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nothing that deviated from the Lyndon Johnson position at

that point, althﬁr.?ohnson was in a position of seeking
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negotiations with th Vietnam and the Vietcong at that

point. But it gave no hope to the people who wanted psace '3
in Vietnam, to give us a viable campaign, because people
were moving against the war generally in the country, andn%.l
we felt that the Humphrey campaign could not be a winning e ?:i
campaign without a strong peace plank, And that praved to

be, because Humphrey's only deviation from the Johnson

position was in & Salt Lake City speech a couple of weeks

CRE L " ST TR T N

before tha elections whara ha took a big jump in the polls
but just wasn't gquite able to make it.

CONNORS: Too 1little too late, I guess.

SCHRADE: Yeah.

CONNORS: Qutside the canvention you had rioting, police
ricting in the strests, and inside the convention wag
pretty raucous, toa, I understand.

SCHRADE: Yeah, because the convention itself was set up on
a secure basis. There were check points and 2ll kinds of
checks to get in there, and 1f you didn't have your
credentials with you or any kind of problem at all, you
were blocked, you ware stoppad. So there was very tight
police control over the convention itself, not only because
of what was going on outside, but inside as well. Tha

Johnson forces and the Humphrey forces were in control of

Pt
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the ccnvention and wanted to keep us down, those who were

MM b |

saeking peace ln‘gagtnam. 80 it was frightening at times

the way the convention was going, because paople were

¢ oAl

really getting outraged by all of this heavy pressure out

of Texas from Johnson, and we had no real control oursel
in tha conventicn.
And autside the convention, it just got really crazy ) i m

because, with Mayor {Richard] Desley as head of the police

tk e

forces in Chicago, the police just attacked the peace

demonstrators in the city who were trying to persuade the
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convention to end the war, and legitimately so. So there
was really a vicious, brutel kind of attack by the police
and a lot of people getting really injured.

CONNCRS: There was a draft Teddy [Edward F. Kennedy]
movement there that I read about. In fact, Jesse Unruh was
one of the people who was behind that. Wwas that more of a
formality or a courtesy kind of thing? Or was there
anything--7

SCHRADE: No, Jesse was a very strong Kennedy supporter and
had been and was really hurt by Bob being killed because he
and Bob were very close., And I thought there was a valid
attempt. Steve [Stephen] Smith, the brother-in-law, was in
town, in a way maneging or averseeing that, and there was a
real effort to do that. 1 opposed Jesse on that becauag ) 4

thought, emotionally, I couldn't stand it to have Ted

e



Keanedy there nnﬁ have his life threatened, being at risk

at that point,

oIl x b H b

g X didn't think the country could stand
another assasainafibn, not that it would have happenad, but

Ty

there was a real risk there and I Jjust wouldn't go alang

with it. So 1t didn't get very far.
CONNORS: Well, Humphrey won on the first balloting, and,g,“A

after that, was it just a matter of & formality of

finishing off the convention? -
SCHRADE: Yeah, ;
CONNORS: Well, how 414 you approach that, now? I mean, i
you, as a Democrat, had to support Humphrey after that. So é

so what-~-?

SCHRADE: Yeah, wall, I was in pretty serious condition
physically, because I hadn't been ocut of the hospital too
long and was 8till very weak and not really back at work,.
And I had to reevaluate my position because I had taken a
hard@ position in the support of Robert Kennedy, we'd lost
him in a very tragic way, 80 1 had to begin considering
what I was going to do because 1 really had a very bad time
with-- Walter [P.] Reuther was my mentor for sa many years,
and since the endorsement of the union was there for Hubert
Humphrey, I decided to do my best to be party toc that,
because there was a heads-and-shoulders difference between
him and Richard [M.} Nixon, whom I had known for many years

in his politics here in California, and felt that Humphrey

Cad



wase the only choice. In fact, because I was under question

all the time on that in the union and outside, in the
¥ r'.l/ ) p
/Pérty, I joinad a couple ¢of other pecple an made
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strong pro-Humphrey statements in a New Republic article

Just to let pecple know where I stood. And during that
period, wa had organized the New Democratic Coalition.

[Donald] Peterson and I were the co-chalr, he represanting

the McCarthy forces and I representing the Kennedy. We had

2 lot of wonderful people in there, moat of whem made it in

vl B

politics after that. So it was difficult supporting

Humphrey because he wasn't taking a hard position against

4.

the war, but there was constant pressure on him to 40 that,
and he finally did, as I said before, in his Salt Lake City
speech. So it was just a question of not only proving
mnyself but being more realistic about what the situation
was at that point.

CONNORS: How did the New Democratic Coalition come

about? What wera the origins of That?

SCHRADE: Well, because the party was under the domination
end control of Johngon and, in a way, Humphrey, we felt
that there had to be some changes in the‘ﬂgrty, that you
build sort of a left liberal labor operation within the
party to keep challenging. And that's what we 4did. We
kept after the Democratic National Committee on a number af

issues during that period for two, three, or four years
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during the life of that--

CONNORS: Well, 444 the rule change that came about around

1 e 2REY

McGovern? Was tha¥ part of the New Democratic Coalition?

-1 |i1|i

SCHRADE: That was part of it, yeah. Yeah.

1

CCNNORS: aAnd there were chapters ¢f the Naw Democratiec
Coalition? -
SCHRADE; In some places, yeah. : 'xé
CONNORS: Because I remamber back in Providence [Rhode
Islandﬁin thaose years, there was a--

;
SCHRADE: Yeah, and New York had a very strong Cemocratic
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coalition. Yaah, New York City.

CONNORS: And then it went out of business or dissalved
itself?

SCHRADE: Just pretty much dissolved, yeah. It was
difficult to carry on. We didn’'t have all that kind of
monay. Mast of us were just epending our own money to
participate in the weetings and so forth. But it did
becocme a base for a lot of other people running for office
and winning. Tom [Thomas] Bradley was part of it, and
Allard Lowenstein, Peterscen was very active in his setate
of Wisconsin, Bella Abzug, a lot of people, Ronnie
Eldridge, a lot of great peoplse.

CONNORS: Yeah. Well, I'd like to talk about two things,
I'm not sure in which order. Maybe wa could talk about

labor relations back in Region 6 to sart of get us away

e, 2
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from the fireworks.

SCHRADE: I wantéﬁ do some rasearch on that.

CONNORS: Oh, you Want to do some-- Okay, wa Can--
SCHRADE: I haven't really dong my homework on those guys.
CONNORS: That's okay. We can pick that up--
SCHRADE: And L've got to go back over that for the later
session.

CONNORS: Okay, 1 can just exchange my notes later on. I
mean, the two things that I would like to get at--
SCHRADE: You know, my problem is that the Kennedy
experience was such en overwhelming thing, and I've been
going through a lot of that recently. We'wve been doing
some reinvestigation, we've got some new information
supporting a second gun thecory, and I'm involved in this
Robert F, Kennedy High 5chocl thing. So it sort of
dominates my head at this pcint.

CONNORS: Okay, well,.next time.

Tell me if I';Jwrong.. but I think the merger of
Rockwell, Rockwell International [Corporation) and the
merger of McDonnell and Douglas sort of-- I wanted to get
at whether that created any kind of change in the
collective bargaining relationshipz that had been
established and had-- Well, if you want to think about
that, if that's a reasonable guestion--

SCHRADE: Ysaah.
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CONNDRS: Well, let'a talk about disaffiliation with AFL-
CIO. I think I &ia cue you on some pf the things that led
up to that. This is going back to 1966, ths UAW [United
Auto Workersgl protasted the ILO [International Labor
Organizaticon] beycott that tha American Worker Delegation
staged against the PFolish president of the ILO. Do you |
remember any discussions around that particular thing?
SCHRADE: Yeah, there was slsc some trashing of the
leadership of the ICFTV [International Confederation of
Free Trade Unions] and the staff, I remembar, hy George
Meany. And wasn't thers & pullébut by the AFL-CIO at that
point--? \}

CONNCRS: Not at that point. They pulled cut a little
later. But they were very unhappy with the leadership of
the ICFTU because they weran't sufficiently anticommunist,
I guess is what it was.

SCHRADE: Yeah, right.

CONNORS: They were older soclalists who bad been around
since World War 1I, so they had a whole, very different
point of view frum George Meany and Jay Lovestone and
Irving Brawn. That created s debate on fareign policy
within UAW.

SCHRADE: Within the UAW [Intermational Executive] Board.
Most of it had to do with the ILO and the ICFTU. There had

also been Victor [Reuther]'s exposure of the CIA [Central

ALk
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Intelligence Agency] involvement in & lot of the AFL-CIO's

U TRINARE

overscas activitigg and the kind of reactionary regimes

M

that the AFL-CIO was supporting along with the government,

which always seemed to us a contradiction, becausg Mgany's
attack on the unions in the so-called communist countries
was that they were governmsent controlled, and yet here, nt.
the same time, he was accepting money from the State ' ﬁfﬁ
Department and AID [Agency for Internationsl Development)
and invelving himself with the CIA and corporate leadership
in this ¢ountry to involve himsslf in Third World E
countries. It seemed to be scmewhat the same thing, only ;
an American version, of this kind of government involvement
with the unions in oversess activities. Sa all of that
kind of gelled into a position of our talking about leaving
the AFL-CIQ.
Walter was concerned, at that point, with making it
too much of a foreign policy peint, so his other criticisas
of the AFL-CI0 bhecame mare of the basis for our discussions
ahout the policies of the AFL-CIO, which finally led to our
break, because he was concerned about organizing
activities, collective bargaining activities, and so
forth. There's & lot of paperwork on this. There's a real
exchangs going on.
CONNORS: An exchange between regicns and locals with the

internaticnal?

sd M



SgHRADE: Mogtly batwean Rputhar and tthixecutivn

il ko

ﬁbuncil. He wnn to lay a basilas for departure if we were
going to. He felt that at some point he could negotiate a

gettlement with Meany, kind of restructuring the council
and scme of its programs on organizing and bargaining and 3P
Q@ forth. He counted a lot on some Ofﬁe 0ld CIO unions, -

A
but they weren't forthooming with the kind of push that he

=
wanted inside the ercutive Fo;;cil. 3
CONNORS: That would have bei:}:\ for instance, the t
Communication workers? E
SCHRADE: Yeah, and the Amalgamated Clothing Workers [of é

Americal] and some of the other old CIQ=--

CONNORS: Packinghouse, I suppose,

SCHRADE: Packinghouse, yeah.

CONNORS: Ralph Helstein was around then?

SCHRADE: Yeah.

CONNORS: Well, the Reuthers had a very different attitude
towards foreign policy=--

SCHRADE: Yeah.

CONNORS: --just getting back to that for a minute. For
instance, they weren't ageinst receiving dalegatiocns from
Eastern European union federations.

SCHRADE: No.

CONNORS: Wheress, that was completely shunned by Meany, as

you mentioned.

M{



SCHRADE: Right.
CONNORS: Well, q%lg was thae logic bahind wWalter's and

victor's acceptance of these groups as--Did they acoept

them as legitimate organizations? Or did they figure that §
the people the people contact would he«=-7

SCHRADE: Yeah, that that kind of relationship ought to
occur, because we never got involved with the WFTU [World o !
Federaticn of Trade Unions] for instasnce--the UAW attacked :
that organization, as well--but felt that there ought to be ?
communication geing on constantly between workers and ;
unions throughout the world. You know, they mainly *
consldered themselves socialists or social democrats and

therefore related more to the European soclalists and

social democrats and their attitudes about the other

countries behind the so-celled Iron Curtain. So they felt

that there ought to be some kind of world mavement and

relationships that way. They weren't as closed-minded as

George Meany and Jay Lovestone, those characters.

CONNORS: Walter called for a special convention of the

f

AFL-CIO, or maybe a special meeting of theJercutive
Fé;;cil, to go through all this stuff, but that meeting
never took place.

SCHRADE: Yeah, his reason for that, as 1 remember, was
that he was tied up in "kig three"” auto bargaining and just

couldn't deal with that, because there wags a c¢risis in

w2



bargaining gduring that pericd. He juat wouldn't do it. He

g,

-yeagons for not doing it, or falt that

may have had o
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it was not gaoing %b‘be an opportunity ta change anything,

that he was just going to gat outvoted, periond, because

P
Meany was in full control of that ﬁxecntive ’ﬂouncil.

Walter didn't have the kind of support that would take on ™

George Meany in the old CI0 uniong. 80, tactically, it was

B 1

probably a retreat.

1y

CONNORS: Well, how did the whole disaffiliatian idea fly

back home? I mean, you would have to disaffiliate from the

LY AT TH. T

state fed [California Labor Federation, AFL-CI0] end from
tha local laboer councils and stuff. That's kind of a
traumatic==-

SCHRADE: Yeah, but there were key groups in the union that
were not having good relatianships with the state fed, For
instance, we weren't, and that was one of the reasons why I
felt that succession or departure from the AFL-CIO was a
good idea. The state fed, at that point, was dominated by
Tommy [Thomas L.] Pitts, a fairly conaservative, to put it
mildly, leeder of the organization, and heavily controlled
by some of the Building Trades unions. Sanin terms of
getting legislative help, we weren't gatEI;g it. In fact,
we ware getting opposition on some of our legislative
program.

Tha other thing was on endorsements. There's a

7Y
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Beparata COPE [Committae on Politicel Education] cperation

R VR

which you affiliﬁ%'%uith 88 a particular union, and what

happened was that we would pay our full per capita tex,

Il g

other uniong would not, yet they would come in late
sometimes with their per capita tax and outvote us on

endorsemantg. We felt that was undemocretic. In fact, wa 93

were campaigning for a union shop inside the AFL-CIO where 'ZFL;,*
everybody paid their per capita and didn't trick us into ;
these decisions. So we felt that independence in the ?
state, which is what we were dolng, anyway--we had to fly i
independently a lot of cur peolitical endorsements and i

legislative work--that we were wasting our money being
forced by our own constitution to pay a per capita tax to
the state fed and to COPE and getting screwed by the group
that ran it. We tried to get along with them, and we were
getting along in the county fed with Bill Bassett. We had
very good relations. But he was in a bad relationship with
Pitts, tooc. So in a way, we tried to build a coalition in
the state withig the state fed but it wasn't working. And,
as I remember, Hocb John R ;;3 was reglonal director of
the UAW in Illinois, was also having the same problems with
the Illincis state fed. So in key situations in fairly
large states, that became more of a reason to disaffiliate
from the AFL-CID.

Walter kind of held out hope that we could negotiate

e
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something with George Meany. Becausae I remamber ona board
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meating we held {@,sshington sbout this, and he yelled mt
me, "You'ra a hawk on the AFL-CIO and a dove on Vietnam,*

I said, "No, I'm consigtent, I'm for instant withdrawal

from both." [laughter] But I think he had kind of lost £
at that point, in terms of building within the AFL-CIO, o
have a more important say by building a power base within

the AFL-CI0O. He didn't have it and expacted to hack in the

R =
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merger days. I think I may have mentioned this before, but

after the merger occurred in New York, wa went back to his

o (b

hotel room and he said, "well, we'we got the Industrial
Union Department as part of the AFL-CIQ atructure. Now
we've got a powar base within the AFL-CIC," but it just
really didn't work that way. A lot of good work by the
Industrial Union Department, but ag far as trying to do
much within the Executive Council which was dominated by
George Meany and his idea of vato power, it just didn't
work. And I think that was ultimately the reason why we
got out.

CONNORS: Well, I've read in the bicgraphies of Walter some
af the speculation cn what he thought his relation to
George Meany would be and that he possibly thought that
Meany would retire before him and that he would maybe have
a shot at becoming president of the AFL-CIQ, or,

conversely, that he was so ensconsed in the UAW that he

s
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would never want to give that up, as he would have to.
SCHRADE: Yeeh. 3k

CONNORS: Well, ;hht was the-- Do you know--7

SCHRADE: My feeling is that he really wanted to be very
close to George Meany &s hisg number-two guy and eventuall
become president of the AFL-CIO, becauss he did becowe
president of the CIQ, so thaere's some precedent there for
hig seeking that position. And he was the Kind of peraocn
who was interested in natfional~-international politics, very
deeply so0, and from that kind of a base he could do more,
because he had been through this with John {F.] Kennedy as
president. Everything he wanted from John Kennedy had to
be cleared with George Meany, and things were blocked
cccasionally because Kennedy went along, even though Walter
was much mora important to John Kennedy@politically, than
Gegrge Meany was. But this ides of p;mcol from the
Kennedy administration blocked Walter quite a number of
Ways.

CONNORS: Well, 4id you have to explain this or do any kind
of politicking back in the region here to get the
disaffiliation idea acceptad? Or was it one ¢of those
things where people said, "Dkay, let's go™?

SCHRADE: No, it waan't very difficult at all because we
were running a very progressive palitical program in

legtslation and stuff and very deeply involved in tha

w0
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rembership on this. We 4id a 1ot Oof wOork--
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CONNORS: Yau knaiiﬁit 8 surprising that after-- You know,

fov

it took a lot to -ake the merger happen, and then one of

the main vnions lgaves. That's a little disconcerting.

S SR h

That must have been disconcerting to certain people in
certain other unions that were allied.
SCHRADE: But one of the other things I talked about before T em

was that-- And it goes to the gquestion that competition is

|« - -

not necessarily a bad idea within the trade union movament,

and that's why the CI0O and AFL had such a-- There are good

[T NI R A

aspects to that. During the sixties it was alaoc ifmportant
for us because many of us were againgt the war, and George
Meany was a real supporter of taking on the war in
Vietnam. And in terms of the farm workers' movement, our
competition with the AFL~-CIG there, even when we were in
the AFL-CIO, was important to building the farm workers
movement, becauvse as we carried a more progressive line in
the farm worker or zation [United Farm Workers]. the
AFL-CIO came in compete with us, So it seems to me,
tactically, in a way, it was good to have this kind of
competition between sort of conservative and progressive
forces in the labor movement.

CONNORS: One of the statements that--

SCHRADE: Although cooperation is a8 very important thing;

So how do yvou weork out competition and cooperation within

;ﬁ%‘f‘f
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an American labor movement? That's always bean the

dilemma. o

2,
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CONNORS: Organizing was a big issue here in the

b 1

digaffiliation. I've got an item that was carried in

Solidarity far Fehruary '67, and it's entitled "To CIaril-y

UAW's Position with the AFL-CIO.™ 1It's a text Of an

administrative letter sant to all the UVAW locals by four .V”Téi

b

L {em
top officers at the instruction of thexﬂkecutive Foard. It

PN, -

says, "The AFL-CI0O lecks the social visiocon, the dynamic

thrust, the crusading spirit that should characteriza the

«h b~ & -

progressive modern labor movemant.™ That sort of sums it
up, I guess, @s far as the sseing of maybe a bureaucracy
there where you should have a real vital kind af
organization. And the other point that ia made 1s that the
level of organizing hag not run concurrent with the growth
of the labor and the working class itself.

SCHRADE: Yeah, well, during this whole discussion about
digsaffiliation with AFL-CIO, all these problems began to
come up onte the table, so we had a broeder bass for
arguing for changes in the AF%%IO or disaffiliation. Chief
among them was organizing, our failure to keep up with the
expanding work force. And Walter's particular problem was
dealing with raiding bhatween unicns, one union after
another. We had solved our problem in the early fiftieg

with the machinists union [International Association of

L dd
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Machinists], because we were raiding each other, and

finally worked oulf.e no-raid agreement and a mutual

IR T AL

assistance ugreemhhf ard then Joint collective bargalning

e 1411 |

in the aercvepace industry. S0 he was approaching it from :;“
that basis, And therse was a no-rald agreement prior to
merger with a process worked out so that 1f there were

competing claims for a particular group of workers, there | f:;

"
would ba an AFL-CIQO mediation-arbitration system. But in _
x>
the overall need for organizing, his concern waa that, on -
%
any kind of organizing campaign, Meany would ellow a -
3

particular union to veto. So if there was & meeting on

4

organizing drives, any one union who objected to the drive
or wanted to do it without some other unions involved, he
would just not go along. So he allowed particular unions
to veto crganizing drives, end Walter wanted ta get over
that kind of hurdle but wesn't able to. §So it didn't
appear that, in terms of moving on organizing, that that
was going to work,

CONNORS: Well, was that big L.A.-area organizing drive,
did that happen arcund-- Was that happening?

SCHRADE: Yeah, that happened in the sizties.

CONNORS: That happened in the sixties?

SCHRADE: We participated in that. And it was one way that
thig could have worked, but it wasn't being transferred to

other areas at that point. [t was an L.A.-Orange County

242



proceeded him. I guass he died, Bassett died, and then

J1 He

drive. And we participated fully in that because, again,

o ilnu#-

Bill Hassett wase %!? sacretary and a more progressive guy

in the AFL-CIO and wag @asier to work with. Y 3
CONNORS: Is Bassatt still around, da you know? Aty 2 2

SCHRADE: No, I'm sure not. S$iggy [Sigmund]}

Arowitz took over, and now [Bill] Robartson. - o )

CONNORS: Robertson.

141 o6l

SCHRADE: Yeah. But that was usaful. We were helping

other unions and they were helping us, and we were pooling

1 3 el

organizers to go after a particular target, S0 ycu had

geveral unicns working on one plaﬁf?or one union, and it
—

was really a very good thing. Bill cubertgﬁeaded that for

fe Notiomat AL LE

COMNORS: The upshot of this whole thing was sort of a

a long time,

"you-can't-fire-me-I-quit" kind of thing where the AFL-CIO
suspended UAW for non-payment of dues.

SCHRADE: Yeah. We started withholding per caplita taxz,
veah.

CONNORS: But by that time, within the UAW, it was
certainly considered disaffiliation not expulsion.
SCHRADE: Right, yeah. We wantad to be disaffiliated, on
the record. And here in California, as soon as the
decision was made, we stopped per capita tax to the state

fed prior to when we were supposed to. But Walter allopwed

it



the UAW in the Illinois fed to do that, and I tried to get
an agreement on % nd couldn't right away. It was being
discussed, discuéﬁéd, discussed, and I finally just said,
"We're going to stop 1it."™ We built & fund here with that
per/capita tax for our own political group and then set :
cur own CAP Councils, Community Action Program Councils
they were called, as a way to develop our political-
legislative work. So we started off with a large sum of
money which we kept in sort of a kitty which we used to
help the farm workers and particular programs. It was a
good sum of money to have, which meant that we were
actually able to do our work in a better way because we had
the funds to do it. Wwalter got angry about that, but ha
kind of went along with it after a while when I told him
the reasons for it, what a waste it was to just keep
handing it over t¢ the state fed.

CONNORS: Well, the people in the stete fed--some people--
wust have really squawked because that's a goad chunk of
money there, and they certeinly had to curtall some of
their aown activities on the staff.

SCHRADE: Sure. That's right, yeah. Very angry about that
and began-- That's one of the reasons Reuther got involved
with ssying, "Why did you do this?" and so forth. We
explained to him and finally got away with it.

CONNORS: Well, then, following the disaffiliation, the UAW

T
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linked up with tha [International Brotherhood of] Yeamsters

in the Alliance #&k Labor Action.

AT INENEER

-

SCHRADE: Yeah, I bop 2 plea on that one, I was in the

hospital. [laughter]

CONNORS: Yeah, I suppose this would have been {n July or 3
certainly after that. .
SCHRADE: Yeah. In fact, the day that Robert Kennedy was C ua

killed, we went up that morming to meet with Einar Mohn,

because Einar was ona of the better people in the Teaamster

jeadership at that peoint. We had a8 meeting with him to

TEREI - (H 1

just talk about this. So in a way, it was a good idea, and
we did get some things done with the Teamsters union. It
was when Frank Fitzsimmons was president. I was pleased
because we took a hardline position against the war as the
Alliance for Labor Action-Teamsters-UAW caalition. Frank
Fitzgsimmons'< son was about to be drafted or serving in
vietnam, so he had a personal interest, and it wasn't so
much of a political or ideological thing with

Fitzsimmons. We did get a telegram from Einar Mohn and
Fitzsimmons to the People's Park rally right after our
merger convention. So, in a way, it served our interests
in certain ways. We also got them involved in farm worker
union activities, s0 1t wag«-

CONNORS: What? Smoothing out the problem batween the

Teanstaers and the farm workers.

bt



SCHRADE: Yeah. He worked out & no-raid, mutual asssistance
agreement, whers ggg Teamstars had always been making . =
swastheart deals with the growers and raiding the fara
workers. BSo that got worked out. §o there was some--
CONNORS: Well, what justified uniting in thie kind of

activity with the Teansters ag far as what your guess of

»

what Walter's point of view would be? He knew it would e

gall Gecrge Meany, I'm sure.

114 1

SCHRADE: Yeah.

CONNORS: Just like stick something to old Gecrge after all

Whomipeke m

those number of years, still--

SCHRADE: But Walter was a master of organizing powar and
using power, and this was one way of doing something other
than working within the AFL-CIO where he was very
frustrated because of Maany'as conservative policies. I
don't think it was something that was going'to be very
ugseful in the long run, because, taking the Teamsters and
the way they deal with their own membership and deal with
the Mafia and so forth, it was not such a great idea. It
did fall apart after a while.

CONNORS: It fell apart? It wasn't dissolved formally or
anything? '

SCHRADE: 1 don't think =o.

CONNORS: It just sort of fell spart? Well, did you have

any close personal contact with the local Teamsters here in

Ld
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L.A., like District 427
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BCHRADE: Some, %ﬂe didn't have too much going iith tha

joint council. My relationship was mainly with Einar Mchn
and his staff and working politics and farm worker problens
and so forth and that kind of thing. Becsuse they uaran{<.
raiding us. They were raiding other unions, generally, bu
we didn't have that kind of difficulty with them, because

that's the parind when Andy Anderson was the head of the

é
group and the Teamsters were known as "Anderson's Raider{%J -
stacking up lots of victories by railding weak unions and g
that sort of thing. E

CONNCRS: Cannibalism,

SCHRADE: Yes.

CONNORS: Was there any thought of reaching out to ather
nonaffiliated unions like [Uniteé] Mineworkars [of Americal
or UE [United Electrical Weorkers]?

SCHRADE: Yes. In fact, tha [United] Rubber [Cork,
Linocleun, end Plastic Workers of America] Workers joined
the %géalat one point. And uh, they ware--I think--
CONNORS: Was [International Union of] Mine, Mill, Smelter
[Workers] ona of the--?7

SCHRADE: I don't think so, because Mine, Mill went to thea
Steel Workers.

CONNORS: Steelworkers, yeah.

SCHRADE: I think also some talk with the teachers union
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[American Federation aof Teachars]. Yaah, there ware

unions into the fold.

efforts to recrul

T Ul e ([

CONNQRS: What dg suppose put the end to it? That it
wasn't clearly formulated what it wae supposed to do?
Because {f you read the atatements that were written when .
the group was launched, it was really quite a positive

\
sounding thing. You know, “Were going to do what the AFL-

* .

CI0 is refusing to do. We're going to get out there and
organize and educate."

SCHRADE: Yeah. 1 don't know exactly how to be mare

o A Igmh il I

specific about how it withered eway. Well, ane thing is
Walter got killed.

CONNORS: Y¥Yeah, that's right. That's right, yeah.
SCHRADE: In 1970. 8o that was anly lesg than twe years
later.

CONNORS: And mayhe Leonard wasn't into--

SCHRADE: Yesh, what happened in the Teamsters with
Fitzsimmons. Let's see--

CONNORS: That's true. I don't have the dates for that,
not with me, for the Teamsters' shuffle. Well, yeah,
Walter died in May of '70, and that must have been a
terrible, frightening blow to the organizeticn. Was that
disbelief? I mean, that was another leader who exited the
stage, What happened in the aftermath?

SCHRADE: Yeah, personally, and organizaticpally it was a

pet’
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torrific shock to all of us, bacause we had only known
Walter as the onkgigxasidant of the UAW. In a way, we do

]
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now, bocause he was such an effective leader and 80 we wWere

Jjust kind of grasping around juat to try to hold the

organization together and trying to choose a successor. g
That became an immediate problem, &0 weé had to foous on
that. And then lose May Reuther at the same, just get
totally wiped out, end Bill Wolfman who was with Walter.
CONNORS: Who was he? Was he the--

SCHRADE: He was a bodyguard at that point end a relative.

>
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CONNORS: His nephew or cousin or samething like that?
SCHRADE: Yeah, 8 nephew of May's. And Oscar Stonarov, who
had such & big impact on the UAW, he was the architect on
Salidarity Houss, also-- And they were heading that way,
the UAW education center up in northern Michigan.

CONNORS: And that was new at that time, is that correct?
That the education center hagd--

SCHRADE: TYeah, it was in the building stage, yeah. Walter
spent a 10t of time up thera.

COMNORS: And the small plane they were in malfunctioned.
SCHRADE: Yeah. one of the executive jet charter planes, a
small jet that Walter used like texi cabs. It was finally
discovered that the altimeter had been miscalculated. At
least that's one of the theories, because it was a foggy,

rainy night, end I guess they did see the airport, but from

0
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time to time I guass there was low visibility and they

crashed in trees.

g Mt b 1

:lf before landing.
b tes 1/
CONNORS: Well, 41id the Exeocutive Iéoard mest within hours

w i g

or days of Walter's death?
SCHRADE: Yeah, met right after the funeral in Detroit, .
major event in the history of Detroit because thousands of
pecple turned out. And the two daughters were just
devastated by this, Linda and Lisa, Just left without a
mother and father who were a very important part of their

lives. Lisa has written a book recently thet is socmawhat

T
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critical of Walter's relationship with the family, but also
a very loving kind of book, as well.

But at the funerzl, I remember that most of us had
assumed that Leonard Woodcock would be his successor and
was Walter's choice, but Victor, at the funeral, grabbed
each one of us and said, "Walter had changaﬁ his mind about
that and I want you to know that." He said he thought Doug
[Douglag] Fraser would be a better choice, which wasa okay
with me, because I had been having wvery serious political
problens with Leonard, snyway, and felt that he was
undezmining me here in the region. So when we met, we
began talking about the procesghghis wag just a few weeks
after Walter had been reelected, and the convention was, I
think, in April of '70, March or April, and here it was

May, just a few weehs after his reelecticn. And ona Of the

P
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big events for us was that he really attacked Richard Nixon
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 Cambodia. It wes hie strongest

fbr the secrdf
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antiwar statemenfhlf that point, S0 it was very good for

all of us. So we began caucfzing at that point, those for.:_
Lecnard, those for Doug. And we were in the minority fqévﬁé
period of time but then had the potential for the majority’
to elect Fragser on the board. I think there were twenty

five of ugs at that point, twenty-six with wWalter. Aand soO

we gstarted counting and campaigning for-- I think it

happened only within a matter of a few weeks where the
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decisionmaking was gaing an and the board would meet. I'm
not gure about the dateas, but I think 1t was just a matter
of weeks after the funeral.

One of the things that was happening was that Emil
Mazey was assigned the job of interviewing each board
member.

CONNORS: Woll, did he become sort of the interim ar
acting--7
SCBRADE: Well, héﬁ 1

president. Secretary-treasurer is the number two spot. He

under the constitution, was the acting

cperetes in the absence of the president. And he didn't
want to be thae president, I gather, so he began
interviewing. I think he would have accepted a draft
becauge & lot of hig activities within the board were in

competition with Walter, even though he was trying-- I

PO
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think it was good for a number two person not to be just a =
~ 2
fsyChOPant for sident. :

CONNORS: Sure, a yaes-man,

SCHRADE: And besides, ha was one of the only ongs againat_;.

the war during that period. So it was very good.
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SCERADE: So anyway, Mazey went through this process of
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1 pige

interviewing each to find out where we stood. It finally
came down to a fairly even gplit, with socme undecideds,

between Fraser and Woodcock. The maglc number to win, of

. * ‘ .

course, was thirteen in a group of twenty-five of us, and

PHI

we knew we had eleven or sqo votes sure, and there were
three persons whom we directed Doug to who were open to

discussion with Doug, and who we wanted Doug to talk to.

(R Rl &

But at an interim board meeting before the decision was
made, I got very concerned about what Doug was doing. 1
thought he 2nd Lecnard were communicating in some way
during this pericd that made me feel that Doug was not as
hardlined about winning as we thought he ought to be. Bo 1
discussed that with Kenny Bannon and Jack Edwards. The
o N
three of us were sort of heading the caucas for Fraser.
CONNGRS: Just where were those guys from? Where's Jack
Edwards from?
SCHRADE: Jack Edwards was the first black vice
president. Kenny Bannon was the vice presideat in charge
of the Ford [Motor Company local)]. Both ware from Detroit
locals. So I discussed thig these guys, and so we called
Doug in and Doug says, "Oh, no, I'm gung ho. I'm going’

full speed ahead," end so forth. Well, this was the day of

45
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the funaral, I guess. We had a board meeting that day just

T PR

te sort of set §$z process and so forth, because wa then

all went to a reception for Internationel Affairs

Department. It was an International Affsirs Department offg‘
the UAW function where foreign guests were being greeted
So we all went there with Victor. So I began moving aro ¥,

the group, talking to @ach board member who was with us,

e

ore_
”Let'sdggte up Dauy, because we've got the votes to win if

rels

finally went to a vote, and Doug had not talked to these

three guys--

IR L

CONNORS: Who were the three guys?

SCHRADE: One was Kenny Rebinscn, one was Joe Tomasi.

Kenny was the director of the region that WoodcoCk had been
director of, and they'd been close, but thers was somathing

of a split, ng’\m-mtwe—of.' Any ona of

them would have shifted the majority to Fraser. Joe Tomasi
was Toledo, that section of Ohieo, In any event, we went to
& vote on the thing, and it wound up thirteen to twelve for
Woodcock, which put me mt risk, because Leonard had already
been starting to undermine me here in the region through
the president of my 1local, Henry Lacayo, who Leoonard wanted
as director, because we had a confrontation on this at the
170 convention, before Walter died.

CONNORS: What was that confrontation?
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