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- MApewy STDHEMENT o The TRIAL OF CARS. MERRILL and Dee tﬁae«i,
DEC LG .

On Tuesday, Novemdber 23, Steve Schmuger, & member of the Boston

 BWP and organizer of the Boston local of the YSA, filed charges

against Carol Merril) amd Dick Merrill for indiscipline in orgamizing
& grouping sround a line in opposition to that passed at the 19571
eonvention of the SWP, which includes non-SWP comrades, in the YBA.

" Be went on to state that, "this clearly violates the democratic

:l{ogQQ:altoe norms Of our party vith regard to funoctioning in an outaide
orgssisation."”

Lc§in¢ iﬁ accordance with Article VIII, SBection 3, of the BWP
iléén;tltntton, the full executive committee, functioning as .'télal
?fiddi. considered these charges at & meeting on Dec. 1, to v;!ch'fhgph;; r
 er¢‘lD¢~ICibCrl vere sunmpned. Our deliberations and the tcotiatI;?J~ﬁ

given to us by Comrades Carol Merrill snd Dick Merrill 104 us to conetr

tith Conrade Shh-ulor that the writing of the document, “Towsrd -

!qpt!!orktng Class Movenent," was indeed a gross violation ot thqﬁihr:ﬁ
pgintr party. Ve found them ¢u1191 and receomend thct tht brtnéh
iiﬁllioiinc. Further, because of the testimony given ua. ve b"ll;
&!nstnnad that these aots vere not made Out of 13nercn¢: o! er nﬂfntq
iﬁ gynxndo Dick Merrill put {t, "It vas & careful polltieal doei.t&a.
fh;tolo;o. the trisl body hes added tvo vords, "and dtlloyaltr t‘ t&l
tilgggg ot Comrade Bohmuger 80 that nov the charges read tndtletglint
: | ht in orgesnising » grauping around s line 1: opposztlo: %'
ta:thtt poal.d at the 1971 convention of the SWP wvhich zapluAQQ l’ﬂf‘?’
~ gomrades, in the YSA. B e
| ks the result of having found them guilty not o;ly of 1ndinc£p—r
)“11n0 but also of disloxglty, the executive connittee receoiondl to thp;
branch by a vote of 12 to 1 that Carol Merrill and Dick Merrill be | 1

expelled from membership in the Socialist Workers Party.
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The ansver e¢ontinues,
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disagreement. The tvo comrades did pRdy a role in organizing the
group. Dick and Carol are the only two SWP members among the 6 wvho
signed the document. The document does contain & line counter to
the party's as decided at the recent convention of the SWP. Here

are some relevant sections of the testimony they gave us:

‘ Q In the document that you vrote for the IBA pr.—coaftuxiol

iA’ Yes .

~and agsin st & later point: , o o

Let us first deal with factual matters. Here there is no

Q John Zanelotti, in discussion with Chuck Petrin, the D.C.
YSA organizer, stated that the two of you had taken the
initiative in writing the document. Is this true?

A Ve to0k part of the initiative.

Q How did you make contsct with the other four YBA comrades
vho signed the document?
A Through Tom Peterson.

Q You xnov that the SWP functions under the Leninist norms of
denoeratic centralism? '

A Yes.
—

discussion you attack Mandel's theory of neo-capitalism, lah
you eall the theory of the nev radicaliszation totally rcnctio:ltr
snd urged a ctrngclo against nationelism. -

Q@ Do you undor-tand that you are directly .ttsekiag party
positions made or re-sffirmed at the convention in doing ﬁhstf
A TYes.

Q@ You understand that your doocument is counter to the psrtr'.‘;
line as developed at Oberlint? ' '

A Yes. That's absolutely correct. Ve know that ve are putting
ourselves in oyponition to the party's line,

and nov we come to their defense, the reason they say they can do thi‘;
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"And ve also know from the past history of the Party
snd the YSA that that is not an undisciplined act."

It's vorth taking the time to quote smx one more exchange

%0 sllov their owvn testimony to shov their postion.
Q. Diad you understend the relationship betveen the YSA and

the SWPand the fact that you vere posing a line document
directly counter to that of the BWP?
FA. ¥We understand perfectly about the question of party-
fianx youth relations. Ve understand what was outlined at
Oberlin. What was outlined at Oberlin is the re-affirma-
tion of party-yputh relations as they have been. The com-
rades are free to raise criticisms in the YSA decause the
YSA 1is not just any other outside organization. And one
. brench, the Boston branch, does not have the xigkkx right
'to change that decision of the YSBA and make it undisciplined
to raise criticisms. That's vhat ve understand and the Boston
branch has made that dacision--has decided that they're going
t0 overturn their xam ova convention rule on this. All
Frank Boehr made vas implications. He 414 not make any ex-
plicit statement about this. And the Boston branch decided--
the leadership spparcntly supports Comrade Schmuger in the 'holc
thrust of his charges--they decided they wvere going to over-
rule the convention decision on party-youth relations as gkmxx

that comrades vere indisciplined 4if they kxx were dringing i
= F up political discussion. Ve say again that that's an crgunis;d’ii
3;”% tional wvay to fight a politiéial perspective that $he 1cud¢rlhip ¥
is afraid of.

So that is their hxtxx basic defense: that they vere not in-‘

disciplined in raising wvhat they delicately call "eriticisms” dut
wvhich really is--as they had-already admitted--what it says it is,
& c¢ounter-line political resolution--that they are not indicoiplincd

= but that the Boston branch insofar as it agrees with Comrade
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they have been and thcy vere going to meake up e nev rule navg.:vﬁ;j:
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S8chumger is violating convention decisions.
If Zuxx trué, this would be very serious indeed--if true!
But they stand the truth onix its head. Let me outline the history
of party-youth relations and exactly vhat was reaffirmed at Oberlin.
Article VIII, Section 1 of the Party ax constitution steates,

‘”All decisions of the governing bodies of the Party are binding upon

;QQSIQ_n.ibors and subodinate bodies of the Party."

Nov it is true that the YSA, as Comrade Merrill puts it 1is

“net Just any other outside orgcni:ationff The YSA and the 8WP are

Ti‘both democratic-centralist Trotskyist organizations. Furthew, the

" YSA defines its relationship to the SWP in the "Where Ve Stand"

deslaration adopted by the founding convention of the YSBA in April,

fi‘il"ﬁ as follovs:
The revolutionary socialist youth are well avare that dy ’
thenselves .xyouth'ﬁ‘&aot lead the vorking class to poversmx.
That s the historic task of xXkmx a working class rdvolnttoucry

" party...the Y8A recognizes that only the BWP of all oxiating
pqlitlesl parties is capable of providing the working el:sn,g\ a
with polictical leadership on class struggle principlcl.»,ll;ﬁff
& result of its threemx yearidx development, the supporters of

the Young Socialist have come into basic political oolid‘ritr, =
on the principles of revolutionary socialism with thc 8ﬁr.¢w_f

A‘ ~No other organization that we know of has made such a ttlttitut_
“ﬁgfnt the BWP. This explains vhy, vhen ve iniaxxmxix iﬁicrveno 1:} 
£§br organisations wve 4o it on a fractional basis. It rurthur
»;xrlnino vhy mx ve have not yet found it necessary to intervene thnt
vay in the YSA. xx No--the YSA is not "just any other outuidcaqtgtnﬁ*;

sation,” dut it isxx an outside organization. While we have & close

collaborative relationship wvith the XX YSA at all levels, the YBA is

not the xx youth league of the SWP. By virtue of memdbership only in

.
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the YSA, YSAers have noxxsay in Party decisions. The YSA has its

ovn conventions to decide its own political positions, it elects

kQ: 4{ts own leadersiip, it pays its own wvay, and, inkx its majority,
it is composed of young people vho are not in the 8BWP.

But, smsxmigkix Comrades Dick and Carol object, all of this

doesn't -potk to the question of Xk historical precedent. Ve knov
» vithout being brought up on charges.
_ . % times that dual members have raised questions im the YSA/ TYes,

that's true. But in all cases, vhen it vas £x done the Party fxxmx
‘degided to allovw i%.
At the June, 1961 convention mx of the BWP, the rollovtn‘
‘lntion vas pnslod as psrt of a report given by Tom Kerry on ynrtyn
youth rclstlonl: ‘ .

. Despite possible variations in formsl party-youth rol;tlotsi

at x given stages of objective development, as in all other
areas of Party actistty. Party members in the youth ar‘.niitfléi-i
renain sudject xX at all times to Article VIII, Bection 1 of :
the Party comstitution vhich states: 'All decisions of the.
governing ax bodies of the Party are dinding xm upon the s
memberskiy and subordinate bodies of the Party.

 !§rty--£n the youth. This motion is still inxx cttoet;.
! Does this motion mean that disputed Party questions are gg!ggAé
to bd raised in the youth?! No it does not. 1In deeidtng'lueh lattcri 
: "Sthe Party is guided by two intimately related questicons: VWould -
35< ' ‘thta be good for the Partyt‘snd Would this dbe good for the youtht

Por exanmple, just a fev months after this resolution vas passed,

the Party decided Xm that the ansver to those questions was “yes"

: - S
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for one concrete case xmdxpaxmikkmix before it then and permittead
a resolution by Shane Mage, a member of the Wohlforth-Robertson
grouping, on the question f& of Cuba to be submitted and discussed
in the preconvention period leading up to the second national YBA
convention.

¥n 1967 xktax the qucltion\.gtin came up. It came up kk twice
o that year and the Party snttntztﬁt:x acted differently in esch case.
?Ed;i;déaAChise. Barsman, Meske and Sheppard submitted wvhat they
1,.&'t£rlt ealled a counter-line document on the antiwar movement.
- héter they bdecame convinéod that wvhat they were really rsising

Aﬁvoro Sactical differences and wvithdrew the é&occument as a line reso-

laﬁinn. Uhilc they vere formally incorrect, no action vas taken.

It vsq fels. tklt kxzixx by the Party that this would be the course
at aetiqg hcli in the interest of educating bdoth the Party and the Y8

Vi -y
Dnriag ‘the same XBA'i}ceonvontion discussion, the Party’ tcted

‘sltl &ttf-rontly in snother case. (ommade James Eyman from

7!11vunkpo. a member of the Boulton grouping, xkntiyix subuittc& a
’tounttr-linc politic.l resolution. In this document he raised.
7¢ucnttona which had been thoroughly discussed and decided at !ﬁrty
aﬂﬁnvuntlonc dealing vith the Party's position on cnina.‘ Yor htl ’_f‘
tcticuo he vas luay.nacd from membership in the SVWP because, in
’tho oycu of the Party, "Comrade J. Eyman's action in ubnittin. th. :

document 'Red Guards snd White Socislists' to & non-Perty or.snis‘t“?‘

vigonltitut-s a gross violation of Party organizaticnal principles.”
Byman, along with xmk the rest of the Milwaakee branch, was

subsequently expelled rro-,t&e SBWP. Comrades should note the central

thread. 1Ia all cases the Party, not some individual or group, decides

what Party comrades can do.

- e
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Nov, comrades should remember that ve have ¥xuxx just been

through a Party convention. Leading up to that convention the

Boston branch had discussion on the disputed questions laating some

48 hours. Docunents were printed vhich are the equivalent of about

a 2,000 page book.

We voted the questions in Boston and wve sent

our delegation to the convention.

Agein at the convention there

Based onthat discussion votes

,ﬂfvés s full, democratic discussion.
wiiq taken, decisions vwere made, and ve returned from the conventian
‘jwnpgrcduto act on tkxmm those decisions sccording to the democratic
?‘strnlilt norms vhich govern our Party.

The 1961 iotion gevcrning party-youth relations is still in

Q?f’oct, But 4t wvas reapproved by the 1971 coanvention in.the organiza- }.

T;ttyg@l/ropcrt. In that report is the folloving mx parsgraph:
1 ‘; I'vsnt to make one commeht on the functioning of Party comrades
" in the youth. That 1s that Party members in all areas of ]
vdrk are dound by Party discipline. OGiven the fraternal re-
lations vith the YSA, the nature of the YSA, and the nature
iot its relationship to the SWP, there's certainly mo fractiomal
fatervention, as Frenk pointed ocut, in the YSA by the BWP. at i
thil time. But on the questions of important political dit-"
ftﬁicnccs that have been discussed and deecided upon by the
Party, Party memders are bdound dy those decisions unlees the o
Party decides that Party members may take up tholc differences
inside the YSA. a

£

"8"’“"'“

This is xx the norm governing Party members’' politicel discussion

;4  1: the YSA., It 43 not a nev norm. It need not have been ro-stttcd n

%0 be in force. The motion from thexx '61l convention says the same |

oL e
w3k

thing and 1s still in effect. But it wvas restated. In the mind

of any loyal camrade there can be no amdiguity over what was said

and what it meant.
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Some comrades may remember back to the 1970 YSA discussion and

say, "Differences vere raised Xkx then by SWP members. What's the

difference between this convention and the lastt” Well, first,
there vere no counter-line documents presented in 1970, mx just
some discussion at the coanvention cftef vhich everyone voted for
the resolutions; and second, ve vere entering a preconvention
;xpltl!llltll period in the SWP. We knev that the political orientation
ﬁﬁﬂot the SWP would be challenged dnring that discussion because sk the
Lﬁ uuthorq of FAPO had told us that they xmxix were going to do s0.
Ia & oiﬁpltion like thst‘kx the Party mXuzxxx alvays bends over '
;kgakvarlt to make sure that the political discussion is not c;oudcd}:

by orgaatsstionsl s disputes. Immsimxxkyxskuxasmratszxwkaxzsizad

'Hnunucmx-uuu-n-utnmxxmunauxmnxnnxtuxuu -

Vﬁ? nn, the resolution of political questions 1s psr.nount. !hct il

But comrades, we don't hold discussions Just for‘intcllcéﬁi

ﬁciiéplction. We discuss ia order to decide. Ve decide in orddr‘v_
‘%0 act. Niether £x do the raanks Of the Party have continued dsbates
ovof vorld events as they arése. The convention is the highest
Alcilion making bdody in ik our Party. In betwveen cunvon£1on-.

the power of the convention is entrusted to Xkm an elected Nationmal

Committee. 1In bvetwveen Batiohnl Committee plenums, those powers rest

with the Political Committee which is elected from the Natiaonel

Committee. It is the Politiesl Committee which discusses world

A e
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:,g.nt- as they occurxxxEmxxkkex Razxtkexpxrpasmxafxizizxmintugxike
f’lxt:t:x;n:txtlixx For the whole pzx Party to re-discuss some matter
’rccttled by the convention, a request must dbe made of the Political

Committee--unless a National Committee plenum is in mx session--and

this reguest must be granted.

NOv, no one in Boston is Lguamxxix ignorant of that fact. It was

;@ngn_kay point made at the time of the trial proceedings for the Communt

~ Sumi tendency. Conrade Dick Merrill knev that because vhen he spoke
?E  sgainst the recommendationxxx for expulsion he said: 4

sesthere are political questions that don't come under(thi
heading of preconvehtion discussion. Ve don't reserve the
political questions for the 90 days every 2 years.

and further:

I think that the leadership is making these noras not for N

. organizational reasops but for political reasons. A seotéon
of the xpx Party that represents the proletariat inside the/

 Party is & barrier to the leadership moving avay from thoxl@igi o
. . tf\ .

“but here is the key passage:

‘The Political Committee should re-mpmm open discussion. The
Party membership should have the right to discuss these - @
questions. 3

; This much is clear. Dick snd Carol Merrill knew the noxa
tp-op‘ning discussion. They knev our norms and mXkxgx ddliﬁc’tﬁﬁ&f;
: éhéqo'not to follow them! VWhy mot? Let them speak foé.ihd-lcivii;_
 Dick Merrill told us--and I xx quote:
These charges are fraudulent. The procedures being uodd '“
ars to suppress discussion and the reason for this is that in
this nev period, as vo'-ay in the document, in this newv period

the basis of the SWP--the petty dbourgeois movements which are
8 surface reflection of the deepermxmamxmmmxkx movement of the

7 'v93‘33,8@;‘!=%.¢!1ﬂ1‘fﬁ=fholi;nuttvpﬂtnrzocftgibvgggntvkv
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vorking class underneath those petty bourgeocis movements

are being broken epart by the movement of the warking class
and the sharp open conflicts betveen the working Xxx class

and the bourgeocisie...The SWP is in a crisis too. The
expelling of the Pender group, the charges against us, this is
partof a suppression of political discussion in the Party.
Just as Dave Edwvards stated in his statement for the minutes
at the brasch meetihg, it's a bureaucratic and organizational
attempt to suppress the voice of the proletariat within the Party.p

Along the same linex, vhen questioned adout thelr disrnptive

 behavior at Branch meetings, Dick told usix :

“fhe proper bodies and functions and all this in the
Bolshevik Party vere not designed to suppress and guell
politiceal discussion at any time. They were meant to tuc@lt-
tate the functioning afxkkmx and ks development of the
ravolutionary party and that'snot what they're being used fﬂy“
here. They' re being used to stop discussion. That's. tho \ﬁ‘~
i " only thing that this.vhole appeal to the proper bodies sud
~© . the preper functions 1is fx is an admission that you don't 5
~_want discussion. That ve shouldn't have discussion en nuy> wf¥!
" of this stuff and it just shows the complete dakruptey.of’ th&' i
. idudcrohtp in the feace of these new events, You're ntrltd‘
' %o maxfaxuk confront vhat these nev eventsmx mean. f?
Comrades ve're not afraid of these nev events. !hc lstiéﬂpi %

Leoullttoo resolution that vas passed at Obderlin grediatdg tknsit?‘
ztcn as one possidle variant the capitalist class might tollov
lut the convention is over. The norms that the party has had :xaA;}
:;961 to regulatdmxx party-youth functioning have been violated. .
?hcy have been violated consciously. A conscious vioclation pf ;§r£§ ’
norms is disloyalty to the Party. And the Party willnot tolirgte'

disloyalty.

The Organizational Character of the SWP passed at the 1965 “con-
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vention states:

.s.l0oyalty is far more than xk an abstract idea; it is =a

standard of political conduct. The pxxxx Party's wvhole demo-
cratic centralist structure is founded on the rock of xmxmkx
organisational loyalty. Without loyal members the Party, as

s vblnntary organization, vould have no basis upon vhich to
maintain the necessary discipline incarrying out its revolu-
tion‘ry tnsk-. Disloysl people don't believe in the Party,
they won't pitch in selfadssly to help build it. And they
vill resist and mikx evade discipline. That i1is vhy the
organizationsl resolution adopted at the SWP's founding eon-
vention specified that unconditional loyalty to the Party is
required of every menber.

Boyalty is not & matter of abiding dy vorms vhich one considers
7@;_!. ES&XXxx "really” Leninist or Trotskyist--of feeling oneself
ji@@a( by norms that do not "restrict disecussionxix” amd of 1¢norin¢”
" thoss thet one feels do hamper discussion. Not at all! Loyalty
'Obnt. ia abiding dy all the norms of the party. Trotsky ¢1VOl an . -
An‘t%t&tol ct hov he feels loyal comrades should proceed tn &
301%0: to John O. Wright vhioh can be found om p. 63 of In Doggnag
a:.!m'_a Ee says, |
~ You have not the slightest interest in & split, evea if
the opposition should decome, accidentally, a majority s st“ 
‘the ncxt eonvention. You have not the slightest roc.on %o g;_
~ the hctorogonoou: and undalanced army of the opponttion‘
"pretext for a split. Even es an eventual minority you lhonlq}*}
in my opinion remain 4isciplined and loyal tovards the pstty as -
@ vhole. It is extremely important for the education ina ‘

genuine party patriotism, adbout the nccccnity for vhich Cannon
vrote me one time very -correctly.”

Perhaps Dick and Carol see the vage freeze as being in the lsio"J

category as s possidle SWP majority composed of pitty bourgeoise who

L e
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defense of the gains of the October revolution in the Soviét Union.
(f'Nayb. so, but Trotsky said, "remain disciplined and loyal tovards the

party as a whole,”" under precicely those conditions.

Comrades, the trial body was unanimous -~ ineluding Jebhn

.%i; MoCann wvho vili shortly be giving a minority report om our findings --

‘f'vc vere unsnimous in finding the testimony of Carol and Dick vague and
i ivsotvo. The 12 comrades I am representing in this report also

s;ibcl~that the tvo comrades under charges verexx consciocusly

attenpting to use the YSA as a vehicle to change Party positions.
fhis can de {llustrated by a fev mOre Quores.

Q. £&kksx Allan 8avyer reports that you told hia that you

vere fully avare of vhat you vere doing in writing this
document and Joha Xmzx Zenelodti, the signer of the docuncnt

- '4n Vashington, told Chuck Petrin, the D.C. orgunis-rzx of

- the YBA, that he mxpexmk mxisxks expects,”"the Boston comrades
as vell sp hinself will kx probably be brought up onch.rgoo- ‘
_or expelled."” Vould y6u comment on that. el
A. As ve understood 2k from our experience ian the Plrty snd
.%he YOA and from the mamximsiax convention at Oberlin that the
' Parpy-youth relstions remained kkx es they had besn Before
- we &idn't do anythigg nev. Ve felt ve haven't done anythin;

" that hasn't been 4one bdefore. We 41dn't do anything undtlciplinch
_ We gonsidered all this very carefully before putting our nemes’ '
- on the documentxx and Aiscussing these guestions with the !Iii’tn'
_ ¥§ had some inkling because ve sav vhst happened to the 0;1} 7
?'thtt there might be £x memdbers who would try,ta‘brtng«oh;rg.ovi
~ against us. But ve felt skXxmm tbat ve vere completely jus—~
tified in doing vhat vedid. Ve felt ve broke no statutes of
the Party, no discipline. That in vwriting a document we wvere
‘continuing in the disciplined way ve have alvays functioned

‘dn the YSA and the Party. And with the new political situation
we felt we had to raise these questions.

§;gff Q. Why did you choose to railogﬁhon in the youth? Why didn't

wrawn O—v d-n amnerd mnw A - . -
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" must have understood decause it was made explicitxx that

4ggpvortng the same question they contradict each other!

you try to convince the Party?

A. It's nothing nev for dual members to raise criticisms in
the YSA. At thelast convention there were many wvho did so.

Dick was one of them. Lauren Charos on the West Coast. We

are disciplindd. We are active. There's no need for these

charges.

Q. You vere at the organizational report at Obeklin. You

comrades in the Party were going to be under discipline in tio
Y8A. : R ;
A+ It wvas not malde explicit. There vere heavy implicationms.

Ve wouldn't have done it if we had considered it an undiseiplined
ast.

Q. VWhat about checking vith the X.C. or P. e.v_ ,
A. The leadership dkanmx 4oesn't dare have discuseion in bttnch
-cotzngo. Of course you have to carry on politica& diteuouion.
You have to lll‘ll'f‘; events. When the events run conuttr te
. Oberiin you have to have discussion. There's a croat fcnﬁ 1:
the Party of the content of our document. Last nzcht you oy
. afraid to hxve discussion 80 you ruled us out of ordc:.

questions ian the Party? o
A. Carol-The point is that ve're attempting to do Juat th :(,
Hovever the leadership is s0 afraid to hear of our yollildlﬁ\
perspectives that they avoid it. ' '
Dick-As we understand it wve didn't have to do this.

Q. Do you think discussion ceases betvesn conventions?
A. Abdsolutely not. I don't believe it should.

Q. If you're a serious member of the SWP that wants to duila
the B8WP-~to make the SWP that organization that will make the
revolution~-~hov did you see vhat your actions weredx doing

[
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in sany way contributing to that process?
A. Carol--You're trying to get hungup on these technicalities.
Dick--If the YSA convention would have passed this its not
something that would be hostile to the Party and itxx would
be a progressive step for the Trotskyist movement for the

YSA to stpt this document.

Q. On the last page mx of your documeat you say that the YSA
. ... mmxkx hes to have an unrelenting struggle against nationalism
vhichix is & reactionary ideoclogy. Now suppPse the YBA con~

vention passed this and the YSA goes full blast and begins
attacking nationalism as being counter-revolutionary, reactiomary
and everything. Now you're a member of the SWP. Hov does
this help build the SWP? What would you're course of action
have been?
A. If youvant to pose this is such a formal way--I mean
you think that its a big Jjoke. If youwant to po-olit in a ,
formal way then we can ansver it in a formal wvay. But ve didn’'s
_‘aoc it in & formel way. For the YSA to pxx pass that docnnont]:
' would mean that a siszadle section of the YSA leadership wiieh
.- 4s also in the Party sgrees with it and that discussion withiagx
v”‘sio PaRTY VOULD BEGIN to take place also. I don't see sny reaseor
%@ pursue that any further mxx at sll. e

- about changing the line £x of the Party.
A. The thing is that you think you can keep this whole dilca3l£7
fnsulated as if it doesn't have anything to domx with the |
changing events that we're talking adout--as if it doesa't hnid
aaything to dovith the political context of the document. You
seem to think that the Party xx is some insulated %m little
core. We're talking about the Party being affetted by theéese .-
Qquestions. We have to'bring thern in as Trotskyistw. Ve h"‘w
‘to ¥x bring them in to the Party. We have to dbring them in to
ﬁhk*tﬁl. Nov you're also talking like the YSA is some outside R
Furtr or sonothinz. YSA comrades came to preconvention discnssil
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They vere xxax at Oberlin.

Q. You stated before that you would submit yourself to

Party discipline. Knoving that there was a question in your
mind that this might §x be the case why is {t that if you

are such disciplined comrades that you didn't once ask any
higher bdody of the YSA fxa for clearification, that you didmn't
ask the organizer or an NC member for clarification on

this issue? But there was a gquestion which you sald there

 was vhere you knew there van‘a distinct possidbility that
Skazsxxsz you amix might run into some prodblems andmx you
are such strict loyal, disciplined comrades, vhy didn't you
briang this up? Vas this for a purpose? I mean there's a
coatradiction there.
A. VWe've ansvered that already. Yor one thing ve think that

" Comrade Schauger represents a very dangerous right .xiakx ving

 tendemcy im the Party. We don't gx think our political sctioms
would be directed by speculation about wvhat Gomrade Schmuger
might doxx or vhat sgme bther comrade might do. It vas e S
eareful political dmmix decision. I think ve explained that. i

| I hope the comrades sredx still follweing. The ixikm trisl
bod: spent 12 hours listening and ks debating this testimony but ve
;ittq:'ﬁ Just vant you to take our wvord for it. Ve ng{nnlaiipiﬁxjv;’
xoqz--ns I said--that the testimony was vaguse, &oliborsﬁb;y‘ifiggyi
and contradictory. Hovever, one can piece together the .t‘é&i?-ﬁéf
" and Dick thought there might be some obdjectionm to the doeuso;t'bﬁf‘
'f‘thy 4idn't check with the Porty locally or with the Pn;t{ nnﬁiolﬁig
i 7tc find put, although Dick's statemént during the C?T trisi‘dindusiics"
uolicrly indicates he understood that this wvas necessary to ro-cpen~7( 
;~;?o;§ttccl discussion. Instead they helped to organize s grouyjn.lof‘
F,iqpo?arty youth in the YSA, submitted & counter-line resolution

boping ¢0 be adle to build a larger grouping having in it more dual
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members thus using the proceedings of an outside organization to
organize against kx the line of the SWP. They chose to px operate
this way bdecause the Party is, as they say, "afraid of the line of
tkcir document, " and has refused to px open discussion on the
branch floor in Boston. In the entire period of time they have

EXEX never SRXX once asked the Political Committee to xmopen
;Qfggccnllicn on the vage treeso:-:x:xxtktx;xntxlx Nefither did they
ask permission to reopen discussion on any disputed matters

de#ided by the convention--or to be alloved to re-opem this

’1 dincu.nien»in the youth.

The Or.tnizttiénsl Character of the SWP is clear on this point.

/';It says: . .

Once & decision has been made on disputed issues, the ﬂlIklllht’!w

S tlxllx minority is sudordinated to the majority. BeSveen , :

B - genventions authorisy decomes centralised and the Party manfizax

vonfronts the outside vorld vithax s single poliey, that of I
‘45~thu majority. All members are required to subofdinate then-
thIOIVCI t0 the policies and decisions of the Party. Ofriotnl

- Party bodies determine vhet is zmxxmzgx correct procedure lﬁ(

.~ ne indivddusl or group cen arrogste that right.fx

To decide for yourself vhat correct policy is, to trrogntc~-

fth- rigdt belonging to official party bodies, is disloyalty. It
‘ligUapt ¢ mistake-~it 1s disloyalty. It does not -sttnr”thothot.”7
'50§n{t¢ggon with the policies or not. By definition, correct
fiyroccdurc is determined by official party bodies, not dy individual
No procedure atxm variance with that decided upon dy the officiai e
Party bodies 1is aorrect.,

The pertinent point has deen qndtod from The Organizational

Gharacter of the SWP. It has been rephrased U different vays.

o e Bae
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Bobefully, this will be sufficient.

We must go through a chrondlogy of what happened. On HNov. 19,
ve received a copy of "Toward a Mass Working Class Youth Movement"
forvarded kx Xmixx to us by Berry Sheppard. Sometime between Nov.1l9
and Nov. 23 Dick and £xxxx Carol Merrillkx requested extended time
of both the Boston and Cambridge locals to preseat verbal srgglentl
‘;;r their document. On Nov. 23 Comrade Schmuger filed charges

against Carcl Merrill and Dick Merrill in the Boston branch. On

iithot has been ﬁuot.d 80 often., On Dec. 2 the tvo comrades wvere

o infermed that the trial body had ksmskx been umsble to complete
11&#! delibverations and decause of scheduling problems vould de ntiblc
? £¢'30)¢:& back to the next branch meeting scheduled ror Dec.T and .
: would do it at the Dec. Tk meeting. On sextxsausxinxzxDoe. 2
ebcth ¢onrades vent ahead anéd gave presentations--one to thc cuahrilgc
‘1qet1, the other to the Boston local. On Dec. 8 discussion was ;91‘
Wiiyiﬁc Y8A on the political resolutions and :nnnnric-‘v.rd4g£ycgil
;aSy thp‘lciiilla. On Des. 10 by phone and Dec. 111 in person, | ‘
clrol and Diek came t0 me as organiser and said th:t.thoyyhadrgii i
Ha liltuko. To quote comrade Dick, -

We 41dn't knov thePArtyxgxx would think it wes vrong to
40 vhat ve did in the YSBA. Wethink we got carried tvsr.,"
¥e don't think it vas vrong to raise questions in the YSA
but ve didn't think we'd have thiskind of respoase.

They thwn informed me that they would not be speaking in the kf
Té YSA for their document. HOwever, vhen they were reminded of the
fuct, they admitted that they zxx had already used all their allocated

q‘b—-‘y?"—m

tiuo tc =R lp.lk for the doeument. But, theysaid, they would take

< e
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their names of f the sksikmmmak document. They were adamant about
continuing to insist kkxkx they had not committed an undisciplined

sct. They said that they had been wrong, had gotten carried awvay,

made & mistake, would not do it any more and adbove all 414 not

vant this "to result in the discontinuation of our memdership.”

To finish the chrondlogyyx . Their statement to me had been
:;gi;d. kit'w;l Plpyed to the DEc. 1l meeting of the trial body;

- Thet meeting was the one vhich voted to add disloyalty as & xkxggamx
al charge and to recommend oipnllion.

B The reasoning wvhich ve felt applied is as follows. Organising
Htl sati-Party grouptng ixxtidx inside the YSA and subnltting . |
;éascnntnt counter to the line of the BWP in the YSA are 1rrnvorl1b1¢

‘aots, These acts cennot be undone--even dy removing thoir nanes

j!riﬁ the dogument. Puttin§ their names on the document in thc rirot >;;
:5}a06‘vnl simply & ehallcngo‘to the Party. It was o chsllcngc‘

’a'r£o vhothor’lx we would uphold our democratic contrnlint ndrnnr

«lf‘functioning. If they had not signed the document to bogin 'ith.
bu&had ’.rtieipstnd in the organizsation of the group aad the vrgtig‘ |
of tho 4ocument thoy would have been Just as disloyul.—!gg_thg IR
u*?trtr Just wouldn't have kmovn about it. Taking their nunot'offﬁJ
)ynov voulg not uncommit the acts. It xt i3 & mesningleas and onpty
 §oaturQ on the part of two disloyal comrades to attempt to remain

- 4n the Party. Ve agm agree vith them axx that thc- -adc e niot.ka. 
Prom their point of view itvas a tactisal nintake.  Atter the’ dil-
eussion in the YSA they expected to have picked up enough suppert to

i% " be sccorded s delegate to the YSA miux convention so they could

LY

qomtinue their anti-Party activity, Afterkx the discussion they could

S e - . . e P e e £
o sl . . P
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see that this would not be the case and 80 they now hope to de

able to retain their membership in the SWP and continue their "

anti-Party activity at some future dete. That's all. Whet they

miscalculated vas the number of YSA members who are hostile to
the SWP. They thought there wvere maxmx wmore than there are.

It is only this interpretation vhich accounts for 1) their

,';Lyﬁnoistancc atill that they bhad not been indisciplined, 2) their
‘;;;tonunt that they had made a mistake, and 3) the extreme lateness
» of this supposed agct of gontrition.

o . . @

The Szikaxkax triil body found the acts of Carol Merrill and ’
: :chk Merrill gro--ly indisciplined and totslly disloyal .to the

?!crty.' If the branch dces likevise ve hope you will agroo vith nn ;ff

;that there is no place for disloynl mendbers in the EVP and voto tc ,
?0;’01 thcn. We have not«;;rgotton and wve 40 not expect yon to torgtt'
ftha trsvc-ty that these tvo comrades made of tvo branch :lltltlx
 §!3 lootingl in & rov. Ve feel it tobe simply edditional proét4;‘
;n. it AR any verens needed--o0f the hostility and conto-pt vith‘j%
'ltigh tholo eonrades viev the Party. It is the opinion of nott1gi?‘
fa; that kxthis case is far more clear thata that of the connunllfi
fendency. You must rembmber that there is no di.ncrccncnt‘by_thc -
?‘ro-eo-rudo: thet they helped $x to organise & group ar§§£¢ a

  docuacnt vhich vas a counter-line to the poattons'p-llod at our
‘r-oent convention. The comrades admit this. And even if they didnfti;f
the document is there for all to read. There is no disagreement
mrik; on this =»x point and that 1s-enough grounds, in and of itself,

for expulsion. Carol Merrillrand Dick Merrill simply say that it

vasn't an act of indiscipline and ¢dnloyalty. Vhat thatmx mExai means

R L S
-y ‘
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is that they thought they could get wx aXX avay with it. There are

no arguments to explain avay disloyalty. It is permitted at no

time and under Epmx no circumstances.. The Organizational Character

of the S8WP may help comrades to understand their behavior. With

the experience gained in over 30 yerars of revolutionary struggle
4t says "...those vho develop basic political differences also
viﬁifoiop an urge to throv off resttistions imposed upon them by the
Party's organisational concepts. They bdecone ngtsgoﬁintic to

- democratip centralism.” - |

This helps to explain it. It does not excuse it. The Partj\x

 should not, and the Party wyill uot, tolerate this kind of wvrecking

(Y

. aetion'from within.

N Should the branch pass these recommendations, Carol Merrill )
_and Diek Merrill may appesl this expuleion as axkkimd outlined ian -
© Artiele VIII, Bection 5 of the constitution” -

Any member subjected to disciplinary sction has the ri;@t;ﬁ."
~sppeal to the xEk next higher body, up to and includingxf7
the National Coaventinn. Pending sction on appeal, the
dtzanxxiaxx decision of the Party bdody having Juril&ictio;?

remains in full force and effect.” >

On this case the next higher dody would be tﬁc Nstional |
 'conn$ttoe. Since the National Committee plenum will nét ;c held  1: 
-for & numdber of months, the Political Committee would act for J‘v_
1t, recommending a Control Commission investigation {f it felt the
need for more factual information, or simply setting the matter |

aside for the consideration as an agenda point at the next National

Committee Plenum. After consideration by the plenum, if still
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unsatisfied, the comrades may appeal to the Rik 25th National

Convention which will take place imn 1973.

How will this decision affect Carol Merrill and Dick Merrill
intheir functioning in the YSA? HNot one bit! They have collaborated
vith other YSA members to write a document mkik which is against
the Xxx line of the SBWP prxxx as passed at 1its 1971 convention.

As Y8Aers they have that right. In the process of exercising

“their rights as YSAers they have violated the norms of the BWP.

Por this violnﬁion ve are recommending that they be expelled from
h'tho <SP, ir and wvhen they violate any morms of the YBA it will
 ;.hi up to the YSA to deal vith tkamx that because the YSA is an
ﬁ:acpondont outside organization. So the discusiion in the YSA
j*;vill be had on the merits of the xx respective politicalxpaxtkans
"‘.;‘mition. But in the Party Grol Merrill and Dick llertlJ_. hlvé
- posed us with the duty once again to uphold our noras. Vofthini‘ ¥;¥
 ’,§§1 branch will do this. i

 §§. najority trial dbody roport in thc case of the ce-uunint !f\

It has been suggested that inthese deliderations va are
setting precedents vhich vill be used against othor'grcup-
or individuals. We do not believe this to de true. WE ,
are simply bringing recommendations that are infull and tottli
sgreement wvith our Party constitution and wmkXX with the |
principles enumerated in The Organiration Character of the BWP.

Vf (\ : In this sense,xkknex these proceedings and the récommendations
ve are considering tonight are simply re-affirmations of the
long-standing basic prinéiples of the Party. There are no
departures from the norm in gnything that has been ax sald

[N
[
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or done. It should now be clear to all that we domx have

principles vhichxm govern the functioning of everyone in
the Party; andthat this Branch and its leadership under-
stand them, respect them, and mean to see that they are

enforced.




