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by Charles Denby

A LAYOFF AT MY PLANT

About a month ago or better there were layoffs in the
shop where I worked that shook the plant from one end to
another. This was also shocking to workers in other plants

throughout the city.

It was different from any other layoffs 1 have ever witiessed
in one sense. We often expect a layoff or cutback, some minor and
some severe. But it always has been in the past that we had a feehng

or understanding of what the layoff is about. This one, no one seems

to know.

It just happened suddenly. We heard :about it that meorning, and
by quitting time 60 per cent of the workers had received their pay-
off slips. The majority of the laid-off workers were very angry. And
those that remained, remained in fear and anger. Many were saying,

“What is this? What is going to happen? The depression comes this
suddenly?”’ :

DOES THE SALE OF CARS STOP AT ONCE?

The company was saying that they weren’t selling any cars.
The workers were saying, “Has the sale of cars ever stopped before
in the history of the industry, at once?” Many of these laid-off
workers were getting in groups around the jobs where they worked
and were making short talks and speeches of different kinds.

A worker from the electronic department made a statement
that something is seriously wrong with this layoff and with the
situation in the country today. He said teasingly, “l1 am speaking as
a big business man. With the whole threat of Communism wversus
democracy in the free enterprise world, it seems to me that if some-
thing wasn’t seriously wrong, we big business people would try
our utmost to avoid a layoff of this degree for fear of all the workers
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 Saving Labor

A woman who is a long gis-
tance operator was telling me
that it was much
them now that the company
has installed a direct dialing
system to many nelghbormg
cities.

I asked if it hadn’t resulted"

in a lot of layofis. | |
She answered, “Oh, no. It's

so complicated and they have
so much more paper work

now, that they just transfer-
red everybody over to fllmg ¥
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‘And, as usual, these wise men|c

that there is a Communism wh:dh_. .
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McCarthy has made a name fer ni
Communists. But a number of ordinary }

us letters which show thelr deep eenvxctlén that "

himself the most. ferocious Com- &
munist in the-United States. beneﬁt ﬁf a}l,. Al

All sorts of learned people,
historians, intellectuals, and above |
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| CORRE -,PONDENCE ] qin!'
b 1 heartny wﬂh them in this. Me-
| a2 brother to Stalin; .. 11
_ Hussolim Mao-Tse-Tung,
¢ Maleﬂkﬂv md Frmmﬂ These m & ‘
| big boys who sit, or have sat, at
| the big table. McCarthy is a little "
one, cheap, snot-nosed, and with S
~ | nothing more to him than a big i
- | greedy voice. But he belongs to
‘the same family. And that famﬂr
‘will have to be destroyed or it .
| Will carry our civilization to ut« ~
ter collapse and ruin. o
You cannot judge these tellows ;
by the things they say. Hitler
used to swear that the greatest
enemy of the world was Com- o1 T
‘munism, But what was distinc- > S
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Discussion

We

I have lived with and ‘worked

with CORRESPONDENCE from
the time some of wus first
thought of the paper years .ago.
Also, I have been around a
long time, in all types of organi-
zations and have taken my part
in. publishing -and writing for
all sorts of newspapers written
for the people. For me the fate
of the paper hangs on one ques-

workers work together to pro-
duce a workers’ paper? Can
we control the perpetual con-

flict between them?

This must sound very strange.
A reader. of CORRESPON-
DENCE can well say, “But
every page, almost every
column of your paper points
out that in Russia, in Britain, in
the CIO, in the "UAW, in the
Communist Party, in govern-
ments and ' popular organiza-
tions all over the world, the in-

tellectuals, the organizers, the
politicos dominate and suppress
the people. And now you say
that in your own organization
the same thing exists. How.

come?”’

The conflict not only exists.
It dominates every single thing
that we try to do. I repeat. If
the paper succeeds, it will be
because we have succeeded 1n
overcoming it. If we fail, this

will be the cause.

It Concerns Everyone

We state this quite openly
for two reasons. .

1. This paper, CORRESPON-
DENCE, is writen, edited and
circulated by its readers. The

Negro ; :
causs only possible way of tackling
such. © this problem is by making it
I not public and having-' everybody
>man who is concerned with the
| paper take part in solving it.
riber 2. It is precisely this problem
etroit which the workers face in indus-
| try, in Labor Parties, in trade
_ 3 unions, in the organization of
ation society as a whole and in the
lo be = organization of every detail of
chil- society. It has us by the throat
son- because it has every mass oOr-
1s to & ganization in the world by the
3 throat. The people of the world
seles will solve it or the whole civil-
 im- 8 ization will crash to ruin. Our
dren = experience is a small one but it
The concerns everybody.
they k. We have to begin by defining
egal the very terms that we are
using.

We say a workers’ paper.
CORRESPONDENCE is not yet
a workers’ paper. But there 1s
no other workers’ paper in the
country at all. Not one. -

Intellectuals, By intellectuals
we mean those who have not
been organically workers all
their lives. The intellectuals (I
am one) have this 1 common,
that they read a great many
books and newspapers and
write and speak freely. Some of
us have a long experience of
radical politics in political or-
ganizations. Some of these in-
tellectuals are working in plants
and have been working in the
plant for years. But they Te-
main intellectuals nevertheless.

Rank and File Workers

In contrast with the intellect-
uals we have workers, rank
and file workers, people who
have been workers all their
lives and will newer be any-
thing else but workers, We have _
noticed that. the. women in our
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workers, And the v i;;;m+

tion — can intellectuals and
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SPECIAL SUPPLEMENT

The Real Trouble

Solve This or

people, even where they- are
university students; do not have
the intellectual attitude. The
Negroes too belong to this
grouping. .So that we have, on
the one side, the intellect{lals
the experienced politicals, anti

on the other, rank and file

workers, women, Negr
the youth, I ) <hergn

Now . our intellectuals from
hard and bitter experience with
other ' papers know that only
workers can'produce a workers’
paper. We opractice what we
preaph: It is the intellectuals
who proposed that the editor
F'f the paper should be a work-
ing man. He left some 15 years
of wcnrkﬁg in the plant to be-
come editor, editing CORRES-
PONDENCE. ¢ o

Charles Denby, our brilliant
columnist, works in the plant
and never wrote a line for
publication in his life until he
started to write his column. The
same 1is true of Marie Brant.
These three are the foundation
of CORRESPONDENCE and
not a line goes into the paper
which the editor does not ap-
prove (though he may dis-
agree). What then is the
trouble? Let me give one ex-
Aample.

-Editorial Meeting

There is an editorial meeting
of three people to discuss an
article. It consists of a working
man as chairman, one woman
who has worked in the plant for
yvears and still works there but
is an intellectual, and one in-
tellectual of great knowledge
and political experience. Noth-
ing could be better. The ques-
tion before them is an article
on McCarthy, on some aspect of
the McCarthy business.

The worker in the chair says
that he does not think that the
paper should concern itself too
much about McCarthy. The
workers, he says, are not afraid
of McCarthy. If McCarthy at-
tempted to touch the working
class he would get a mass of
blows. And having expressed
this opinion briefly, he stops.
The politically experienced in-
tellectual says, “But it is not a
question of McCarthy as suchk
There is -the question of the
freedom of the press which Mc-
Carthy is trying to strangle.
This affects everybody includ-
ing workers.”

The worker replies, “The
workers are not particularly in-
terested in freedom of {the
press.” .The politically experi-
enced intellectual says at.once,
“But that is absolutely untrue,
and even if it were true it is the
duty of the paper to point eut
to the workers that freedom of
the press is a matter of life and
death for the country as a
whole and for the workers more
than anybody else.” The dis-
cussion continues. :

Wbrker Is Convincﬁd ;

Now -the politically experi-

Who We Are -What We Stand For.

Fail
Some of us are factory workers, housewives, members of mineori

TRy : groups 7 _
arguments, that 1t 1s imperative  fuals a’nd professionals. All of us have seen how disgusted peaople

are with politics and we wanted to be a part of a movement Ior;‘_

to have an article in the paper

in which the dangers to free- new relations an

dom of the press which Mc- everything that each of ) _
. Carthy represents should be of workers and the study and education of intellectuals—_ 1o

exposed. - CORRESPONDENCE.

This article appears. -Bul

when it comes out, with few groups that said they stood for “rights of working people, minerity

: : roups, women and youth. 5
in the anti-McCarthy New York &/0° 0% 0 = ard and had to be taught to be able to change anythings

Times, which is a conservative  q,u - o211 groups were going to teach them how. The only change |

paper, in the liberal New York they wanted was to be in the place of those in authority now.
Post, in the Socialist New hady entirély different ideas about workers in our ‘own group %’31

Leader, in the Communist Daily ,4qide jt. Because of this we left them.

changes, it could have appeared

Worker and in all the Trotskyite

papers.: The World We Live In

It is a very good article. The
only thing wrong with it is that
it means nothing at all to the
vast majority of the workers in
the country. If CORRESPON-

DENCE does not say what the pefore is the discipline

workers think, not only does it
not deserve to exist. It certainly
will not continue to exist.

It Is Criminal

The criminal thing is that the
worker chairman did not say
what he thought, that what he
thought did not go into the
paper. He knows workers, he
has lived among them all his
life., He spoke out of a ftre-
mendous depth of experience,
of workers experience. You can
be certain that if he thinks as
he does, a whole lot of other
workers think the same. It 1s
to say what they think that we
have started this paper.

Let us take the most extreme
possibility. Suppose that he is
“wrong.” Why shouldn’t  the
workers be “wrong”? But is he
“wrong”’? I can say that after
25 years of hard work and con-
stantly studying the workers’
movement, in theory and prac-
tice, I have arrived at this con-
clusion. Whenever a worker of
some political understanding
says something that contradicts
what I, as an intellectual, think,
I do not correct him, I do not
argue with him. I ask him to
tell me more. I do not inter-
rupt him. I listen. And when
he has said all he has to say,
and I have questioned him with
the sole purpose of finding out
what he is driving at, I ask him
to write his views down. I
spend days and weeks thinking

it over. . -

His Views Matter

My experience, and it has
taken me years to learn this,
is that as a-rule, what he is
talking about, I am usually not
talking about at all, and that
what he is talking about is what
matters.

Take this very example. He
said, “The .workers are not
afraid of McCarthy.” And he

more than implied thfgjszin_as-'

muclri as the workers were not

the ‘paper should concern its
about that loud-mouth. Now

w
clearl

ing all over the world and from workers in our group 's'a_y"ing
they thought. |

m

Some people have asked what the purpose of our paper-is and
hat is behind the publishing of such a paper. We want 1o !;a‘x“
y who we are and what we stand for. g

We are a group of people from different parts of the cquﬁﬁl?;;

students and domestic workers. Others of us are intellecar

d understanding between people. We have breught'
us has as an individual—the expefience:

Before we started out to build a paper, ‘some of us belonged to" _

» ‘They had the attitude that workers
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Our ideas came from intellectuals studying what was hgp‘gﬁléi"

The one thing that separates our world today from any time AL
. that every person faces In his daily hfﬁ!q o
In plants of thousands and shops of ten and 20 }#nrkers, in | 3
offices, in-unions, in schools and in the army, people in authority - aie i

tell others what to do and what not:to do. r15d i
Wherever people have turned to organize themselves in thegq K

last years they have been faced with this, that the so-called leaders, a2
turn against them. You will hear many people say that there is no e
leadership today, only discipline, and asking why is this so. No one* %

has to know much about unions to know that they are not controlled CARE
by their membership, and yet they are the only formal orgamzatlonsk Sy

today that represent the working person. T
The Life of Ordinary People 18 i S
i P

American working people want a change. They built these ; T
organizations to bring about relations between p_:eﬁple that werds s
free of this discipline, so that in plants and in neighborhoods they' i i |
would work together without interference and red tape and orders,
They do not go along with what is happening today. They are not ‘
interested enough in  politics to vote or sometimes even to re=. S 1 -4

member the names of the big wheels, let alone listen to what the%a
have to say. Ordinary people, as much as they can, live a 111,3“-' of &
their own. They think their own thoughts. These were the only ot R B
politics we -cared about.’ ' g8 Lo oo SR

g

Publishing A Paper g L
}'-i-‘

These are the ideas we started out with. But ideas mean
nothing unless you act on them. We formed our own group and
started a paper as the only way of saying and practicing what we:«
thought. If we wanted a change in the rest of the world, and wes
believed others did too, we had to do something about it. ﬁ_';" 0 X

We started with a mimeographed paper, and for eighteen s
months we took it to work with us and to our neighborhoods. We
practiced putting out a paper. Most of us knew nothing about theso
technical side of the newspaper business, layout and format. But o
we knew if we left it to professionals, we would not have the kind

of paper that workers in our group and their friends wan
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this paper suited them, it would suit middle class and professional
people’ as 'W:e]_l_.: t ) o At g,‘,,
-

" In October, 1953, we began to print our paper. We had a's Eﬂt
group and we could not do it alone. But we had confidence in -n;m‘“

ideas and that people were looking for'a paper like this. We would' S

3

go to every person we knew and ask for their help, to w #t‘é'@ﬁ ,#
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to circulate and to subscribe to COM&ON$ (CE. Most im:
portant we would go to workers. If they made it the kind of paper** &
they would want to read, we would get the kind of paper everyong.i,
wanted to read, and felt the need for« e ARl S
The editor must be a worker himself. What he
about the newspaper business, he w
as a man who had spent his life in plan
self, he could, as no professional could, e
tion that we wanted it to go. @~
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Tﬁe Real Trouble

And®hat is neither right nor
wrong. It is a fact. And it 1s a
fact of profound Iimportance.
Because it shows the absolutely
opposed” attitudes of funda-
mental classes in the nation to
the . same thing. And that above
a1}, i& what CORRESPOND-
ENCE exists for. A hundred

otHer “chattering papers have
chattered about McCarthy. Why

sHbild we add another piece of
chatter?
Workers Have No Press

Swpfie  blunt statement, “The
wotkers do not care about free-
dom of the press,” 1s even more
startling. And he added, “The
wprkers have no press to care
about.” Now it is an astonishing
thing that we should miss the
significance of that. Because
fhat is exactly why we started
C‘ORRESPONDENCE.

‘' People sometimes laugh In a
superior fashion at our insist-
dtice on the fact that-the great
majority of the common people
in. . the United States have ¢Nno-
where to express what they
fhemselves think. There are
people enough who are only
too ready to jump up and say
what the workers think, and
many others who are even more
ready to tell the workers what

they ought to think.

Our Claim to Support

But the plain blunt statement,
“We have no press. Why should
we, in our little paper, excite
ourselves and try to excite peo-

ple about freedom of the press? .

All others are doing that., Let
them do that. They have some-
thing to defend. Or they think
they have. That is their busi-

ness.”

The more I think of if, the
more I see that our paper, front
page, back page and center
should have been plastered with
articles saying precisely this.
That is what CORRESPON-
DENCE exists for. If we do not
exist for that, we have no right
to exist. It is on that ground
that we claim public support.
We have no other claim to sup-

port.

Now what happened in this
case is happening every day,
every single hour, wherever
our supporters and people who
sympathize with us, meet to dis-
cuss the paper, articles for the

paper, what to put in the paper,

how to sell the paper, how to

raise funds for the paper, Peo-
ple come down to discuss the

{Continued from page Sl, Col. 3)

First Saw the Need

It is the intellectuals and the
experienced politicians who out
of their knowledge and experi-
ence recognized what was wrong
with all these old organizations
and their determination to lead
workers. It is the intellectuals
who from their very knowledge
and reading, particularly in his-
tory and economics, can most
clearly describe the total bank-
ruptcy of the society in which
we live. They first saw the need
for a paper like CORRESPON-
DENCE, they proposed it, they
outlined what it was not to be.

The big press, the little radi-
cal press, an innumerable and
varied gang of other types of in-
tellectuals with an . immense
amount of money and oppor-
tunities at their disposal, are al-
ways seeking out workers to
corrupt them with false infor-
mation and false logic. Day 1n,

-“day out, in press, radio, televi-

sion, in union papers, these fel-

- lows are at it and are often well

paid for doing it too. The Com-
munists alone tell more lies In
one day than all the old politi-
cal parties used to tell in a
month. |

It is the intellectuals, few as
we are, who are in a position to
deal with the most important of
these questions and fortify the
workers against this incessant
assault upon them.

What Workers Know

Our workers know this. They
know the value of what the“in-
tellectuals have done and what
they do. They depend upon the

" intellectuals. But that is one

root of the trouble. The worker
knows what the intellectuals
can never know. He knows
what workers think and what
workers want. That is not writ-
ten anywhere in ,books. It is
something that is just forcing
its way from the workers’.con-
sciousness into the light of day.

Nobody knows or can possibly
know, not even the workers
themselves, where this will end.
It has been proved over and
over again that when the French
Revolution began, not a singke
soul in France had ever written
the word “republic” for France,
far less “democracy.” Yet three
years afterwards, the king was
in jail, and as we showed in No.
10 of CORRESPONDENCE, the
workers had discovered democ-
racy. It is obvious they had been

thinking along these lines.

Now we want in CORRES-
'_EONDENCE, as we say repeat-
edly, to find out along what
lines the people are thinking.

called him a Communist at sight

and he replied 1o the ‘
ing the committee to, write fqr

the paper an
changed ' him any.
were all friendly again.

ed an experience
. had done right.

Sﬂid, “Nﬂ." |
much discussion.
swer should have been:

are a worker. T :
like ‘yourseld. Handle it your

perience, and 1
it works.out.”

the old parties.
joined them in :
left them—and this is the main
reason. The most destructive

consequence
leave. It is that those who stay

accommodate themselves to the
superior knowledge and under-

standing and <
the intellectuals. That way lies

death.
Long Hidden Talent °

m that join-

d to sell it “hadn’t

On his return to town, he _ask-
d politico if he
The politico

The point 1s worth
But the an-
“You

hey are WOIKers

own ex-

¢ happens el 07 Ty ;;t disgrace in the face of what we

1 ] t every meeit- e
?rT er%g;fguzs;irg ]E::n:w i:: in all have peen talking about and
¢ Workers have talking about all these. years

thousands and

is not that they

political skill of

Here are a few facts which

I have selected ffom hundreds.
They are shocking to read, but
we state them because we at
least recognize them.

One of our workers has work-
ed devotedly with us for ten

years. She has a wide and var-
ied experience of the South, the
East, the West, and an immense
knowledge of life in the United
States. She has never written
one article for the paper. A few
weeks ago she listened to a

newcomer speaking at a meet-
ing and told a friend afterwards

that she wished she could stand
up and say what she had to say,
like—. After ten years.:

One of the most remarkable
things that has happened to us
is the discoverey of exceptional
literary talents among oul
workers. One or two of them
who cannot even spell, write at
the drop of a hat like trained
and experienced journalists.
Two of our finest and most suc-
cessful - pamphlets have been
written by such people. The
trouble was not to get them to
write. No, our difficulty was to
prevent the educated, trained,
experienced intellectuals from
first “recognizing” their faults,
instructing them, educating
them, in other words, ruining
their  natural gift for style. A
stern fight had to be waged to

beat off the intellectuals from
these natural writers. I shall re-

late this in a future issue.

This Is Modern Politics

It has taken me gom
get down to
should have bee
tive months ago, ri
met to Ppreparc the
paper, You sal
time, wasn't
meeting. All 1
that 1 would write a

cause to
derful meeting.

Building From the Top Down

We repeated and
within those closes
working
and impulses to build the paper-
This to me means building from
the top down, beginning frqm

the top.

must reflect .
in the group, If that layer whm_h

is the ‘deepest because it 1s

closest to = ordinary
people is not a part _
tional Editorial Board in setting
policy, line, direction, then 1t 1S
just a sounding board and pro-
tectorate for the National Edi-

torial Board.

per, three people, six, nine
people. They come because they
like the paper, they like the
idea of the paper, they want
to contribute to the paper, they
have things to say which they

But .whatever the worker 1S
thinkin g independently, one
thing is absolutely certain. He
is not thinking what intellec-
tuals have learned in books. It
is new. It is. only half-formed.

He is feeling his way, he isn’t

Let no one underestimate the
significance of what is written
here. This, and precisely this, is
modern politics. I shall' return
to it again and again. We don't
know too much about it. But at

want said and they know that
they will be said only in COR-
RESPONDENCE. But only very
slowly, and painfully can weé
make progress.

Can We Escape It?

Here I have stated the case.
I have made a beginning. 1
want-now 10 state a few more
points to help the discussion.

‘Why does this happen to us
of all people? |

It-happens to us because this
division between intellectuals
and workers is the most power-
ful scharacteristic of modern
society. Modern society rests on
it, is held together by it, is be-
ing ruined by it. Who are we t0
thinik we can escape 1t?

The intellectual, howeVer
déep his antagonism to the blun-
ders and crimes of our society,
cannot change his mental atti-
tudes, his social character, It
would be disastrous if he tried
to'do"'80. The workers who as-
soclate’ with us do notswant him

to. 4o 50,

sure of it. As he goes "along,
thinking, speaking or writing,
he naturally turns to those in-
tellectuals whom he knows,
from whom he has learned so
much and who, he knows, have
the same aims as he does.

We Must Listen

The intellectual must be on
guard, ceaselessly on guard, to
listen and spend as much time
and energy on a worker’s state-
ments, sometimes uncertain,
sometimes blunt, as he has spent
on books. Otherwise not only
does the intellectual not under-
stand: He brings forward his
own ideas, and the end is the
same old stuff, the very stuff
all the liberal papers are full
of and which the worker is do-
ing his best to break through.

We had a large example. Here
is a small one which appeared
in CORRESPONDENCE (No.
13). A worker who had just be-
gun to take an interest in COR~
RESPONDENCE took the paper
to his home town. His friends

&=

least we undergtand the prob-

lem.

Some of the sellers of COR-
RESPONDENCE report that
they meet many people who are
sympathetic to the paper and
wish us well, but they say that
they don't read, they don’t want
they know nothing

to read,

e time 0O
this letter. It
n written some

ght after we
printed

d to me at the
it a wonderful
said in reply was
letter, be-
me it was not a won-

To me thag¥es we,tlices 509 political tendencies. 1 c}ﬂn’tt-_ac-_
National Editorial Board was 8 cept that as an explanation.

t to ordinary
people lies the theory

The National Editorial Board
the different layers

working
of the Na-

This deepest layer is capable
of assuming leadership. There
is no sense 1n talking it unless
you mean it. For lack of a bet-
ter word—mno, it's the word 1
want to use—the deepest layer
should see itself in the leader-
ship, it should be represented.
This layer wants to take respon-
sibility for the paper. But it
can’t do that unless what 1t
thinks and says, the whole group

takes responsibility for, begin-
ning with the National Editorial

Board.

As far as I can see, less than
half the people at that meeting
took our ideas about this deep-
est layer seriously. They were
the ones who voted for the
other working woman who was

a candidate for the Board.

Freedom of Choice

There was a talk about how
we should choose freely. Those
in positions of responsibility
shouldn’t interfere in terms of

speaking for individuals.

agreed that it should be that
way. But I think there should
have been no stating of prefer-
ences publicly or privately. You
told me that if one auto worker
was willing to be on the Board,

there would be no question

his being chosen, because every-
bt_::dj.r l_mew how you felt about
his being on it. I felt you were
wrong in carrying on that way,
because he becomes your choice
and not the choice of the whole

group.

I don’t think that this has
anything to do with the fact
that he would have been the
choice of the group if he had
been willing to be a candidate,

about Reuther or Stevenson

and they don’t want to know.
Are these people

whole gigantic fraud that poli-

tics is.

With CORRESPONDENCE we
are making every day an ex-
perience, on a small scale, but
with far-reaching implications.

Make it with us.

The floor is open,
| R. M,
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of the Na-

the reasons he didn‘t
e: he wanted to

nsible twa
4 he had not had
o recognize

e other T1€asons, he

1 think that those with au-
thority . and experience should

have stated how they fel_t about
from this dee;{-

stated:  “Takding. our . Gu
seriously is “demonstrating what
we have been talking about over
the years.”

You told me in an informal
discussion -that: those with au= gy
thority were divided on this
jssue. They could be divided on
the question . of who. That is.
Jegitimate for everyone. But on
the question of a representgt}ve
of this layer on the National
Editorial Board there should
have been mno division, nor no

question.

vou see, what sticks in my
mind is that we talk, talk, talk
for years about this. Then the
time comes when you can Say,
“Here is a position where you
lead, where what you think, you
will take responsibility for,-and
so will we” One housewife
came up to me after the results
and said she was mad that I
didn’t get on. She was not dis-
appointed, nor unhappy, but
angry. It was anger all right, it
was political anger.

When I heard the -results, I
kept thinking, we were just
talking, just talking. Workers—
sounding board. Workers—pro-
tectorate.

No Live Link

As a result; the -National Edi-
torial Board, the most important
group of people for the paper,
has no live link to what the
deepest layer is thinking. What
a person from this layer thinks
about the paper and building it
iIs different from every person
on the Board now. We have not
got on the National Editorial
" Board im a responsible and
of business-like capacity what this

layer has to bring to the paper.
Anﬁd‘we won't get it with this
playing around with “sitting s
in.” You can’'t have people who
have been around for years sit-
ting in. They have been around.
1qn_g enough to take responsi-;'
bility for what they ,say. A
cpmp_aratively new person, sit-
ting in, would be there for the
purpose of _learning our
methods. Those are the reasons
for anyone to “sit in> * ' °
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