
building of the party here in
the U.S., here in Minneapolis
grows every day.

The speaker emphasized the

him way ahead of the field.
They turned to the man who'
promised to ‘‘solve’’ the cri-
sis, by ‘‘controlling’’ its vic-
tims. Hagstrom, the D,F,L,
candidate, ran a poor third,
leaving the labor skates with
the choice of endorsing Sten-
vig or the Republican Cohen,
who  will probably become
their ‘‘lesser evil’’ thoughhe is
only a less crude Stenvig.
TREACHERY

The betrayal of the labor
bureaucrats is entirely in
keeping with their ecynical,
absolute treachery inrefusing
to publicize, to say nothing of
rousing the entire labor move -
ment against the drastic anti-
labor bills now being drafted
in the Minnesota State legis-

significance of the crisis in
Europe and reported on the
successful political strike in
England against the traitorous
Wilson government on May 1,
battled for by our comrades in
the Socialist Labor League.

The collection of $57.80ap-
propriately enough was added
to the Daily Newsletter Fund,
which the Workers League
has organized to help in the
putting out of the first Trot-
skyist daily newspaper in
history.

l of labor,

LS S Sae gy 2
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lature. These dangerous bills
are an immediate threat
against the very existence of
all Minnesota school teachers
as an independent force and
if made into law will under-
mine the quality of state ed-
ucation from grade school all
the way through college and
university.

Only the BULLETIN has
been carrying on a consistent
campaign in the labor move-
ment and schools warning the
working people of this di-
rect challenge to their basic
rights, for anti-labor legis-
lation which hurts one section
of the working class weakens
the entire class.

The Workers League has not
and will not remain idle un-
der such threats to the work-
ers, teachers, and students.
We are intensifying our cam-
paign to unite the advanced
workers and their allies whe -
ther in unions or elsewhere to
mount a counter-attack a-
gainst the capitalist represen-
tatives in the legislature and
their allies: the labor bur-
reaucrats and revisionists
the SWP and SDS, and the
so-called black-militants who
by their silence and adven-
turism divert and weaken the
struggle against the enemies

b

¢
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By Dan Fried

THE SW
AND RISE OF

The. Socialist Workers Party was without a
doubt the leading party of world Trotskyism from
the 1930s until the 1950s. The degeneration of
this party has transformed it into the major prop
of revisionism internationally playing much the
same role as Kautsky did in the latter period of
the Second International.

The revisionist role of the SWP did not simply
emerge from out of nowhere in the 1950s, Its
roots can be found precisely in the most healthy
period of its development in the 1930s. The
purpose of this article is to trace the roots of
the SWP’s revisionism as it expressed itself
within the greatest strength of the SWP--its trade
union work. This will not only help us in under-
standing the degeneration of this party but also
in developing a revolutionary line for trade union
work today.

Part of the mystique of the proletarian past
of the SWP, which is especially used to fortify
the image of Dobbs and Cannon, is the experience
of the American Trotskyists as leaders of the
Minneapolis general strike of 1934. As a result
of the strike, Minneapolis became a union town,
the Trotskyists dominated the Central Labor Coun-
cil using their base in the leadership of Teamsters
Local 574 in a mighty drive to organize the over-
the-road drivers. Art Preis reports in his book
Labor’s Giant Step (Pioneer, 1964): ¢‘The Minnea-
polis union.,.spearheaded a tremendous expansion
of unionism throughout a great open-shop area.
In August 1938 this organizing drive was climaxed
by the winning of the first over-the-road drivers
contract, with union wages and conditions includ-
ing the closed shop, in an eleven-state area
ranging from Montana to Ohio and Minnesota to
Oklahoma.”’

The basis for this organizing drive had been
laid by the victorious May and July-August 1934

DRING FAMOUS BATTLE OF DEPUTIES RUN TEAMSTERS UNDER TROTSKYIST LEADERSHIP ROUT COMPANY VIGILANTE FORCE IN 1934 MINNEAPOLIS GENERAL STRIKE

strikes of the Minneapolis drivers. These strikes,
nominally called by Teamsters Local 574 of the
AFL were not led by the old leadership of that
Local but by an organizing committee called the
“‘strike committee of 100’’ which was under the
leadership of a group of younger rank and file
members of 574, members of the Trotskyist organi-
zation of that time, the Communist League of
America. After the initial stages of the struggle,
the top leadership of the League including its
National Secretary, James P, Cannon, were on the
scene in Minneapolis to give leadership to the
entire struggle.

The American Trotskyists from the start dis-
played the qualities of tactical flexibility, organiza-
tional finesse and quickness to seize on opportuni-
ties for involvement in mass struggle that were the
greatest strength of the early Trotskyist movement
in America. In his lectures on ¢‘The History of
American Trotskyism’’ (Pioneer Publishers, New
York 1944) Cannon says: ‘‘This was a strike that
began with such a wallop that the whole country
heard about it, and about the role of the Trotsky-
ists in its leadership--...the jokes about the
Trotskyist ‘sectarians’ began to turn sour.”’

flavor

Cannon’s description of the May strike which
closed down the entire city, gives something of
the flavor of the events:

‘“‘“The attempt by the bosses and the police to
crush the strike by force culminated in the famous
‘Battle of the Market.,” Several thousand special
deputies in addition to the whole police force were
mobilized to make one supreme effort to open up
a strategic part of the town, the wholesale market,
for the operation of trucks...They were going to
have fun down there just beating up strikers.
One of the special deputies wore his polo hat,
...He and the whole mob of deputies and cops
ran into a mass of determined organized pickets

of the union supplemented by sympathetic unionists
from other trades and by members of the unem-
ployed organizations. ...The battle has gone down
in Minneapolis history as ‘The Battle of Deputies
Run.” There were two casualties and thevy were
both on the other side. That was one of the features
of the strike that lifted Minneapolis high in the
estimation of the workers everywhere. In strike
after strike of those days the same story had been
monotonously repeated in the press: Two strikers
killed; four strikers shot;twenty strikers arrested,
etc. Here was a strike where it wasn’t all one-
sided. There was one universal burst of applause,
from one end of the labor movement to the other,
for the militancy and resoluteness of the Minnea-~
polis fighters, They had reversed the trend of
things and workers militants everywhere praised
their name.”’

From the point of view of organization, discipline
and inventiveness, the strike leaders pioneered in
the use of procedures that were later used by the
auto workers with proficiency in the great Flint
sit-down strikes of 1937 and other struggles--
the union commissary, the emergency hospital,
the Women’s Auxiliary and the ‘‘flying squads’’
of pickets on wheels. But behind the superb
organization was a political conception which
Cannon describes:

‘“The policy of the class struggle guided our
comrades; they couldn’t be deceived and out-
maneuvered, as so many strike leaders of the
period were, by this mechanism of sabotage and
destruction known as the National Labor Board
and all its auxiliary setups. They put no reliance
whatever in Roosevelt’s Labor Board; they weren’t
fooled by any idea that Roosevelt, the liberal
‘“friend of labor’’ President, was going to help the
truck drivers in Minneapolis win a few cents more
an hour. They weren’t deluded even by the fact
that there was at that timein Minnesota a Farmer-
Labor Governor, presumed to be on the side of
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SWP WAS UNABLE TO FIGHT TOBIN POLITICALLY

the workers. ¢‘Our people didn’t believe in any-
body or anything but the policy of the class
struggle and the ability of the workers to prevail
by their mass strength and solidarity, ...There-
fore they prepared everything from the point of
view of class war. They knew that power, not
diplomacy, would decide the issue. Bluffs don’t
work in fundamental things, only in incidental
ones. In such things as the conflict of class
interests one must be prepared to fight.

The initial period of the Trotskyist leadership
of the Minneapolis strikes based on the conception
of ‘the class fight’ as outlined above by Cannon
represented the highest development of the Ameri-
can Trotskyists as an INDEPENDENT leadership
in the trade union movement. The involvement of
the. SWP in the trade union movement in later
years, even when the party had considerable forces
in CIO unions,never had the independent leader-
ship characteristic of this early period. In fact,
as we shall see, even the work in the Teamsters
which grew out of the Minneapolis struggles was
characterized by adaptation to ‘‘progressive’’ ele-
ments in the late 1930s. But this adaptation had
its roots in the theoretical and political weak-
nesses of Cannon and the Trotskyists which pre-
vented them from translating their power and
leadership in the Minnesota class struggle into a
political struggle.

stalinism

Honest class struggle unionism, the leadership
of an almost ‘‘model’’ union by itself could not by
‘‘force of example’’, destroy the influence of
Stalinism and build a Marxist leadership in the
unions in America or anywhere else. What the
Communist League of America built on the picket
lines and in the streets of Minneapolis was being
undermined by the Stalinist Communist Party in
the corridors of the Farmer-Labor Party. The
Stalinists, who, according to Cannon, had ‘‘been
driven out of the trade unions’’ in Minneapolis,
had been able to penetrate and in collaboration
with the trade union bureaucracy, take over the
Minnesota Farmer-Labor Party and, as V. R,
Dunne pointed out in the 1938 Discussions with
Trotsky on the Labor Party, ‘‘..the Stalinists
in controlling the apparatus of the FLP control
more than just the apparatus--they make it diffi-
cult for us in the unions.’”” Eventually, these
difficulties caused not only by the power of Stali~
nism in Minnesota, but nationally and interna-
tionally, meant that Roosevelt and IBT president
Daniel Tobin could, with the open collaboration of
the Stalinists, destroy the power of the Trotsky-
ists as a force in the Teamsters by railroading
18 leaders of the Socialists Workers Party and
the Minneapolis Teamsters to prison under the
provisions of the notorious Smith Act in 1941,

Not only in Minnesota, but all over the country,
the alliance of the labor bureaucracy with Roose-
velt and the state via the Democratic Party was
decisive for the ruling class in undermining the
growing power of the CIO and preventing the
development of an independent labor party which
could open the road for a workers and farmers
government in the U.S, The Stalinists with their
policy of the ‘‘Popular Front’’ support to Roose-
velt and the Democrats and their vast influence
in the CIO played a key role in holding back the
labor party development and propping up capita-
lism,

The fight for a labor party, a struggle against
the Stalinist popular front line within the Minnesota
Farmer -Labor Party--was a fight which had to be
linked at every moment with the fight inthe unions.

This, the SWP failed to do. Dunne and the SWP
leadership understood how the Stalinists could
‘‘make it difficult for us in the unions’’, but even
after the 1938 discussions with Trotsky, could not
fuse the economic and political struggle. Political
struggle tended to be seen as an aid to the work in
the unions rather than a vital necessity for the
struggle of the unions and the working class as a
whole.

pragmatism

Related to this separation of the trade union
and the political struggle, was a deep strain of
anti-intellectual, ‘know-nothing’ pragmatism that
pervaded in the Cannonite proletarian section of
the SWP. This tendency was strongest in the
proletarian stronghold of the SWP--Minneapolis.
This tendency was represented in the attitude of a
former National Committee member and leader of
the SWP in Minneapolis~St. Paul, who personally
told us that as far as the Stalinists go, ‘‘We don’t
have to fight them’’, politically and theoretically.
Presumably, they will dry up and wither away by
force of our shining example.

This same anti-political, anti-theoretical out-
look combined with ¢‘‘proletarian snobbery’’ -~
looking down one’s nose at ‘‘intellectuals’’, led
the SWP to give up the struggle for the students
and intellectuals in Minnesota, leaving them in
effect to the Stalinists who used them to build
a base against the Trotskyists in the unions and
in the Farmer-Labor Party.

It is clear that the experiences in Minneapolis
and in various AFL and CIO unions before the
war were not accompanied by the kind of theoreti-
cal development that was needed to raise the
leadership of the SWP above the level of American
pragmatism and impressionism, To his dying day,
Trotsky was concerned about this problem. This
is clearly revealed in the stenographic report of
the discussion between the SWP leaders and
Trotsky held in June 1940, shortly before his
death. The discussion reveals the pragmatism of
the SWP leadership, the impatience with political
struggle and theoretical problems which were often
seen as an obstacle to the ‘‘concrete work’’ of the
Party, It was this economist separation of the
political and theoretical struggle against the Stali-
nists from the practical trade union work that had
characterized the Minneapolis work.

But underlying this economism was a political
bloc with the ‘‘Rooseveltian Progressives’’ in the
unions who were led by a wing of the bureaucracy
in the CIO in opposition to the Stalinist wing.
Wwhile the ‘‘Progressives’’ representing the mili-
tants had been opposing the Stalinists from the left
on trade union questions, the Stalinists following
the Stalin-Hitler Pact had taken a left, anti-war,
anti-Roosevelt stance and were preparing to run
Browder for President against Roosevelt. Trotsky
proposed a tactic to reach the Stalinist workers
and expose the CP leadership: critical support
to Browder’s candidacy. Cannon was adamantly
opposed, feeling that there were bigger fish to
catch elsewhere in the CIO, that such a maneuver
would be unpopular with the SWP’s Progressive
allies, that it ‘‘would disrupt our work.’”’ He saw
it not as a question of the SWP attempting to expose
and if possible destroy the influence of Stalinism
in the class, but of bookkeeping--¢‘What we gained
from the Stalinists we would lose otherwise’’, he
said.

trotsky

‘‘How to break the Stalinist
The support of the Progressives is not
stable. It is found at the top of the union rather
than as a rank and file current, Now with the
war we will have these progressives against us.
We need a stronger base in the ranks. There are
small Tobins on whom we depend. They depend
on the big Tobins. They on Roosevelt, (Not
long afterward Tobin and Roosevelt collaboratedto
put the Trotskyists behind bars--D,F,) ... It would
be fatal to pay too much attentiontothe impression
we can make on the pacifists and our ‘progressive’
bureaucrat friends. In this case we become the
squeezed lemon of the bureaucrats. They use us
against the Stalinists but as the war nears call us
unpatriotic and expel us. These Stalinist workers
can become revolutionary, especially if Moscow
changes its line and becomes patriotic’’,

Cannon attempted in the discussion to pin the
opportunistic policy *hat Trotsky had referredtoas
the SWP’s on the Lovestoneites who he described
as ‘‘--attorneys for the labor fakers, especially
in auto’’. The Lovestone group was the advisor
and mentor to UAW President Homer Martin, who
with the encouragement of John L. Lewis (who at
that time was something of a ‘‘Rooseveltian Pro-
gressive’’) was trying to cement a bureaucratic
stranglehold over the UAW, and was leaning

Trotsky replied:
party?

increasingly on a virulent redbaiting, anti-commu-
nist campaign., Martin was opposed by a bloc of
the Reutherites and Stalinists. Cannon disowns
the policy of the Lovestoneites, saying: ¢We
followed a more careful policy. We tried to
exploit the differences between the Martin gang
and the Stalinists. For a while we were the left
wing of the Martin outfit, but we extricated our-
selves at the proper time.”’

But it seems clear that the SWP was not only
the ¢‘left wing of the Martin outfit’’ but had
adapted to Martin since he was in opposition to
the Stalinists from the left according to B, J.
widdick writing in the 1938 New International,
theoretical journal of the SWP. In his articles
on the UAW at that time, Widdick who was the
SWP’s leading trade union reporter saw Martin’s
role as that of a misguided progressive, not as a
dangerous bureaucrat. ¢‘‘Martin’’, said widdick,
‘‘answered the Stalinist attack with an essentially
progressive program, unfortunately applied in a
bureaucratic fashion...this played directly into the
hands of the Stalinists’’. There is a tendency
here to see the Stalinists as the ‘‘main enemy’’
in the labor movement and to begin from that
premise rather than from the point of view of build-
ing the Trotskyists as an alternative independent
leadership.

This is what Trotsky is attacking when he
discusses the CIO ¢““Progressives’’: ¢‘Their exis-
tence is a reflex of this new movement (The
CIO- D,F.) but is is not a direct reflection of the
rank and file. It is an adaptation of the conversa-
tive bureaucrats to the situation. There are two
competitors, the progressive bureaucrats and the
Stalinists. We are a third competitor trying to
capture this sentiment. These progressive bureau-
crats can lean on us for advisors in the fight
against the Stalinists. But the role of an advisor
to a progressive bureaucrat doesn’t promise much
in the long run.. Our real role is that of third
competitor...”’

Later in the discussion, Dobbs lauds the SWP’s
growth of support among the rank and file achieved
through the bloc with the ‘“‘Progressives’’. Trotsky
asks him if we can ‘‘get them to go against Roose-
velt”” and ‘‘For whom will they vote?”’ Dobbs
replies: ‘I don’t know. Maybe Roosevelt., For
us to turn to the Stalinists will sow real confusion
in their minds. It should not be rushed in any
case,”” Trotsky then says: ¢I believe we have
the critical point very clear. We are in a bloc
with so called progressives--not only fakers but
honest rank and file, Yes they are honest and
progressive but from time to time they vote for
Roosevelt--once in four years. YOU PROPOSE
A TRADE UNION POLICY NOT A BOLSHEVIK
POLICY. BOLSHEVIK POLICIES BEGIN OUT-
SIDE THE TRADE UNIONS. (Our emphasis--
D.F.) The worker is an honest trade unionist
but far from Bolshevik politics.’’

Trotsky further points out how the adaptation
to the ‘““Progressives’’ thwarted the independent
role of the Party not only in the unions as such
but on the level of political action as well: ‘“‘Last
January we discussed a campaign in the unions
to have our own trade union presidential candidate,
We were to propose to him that we would vote for
him if he were nominated. Even Lewis. We were
to begin the campaigning for a labor president.
But not a thing was done. Nothing appeared.
Nothing in the Northwest Organizer. (The paper
of the Minneapolis Teamsters edited by Dobbs--
D.F.) ... Why? It signifies an immediate clash
with our allies, the machine, the conscious Roose -~
veltians who would immediately attack, a clash
with our own class enemies such as Tobin, ... I
discussed ... two years ago on this same problem
...but the Northwest Organizer remains unchanged.
It is a photograph of our adaptation to the Roose-
veltians,’’

In the light of this discussion we can see that
the loss of influence in the unions and the accom-
panied retreat from a revolutionary Marxist line
in the recent period was not simply the result of
isolation because of the post-war prosperity. The
wiping out of its great base in the Minneapolis
labor movement was partly caused by the SWP’s
inability to develop this base politically and in
the process train its own trade union cadres as
real Marxists.

clo

While the SWP lost many of its trade union
cadres during the war, the Party did go through
a period of expansion and very significant growth
in the trade union movement during the period of
the late-war and post-warupsurge of the working
class. We will see however to what extent the
SWP learned the lessons of the 1940 discussions
with Trotsky. During the war the SWP’s trade
union policy could be characterized in one word
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--f‘caution’’, as is pointed out in Tim Wohlforth’s
‘‘Struggle For Marxism in the U.,S.””. Perhaps
the SWP could point to an excuse in the early war
period when the Stalinist and reformist (Hillman-
Murray-Green) bureaucrats were able to by and
large keep the workers under the screws of the
wartime wage freeze and the no-strike pledge--
with the notable exception of the United Mine
Workers. But by 1944 with the growing movemsznt
against the wage freeze and no-strike pledge
taking hold especially in the CIO unions, the SWP
had little excuse for the policy of ¢‘caution’’
behind which they hid their hesitance to project
an independent course in the unions.

Nevertheless the SWP eventually did respond
to what Art Preis correctly called ‘‘American
Labor’s Greatest Upsurge’’. The high point of
the strike wave was the 113 day strike of some
225,000 auto workers against General Motors,
ending in March 1946. The GM workers won an
18-1/2 cent an hour increase without any ¢ ‘company
security’’ clauses which the UAW leadership had
conceded at Ford. Preis writes: ‘‘In the twelve
months following V-J Day more than 5,000,000
workers engaged in strikes. For the number of
strikers, their weight in industry and the duration
of the struggle, the 1945-46 strike wave in the
U.S. surpassed anything of its kind in any capita-
list country including the British General Strike
of 1926.”’

On the crest of the upsurge the SWP held its
November 1946 convention atwhich it reported
that 1013 new members had come into the Party
since the previous convention. 1In addition to
reports of the union fractions in auto, steel,
rubber, railroads and maritime, Dobbs reported
to the convention that ‘‘almost one half of the Party
members belong in the trade unions, primarily in
the basic industries. A relatively large number
hold posts of various kinds in the unions. Many
of the new recruits are prominent trade union
militants in the major industrial areas of the
U.S. where a total of 41 SWP branches are now
functioning...”

At the same time Dobbs reported that the SWP
was rapidly gaining ground against the Stalinists,
‘‘that as our party roots itself more and more
deeply in its class it not only gathers strength but
cuts the ground from under the feet of Stalinism’’,
Again, we encounter the false theory of the auto-
matic demise of Stalinism resulting from trade
union mass work. Dobbs recognized that with the
beginning of a ‘‘left turn’”’ against ¢‘‘Browderism?”’
the CP was in crisis, but despite his words of
optimism, the SWP had not learned from the 1940
discussion with Trotsky. As the CP waspreparing
the formation of the Wallaceite Progressive Party
the SWP missed an opportunity to expose the
popular front basis of the Stalinist policy. As Tim
wohlforth points out in his history, ‘“The SWP
should have offered as early as 1947 to give
critical support to such a campaign (a national
CP electoral campaign on a class basis--D.F.)
and to withdraw its own candidates if the Stali-
nists ran on a class line.”’

In the union movement, the SWP was projecting
the ‘‘organization of a progressive left wing’’.
This policy stated abstractly could cover a multi-
tude of sins, especially for a party such as the
SWP which despite its growth did not feel capable
of projecting a really independent struggle to
become the third alternative against the ‘‘Pro-
gressives’’ and the Stalinists that Trotsky had
talked of. In practice the SWP was still playing
‘trade union caucus’ politics, Their policies
tended to originate with the internal union situa-
tion and to fall into the trap of tailing progres-
sive forces and caucuses such as the Reuther
caucus in the UAW and Curran in the NMU--
until the witch-hunting of these bureaucrats forced
the SWP to attempt to form blocs with Stalinist-
led caucuses, as in the UAW.

aw

This process is best illustrated in the SWP’s
policies in the UAW during and after the war.
In 1944 a ‘‘rank and file’’ caucus arose in the
UAW to challenge both the Reuther and the Stali-
nist influenced Addes-Thomas wings of the bureau-
cracy. The rank and file caucus was led by a
number of militant secondary leaders, some of
whom were members or supporters of the Shacht-
manite Workers Party, ‘‘Its program was simple:
rescind the no-strike pledge; press for indepen-
dent political action by labor; elect UAW leaders
pledged to these views.’”’ (See The UAW and
Wwalter Reuther by Howe and widdick, Random
House, 1949). The SWP also supported this
caucus which Preis speaks very highly of. But
the SWP did not build anything out of it. Howe
and Widdick wrote that ‘‘soon the ¢‘Rank and
File’ caucus disintegrated. Once the war wasover

its major plank became irrelevant, and most of
its people went back to the Reuther camp.’”’ While
this statement is nothing more than an apology for
the capitulation of the Shachtmanites to Reuther,
the SWP in fact went along with them, if not into
the Reuther ‘‘camp’’, at least into his caucus.

wohlforth summarized the subsequent history
of the SWP’s post-war UAW policies in his
““‘Struggle for Marxism in the U.S.’”’ as follows:

‘“The party auto fraction had supported the
Reuther caucus against the Stalinist-backed
Thomas-Addes caucus in the closing days of the
war when Reuther favoured a more militant trade
union policy than did the Stalinists., This relation-
ship with the Reuther group continued into 1946
and early 1947, when it was becoming increasingly
apparent that the Reuther formation was becoming
more conservative and was engaging in the most
virulent forms of red-baiting against the Thomas-
Addes caucus. In 1947 there developed serious
differences within the party leadership over whether
or not to switch support to Thomas-Addes. Swabeck
and Dunne (with Cannon’s backing, Cochran insisted
later) favoured continuing support for Reuther,
while Cochran and the auto fraction pushed for a
turn to Thomas-Addes. Neither side considered
a third formation realistic. @ The auto fraction

finally supported Thomas-Addes but at a time when
the Stalinists were losing control of the caucus.
This support did not lead to any significant con-
tact or work with the Stalinist workers, something
Cannon was later to see as a virtue.”’

while the SWP never whitewashed Reuther the
way the Shachtmanites did, there is no doubt that
in his report in the May 1946 Fourth International
on the 1946 UAW convention, Art Preis is critical
of Reuther but within the framework of support.
Reuther is only mildly criticised for his leader-
ship of the GM strike and is lauded because his
leadership ‘‘was a model of resoluteness compared
with the conservative and timid Thomas’’. What
is obviously decisive to Preis is that even though
Reuther made unprincipled appeals to ‘‘question-
able and reactionary elements’’, ‘‘the main base
of the Reuther caucus consisted of the most pro-
gressive militants’’. What is most revealing is
that the SWP was still following a policy of blocs
with ‘‘progressives’’. As for the possibility of an
independent role for the SWP, all Preis can say
is, ‘‘There was no movement in the ranks prepared
to push a third alternative to the two presented by
the main divisions of the convention’’. The SWP
could not go beyond the role of a ‘‘critical”’
cheering section for the election of Reuther as
President of the UAW. Preis wrote that Reuther’s
policies while far from ‘‘socialistic’’ (which
Thomas had asserted) ‘‘do represent a policy of
militancy and a program aimed at resolving the
broader and deeper-going issues of the American

scene, As one delegate expressed it to this
writer, ‘Reuther wants to do something about
inflation and profits and housing. He wants to
fight’’,

Here in a nutshell is expressed all the pragma-
tic adaptation to progressive bureaucrats of which
we have been speaking. Reuther is not seen as a
bureaucrat attempting to capture the radical senti-
ment of the workers and to render it harmless and
under the domination of the labor bureaucracy.
Instead he is seen as a non-socialist who has a
(capitalist?) ‘‘program aimed at resolving the
broader and deeper-going issues of the American
scene.”’ Asfor implementing the laudable program,

UAW'S BIG FOUR: RICARD FRANKENSTEEN, GORGE ADDES, R.J. THOMAS, WALTER REUTHER

the best Preis can say for Reuther is that he and
Thomas both made ¢‘‘vague expressions...during
the course of the convention for a possible ‘pro-
gressive third party’,”’

what is decisive in the SWP’s trade union policy
is not simply whether or not the party involved
itself in caucus formations which were led by
revisionist tendencies or sections of the trade
union bureaucracy. Marxists function inthe unions
with the utmost organizational flexibility. It is
impossible to abstractly determine what caucuses
to enter, when to break with a caucus, when to
attempt to form an independent caucus under the
leadership of the Party, etc. Trotskyists do not
exclude the formation of blocs and collaboration
with scoundrels and bureaucrats if these maneu-
vers can help the Party to develop a leadership
in the unions against these very same scoundrels
and bureaucrats.

Trotsky had said in the 1940 discussions,
‘‘These bureaucrats are Rooseveltians, militarists.
We tried to penetrate the trade unions with their
help. This was a correct maneuver, I believe,”’
In the same breath Trotsky says, regarding the
Progressives and the Stalinists, ¢‘Our real role is
that of third competitor’’, The tactic of relations
with caucuses is therefore subordinate to the
strategy involved in the building of the revolu-
tionary party as an independent leadership in the
trade unions. What is decisive is Trotsky’s dictum
as he had stated it in the 1940 discussions:
‘‘Bolshevik policiesbegin outside the trade unions.”’

What is decisive is that in the course of flexible
maneouvering, there is no adaptationto the bureau-
cracy or the backwardness in the ranks.

We could see in the work of the SWP in various
caucuses of the UAW a tendency to sacrifice their
own independent policies--to adapt to the moods
of militant workers and the left turns of progres-
sive bureaucrats. This tendency had as its philo-
sophic mentor, American pragmatism, not dia-
lectical materialism, This same pragmatism, an
entrapment in parochial ¢‘militant trade unionism’’,
was evident in the same period evenunder conditions
where the SWP was able to lead struggles of
caucuses organized under its own leadership.

calumet

An article by J. Lyons in the March 1947 SWP
¢‘party Builder’’ provides a good example of how
this approach of beginning pragmatically with the
given union situation abstracted from the needs of
building a Marxist leadership in the class as a’
whole leads to opportunism. The article describes
an SWP-led caucus campaign for election of a
slate of officers known as the ‘‘Unity’’ slate in an
election for posts of a Steelworkers local in
Calumet (Chicago suburb), Illinois. The slate won
nine out of the 12 posts and only narrowly lost the
Presidency of the Local, running in opposition to
a Stalinist backed slate which had been in the
leadership of the local. With the rising cost of
living being a big issue in the working class at
that time, the central demand of the SWP was the
cost of living escalator clause. The Stalinists
counterposed the demand to hold down prices by
continuing the OPA.

The SWP campaign was conducted with admir-
able organizational expertise, theatrical grandeur
and public relations which any politician would
envy. Morale based on the upsurge in the class
struggle was high. But it was conceived ona
narrow, opportunistic plane. ‘‘Our objective’’,
writes Lyons, ‘‘was to win the posts: therefore
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we were extremely careful not to advance points
which would frighten and drive away any consider-
able section of the workers. Had we been in for
educational purposes, our objective would have
been to mobilize the advanced section of the
workers. In this case, we would probably have
advanced many far reaching programmatic points
at the expense of possibly losing the support of
the more backward elements. Since our objective
was to win, we could not afford this risk; conse-
quently, we advance those points which would
mobilize the widest possible sections of workers.’’

what is revealed is that the SWP’s campaign
for the Labor Party demand which Cannon had
declared should be advanced not just as propa-
ganda, but agitationally as early as 1942, was
tossed out the window--in order to win union
posts. The Party is transformed from a vanguard
into a union election machine. Lyons describes
how the campaign workers indiscussions with other
workers would plck out a particular point in the
program which wouldbe attractive to that particular
worker, There was something for everyone,
apparently. ‘‘Thus, each individual worker was
given the impression that the point discussed by
the (Unity slate) operator was the MAIN POINT
in the program, and in most instances, that indivi-
dual was well satisfied with the program.’’

cochran

This adaptation to ‘‘trade union policies’’ as
opposed to Bolshevik policies eventually led to a
major factional explosion in the SWP in 1952-53.
A section of established trade unionists, the core
of which was the auto fraction in Flint and Detroit
came out in open revolt against the Leninist
Party. The leader of this faction was Bert
Cochran who had been the leader of the Party’s
auto fraction and a protege of Cannon. His base
was that of the older conservatized trade unionists
who Cannon correctly saw had been corrupted by
13 years of ‘‘prosperity’’ and material privilege.
They were tired and wanted out. Cochran’s
liquidationist line was clearly tailored for them.

Cannon was aghast at this conservative ¢‘infec-
tion’’ that had erupted in the SWP, but he did
not understand that these elements together with
himself and the Minneapolis trade unionists were
the targets of Trotsky’s warnings in 1940. The
Cochranite trade unionists were never developedby
the Party into Party people trained to be revolu-
tionary Marxist leaders of the class. Instead they
were militant trade unionists who were caught up
in the parochialism of narrow trade union politics,
This never bothered Cannon until the ‘‘infection’’
threatened to destroy the SWP as an organization.

Wwhile the ‘‘orthodox’’ belief in the Party held
by Cannon and the Dobbs wing of the SWP forced
them to fight the Cochranites, their lack of under-
standing of Marxist theory and the dialectical
method upon which the Party rests also led them
eventually to adopt the very liquidationist politics
of Cochran and Pablo which they had opposed in
1953.

With the departure of the Cochranites and the
deepening of the prosperity and conservatism of
the 1950’s, the SWP lost just about all its trade
union cadres. In their place the SWP gave lip
service to its ‘‘proletarian’’ traditions while in-
creasingly orienting to middle class currents and
leaders. The best the SWP could do in relation
to the trade union movement in the post-Cochran
period was the publication of ‘‘Labor’s Giant
Step’’ by Art Preis.

This book is an excellent and invaluable objec-
tive account of the CIO and the American labor
movement. = But in it the role of the SWP asa
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vanguard party struggling to develop leadership
in the class does not come through. Instead it
from time to time gives the SWP ‘merit badges’
because on occasion, parts of the transitional
program which appeared in the pages of the

Militant were ‘adopted’, if not fought for, by
various sections of the bureaucracy. Although

Preis was a leading National Committee member
of the SWP, one can read the entire book with
only the foggiest notion of the real problems,
discussions and activities of the SWP in the CIO.
The ‘‘Militant’’ is only one of a number of honest
sources on the history of the CIO in Preis’
treatment. One would have to be in ‘‘the know’’
or read the introduction in order to have any
idea at all that the Militant was the organ of a
Party that was ostensibly struggling in the trade
union movement for a Trotskyist leadership of
the working class not only in the U.S, but through-
out the world.

today

Today, to the extent that the SWP carries out
any trade union work at all, it is done in the
spirit of complete capitulation to the bureaucracy,
the black nationalists, or both. In New York’s
Social Service Employees Union, the SWP spokes-
men support the leadership of President Martin
Morgenstern in his efforts to sell Lindsay’s
‘‘reorganization’’ to the SSEU ranks. The ‘‘re-
organization’’ plan calls for the attrition of 9,000
jobs in the Department of Welfare accompanied
by intense speed-up. This is the sequelto Trotsky’s
warnings in 1940.

In contrast, the Workers League has taken the
lead in a struggle in the SSEU against the Morgen-
stern-Gotbhaum bureaucracy of the SSEU and DC
37, soon to be merged. Key to this is our leader-
ship in the struggle against the contract which if
not defeated will ratify the City’s ¢‘reorganization’’
scheme. This is a fundamental struggle not only
for-the SSEU but for the entire working class since
it poses most sharply the program of the ruling
class to solve their crisis at the expense of the
working class through attrition, reorganization,
containerization, etc.--through unemployment and
speed-up.

We have tried to approach this struggle as all
union struggles must be approached--beginning
from the OBJECTIVE NEEDS of the workers and
not from the ‘‘mentality’”’ or moods of the workers
as the SWP tended to do even in its healthiest
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period. We have been able to fuse the economic
and political struggles by injecting the fight against
the Taylor Law and the demand for a Labor Party
aggressively into the recent Central Park demon-
stration against the Rockefeller budget cuts.

In our work in the SSEU and in other unions we
fight to unite theory and practice in wrestling with
the practical problems of building a Marxist
leadership in the unions. This involves a constant
struggle against the same tendencies that the SWP
succumbed to: opportunistic tailing of ‘‘progres-
sive’’ forces, trade union parochialism, routinism
and propagandism, sectarian abstentionism, to
name a few.

The Workers League looks back at the trade
union policy of the SWP over the years in order
to deepen its understanding of the mistakes and
limitations of Cannonism, in order to carry out
the building of a Marxist leadership against the
bureaucracy and its revisionist supporters in the
unions. But the class struggle history and tradi-
tions of the SWP are in reality OUR history and
traditions which have been spat upon by the present
leaders of the SWP.

britain

The Trotskyist movement has advanced far
beyond the Cannonite conception of trade union
work which paved the way unwittingly for the
Cochranite revolt against the Party. Our British
comrades in the International Committee of the
Fourth International, the Socialist Labour League,
have pointed the way with the organization of the
All Trades Unions Alliance as the industrial arm
of the SLL in the trade union movement. The SLL
is, patiently, but nevertheless with a necessary
sense of urgency, developing a cadre of Marxist
leaders in the trade union movement that is chal-
lenging the reformist, Stalinist and ‘‘left’’ leaders
of the wo