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REVISIONISM AND PRACTICAL WORK

Having worked in the Richmond shipyards from
November, 1942 to March, 1945, I would like to
deal briefly with one phase of our theoretical mis-
take as it was translated into life in a large war-
time industry.

Extremely bad conditions haye existed in the
Kaiser yards since the beginning of the war and
up to the present, with very few improvements
having been achieved up to this time. Unjust fir-
ings, disregard of seniority, waste of manpower,
waste of materials, discrimination against Ne-
groes and women, inadequate transportation,
housing problems, no in-plant feeding, poor com-
munity conditions for the workers’ families such
as, children attending over-crowded schools on a
part-time basis, shopping facilities limited, com-
modities over-priced, and many others too numer-
ous to mention. All this resulted in a huge labor
turnever that came close to becoming a national
scandal.

During the period of shipyard expansion, many
women, Negroes, and workers from the more back-
ward sections of the country were entering indus-
iry for the first time. The Communists and pro-
gressives did some good work in some of the un-
ions, the anti-diserimination committees and other
organizations. For example, 5000 signatures were
obtained on a petition requesting the Boilermak-
ers Union to admit Negroes on an equal basis with
white workers. : b

However, we failed to develop this type of ac-
tivity fully and consistently. For instance, Local
513 of the Boilermakers Union, which has jurisdic-
tion over at least 50 percent of the workers in the
yards, has mever held a single membership meet-
ing. We failed entirely te take advantage of the
deep resentment which existed, for a time at least,
among the workers because of this situation, to
bring at least elementary trade union democracy
to these people. Likewise, no attempt has been
made fo follow up the recent California supreme
court decision that Negroes should be admitted to
the Boilermakers Union, by applying it to other
shipyard unions that discriminate.

As a matter of fact, such issues have been soft-

MARXISM IS THE KEY

I rave read the resolution over many times and
b

can see no fault in it, Therefore, I'm for it. Regard-
ing the revision, opportunism, ete., I wish to make.

it clear at the outset: the discussions of Foster,
Minor, et al, have in no way influenced my own
opinions. In fact, there seemed to be something
very much disturbing from the very beginning of
the new set-up: Time increased the doubts, and -as

educational director, I stressed the great need of a -

deeper understanding of Marxism, especially. cap-
italist laws, political economy, etc. In my opinion,

there had been no change whatsoever in any cap- |

italist law. And T felt it was inevitable that a
change in policy would take place. Later, a few
days béfore the resolution was out, I became so in-
censed with the happenings at San Francisco and
ihe capitalists trying to do away with all our gains
of recent years, 1 could no longer contain myself,
and stated to our club members, ‘“that our top
leadership is thoroughly - permeated with oppor-
tunism.” By their own admittance, I was right.
Now, as to Comrade Browder's revision and eppor-
tunism, to collaborate in every possible way for a
speedy ending of the war was the correct thing for
us to do, but with the ending of the war another
thing—an altogether different proposition. Even
now, during the war, are the majority of capitalists
showing much inclination toward that end? Im-
agine if one can, a big hungry, salivating lion not
eating the nite little fat lamb. In my opinion, to ré-
ject the class struggle is to reject all of Marxism
and Leninism, especially affer the ending of the
war, when competition between capitalists and im-
perialist groups will become intensified. This will
he reflected in their attempt to lower the standards
of living of the workers. The attempt to lower
wages is being made eveh now. ‘Can we sincerely
collaborate with a bunch that is eternally trying to
knife us? Sometimes I think I hear Marx Engels
and Lenin groaning in their graves and hearing
ILenin say: “No, no, it just isn't possible.” Then I
hear Marx and Engels say: "*What is if, Comrade
Lenin, what's on yvour mind?” “Well,” said Lenin,
“you've heard of transmigration, I was wondering

pedaled by the progressives in the interest of
“unity.” I think we must ask ourselves now, was
this in the interest of unity, or was it not in the
interest of reaction? Did such a policy actually
help to win the war, or did it hinder it? If a
consistent struggle on these issues and many
others had been stepped up and broadened to in-
clude the thousands of workers of both sexes and
all colors who had come into industry for the first
time and needed real strong working-class leader-
ship, there is no doubt that many of these condi-
tions could have been improved, labor turn-over
would not have been so huge, the manpower prob-
lem could have been eased, and the war effort
helped considerably.

Why was it that we were unable to give the
kind of leadership to the workers in the yards which
would have helped to solve their problems?

First, T think that our policy led us to depend
too much on the capitalists. For example, there
was too much emphasis, through our press and lit-
erature, on the progressive role of Mr. Kaiser.
With conditions in the shipyards what they are,
such praises for Mr. Kaiser fell on deaf ears as far
as the workers in Mr. Kaiser's yards are concerned.
While the public statements of Mr. Kaiser sound
very progressive, and the workers should demand
that he put them into effect, it is all too evident
that the only means by which Mr. Kaiser's state-
ments can have meaning is by a real struggle, led -
by the trade unions.

Secondly, we were disarmed by our idealistic
postwar perspectives. Instead of coming to grips
with their day to day psoblems, we were busy tell-
ing the workers about our dream of full employ-
ment, and how sure we were that the capitalists
would keep their plants going after the war (in
their own interest, of course) and that the day was
coming when the workers’ purchasing power would,
be increased 100 percent. And did the workers re-
spond to such bright pictures of the future? They
did not—but this did not seem to bother us too
much! Faced with ill-planned lay-offs, cut-backs,
rumors of shut-downs, sometimes followed almost
immediately by frenzied re-hirings; absence of
training for repajr work, elimination of women
from repair jobs, no assurances of continued em-

if the souls of Karl Kautsky, the revisionist and
grand opportunist, and others had ganged up in the
body of Browder. No, I suppose not. It's just coin-
cidence.”

The capitalist laws of competition, which is the
impelling force driving toward monopoly, trusts,
syndicates and cartels are still in force and will be
until a mightier force diverts these laws into the
use of the common people. I suspect that Henry
Wallace understands more about imperialism than
many Communists. And for that reason it becomes
imperative that all Communists study more deeply
Marxism and Leninism—but Marxism first—*“a
baby has to crawl before it can walk.”

About the CP and CPA: Just why could we not
have obtained as good or maybe better results in
holding to the CP as we have in the CPA? If my
memory hasn't failed me, it seems we went “all
out” in one or two previous elections. In my opin-
ion, we are just a people's movement and no longer
a vanguard of the working class, wide open to all
sorts of opportunism. It seems we are only tailing
the capitalist crganizations—reminds me of a rodeo
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ployment to Negroes, the workers were skeptical
of the outlook we offered them, and life itself is
proving that they were right and we were wrong.
Consequently we must admit' that, as a result of a
basically incorrect policy, we ceased for a time to
play a real vanguard role among this particular
group of workers,

Thirdly, T think the organization of our Com«
munist movement into big clubs was a direct res
sult of our incorrect approach, and could not be
the best way to give correct Marxist guidance to
the industrial workers, With such large meetings
it was impossible to have the fullest participation,
especially on problems affecting a particular ins
dustry. :

Workers in other industries in our county, such
as oil refining and chemical, relate similar experi-
ences, but space does not permit a detailed discus«
sion of these. Suffice it to say that the great ma-
jority of the workers greeted the Communists’
postwar perspective with tongue in cheek, Many
individuals asked, if wartime profiteering, bitter
opposition to lifting the Little Steel formula; and
encroachments on living standards was so evident
in wartime, what guarantees did we have that these
conditions would be improved in the postwar pe-
riod.

In view of the tremendous problems fating the
workers of the nation, the Communists must be
equipped with correct theory and have the benefits
of the best collective thinking. We can make a
great confribution in helping to quickly defeat
Japanese fascism and solving the problems of
peace. The following proposals have been submit-
ted by some of our trade union members through
the Contra Costa County Committee:

1.—That industry-wide meetings of our mems=
bers be held, to coordinate activities in certain
areas.

2.—That we hold regular county conferences of
our members in the trade unions, to discuss prob-
lems facing the organized workers on a national,
state and local scale.

3.—Occasional meetings of our members on a
plant basis, for a better understanding of the prop-
er role of the Communists in the trade unions.

Mickey Beagle, Contra Costa County,

performer tailing a bull.

About ideology: When Comrade Browder goes
out, he certainly does go “all out” in capital let-
ters. A few more years such as the past one and
most Communists would have to go to a dictionary
for a definition of socialism.

Now about dogmatiecs: It seemed to me the word
was used as a mental club to whip the membership
and others into line. Maybe it was not done inten-
tionally, maybe not. But in my opinion, in the fus=

ture, anyone in our organization whatever its form,.

should be pretty darn certain of their own dialec«
tics. The word was simply “run ragged” during the
period of discussion of the new policy. Whenever
one disagreed with anything about the new “set«
‘up” it always came out—dogmatism, dogmatism.
In conclusion: we should certainly profit by the
experience we are going through, and it should
bring forcibly to all of us the great need of a deeper
understanding of Marxism first, then on to Lenin-
ism. When we have a good understanding our mis4
takes will be fewer and farther betlween.
; J. L. THOMSON, Tulare.

Resolution of the Sacramento CPA

We urge unity among all Marxists on basic is-
sues, this unity to be achieved by complete clarity
on all fundamental questions. We feel that discus-
sions should be continued until complete clarity is
assured on theoretical questions of Marxism.

The Sacto Club is unanimous in approval on the
program of action of the N. C. and the resolution
of the N. C. was fully endorsed. Complete agree-
ment on the theoretical problems, however, has
not yet been attained.

Following are some 5' of the comments of the

~ membership: f

“Criticism of the new policy should have been
begun at the start.”
“NO error was made in the dissolution of the
C- P‘l, 1
“Structure and policy was the issue, not the
]

.

name.,”

“The rank and file did not participate enough In
the Marxist discussion, but left it too much to the
NG

“The N, C. did not take into consideration the
new group of forward-looking capitalists that have
developed, as Browder showed.”

“Workers feel that depression is coming and it
will not be solved by the capitalists."”

“Time will test the proper solution, if we sticl
together.”

“We were following the Socialist platform in try+
ing to collaborate, and that has always failed."”

“American history proves that the role of the C.
P. is not merely that of a protest party. All parties
a regrouping of previous parties.”

Executive Commitiee






