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PROCEEDINGS

of the

1974 Pre-Primary Election Convention

of the

California Labor Council on Political Education
AFL-CI0
Thursday, April 11, 1974
Civic Auditorium

San Francisco, California

Call to Order

President Albin J. Gruhn called the con-
vention to order at 10:23 a.m, in the Civic
Auditorium:

“Delegates, I do declare this 1974 Pre-
Primary Convention of the California La-
bor Council on Political Education in order
to transact such business as may legally
come before it.”

He then led the delegates in the pledge
of allegiance to the flag.

Invocation

Reverend Andrew Juvinall
Pastor Emeritus
Hamilton United Methodist Church
San Francisco

President Gruhn introduced the Rever-
end Andrew Juvinall, Pastor Emeritus,
Hamilton United Methodist Church, San
Francisco, who delivered the following in-
vocation:

“Let us pray.

“God of all peoples, we invoke Your
blessing on this convocation. We thank
You that despite abuses of power we have
a free country, we have a free labor
movement, Our freedom will continue as
long as we are willing to be alert and
responsible.

“We don’t need to tell You that we have
many problems on this planet; and even
in this Garden of Eden called California
we ask that Your spirit of wisdom be
present as important choices are made
here today.

‘““We sorely need leaders who put people
above power and personal profit. We need

leaders of intelligence and imagination.
We need leaders of courage, compassion
and conscience.

“To this end guide the deliberations and
decisions made here today. Amen.”

Introduction of
The Honorable Joseph L. Alioto
Mayor of San Francisco

Mayor Joseph L. Alioto was then intro-
duced to the delegates by President Gruhn
for the welcoming address:

‘“Delegates, it is once again my pleasure
and privilege to introduce to you for a
welcome to San Francisco (I have said it
before and I will say it again) one of the
great labor mayors, in fact, one of the
greatest labor mayors, of any city in this
country—one who has been a true friend
of the trade-union movement and one who
just recently, in a labor-strike situation in
San Francisco, stood up with the trade-
union movement in its endeavors to obtain
better wages and better conditions for the
workforce in the public sector.

“So it is indeed a pleasure for me to
present to you again to this Convention the
mayor of the City and County of San Fran-
cisco: Mayor Joseph L. Alioto.”

Welcome to San Franeisco

The Honorable Joseph L. Alioto
Mayor of San Francisco

“Right off the bat, Ladies and Gentle-
men, I have got to thank the Reverend for
referring to California as ‘the Garden of
Eden.’ I have got to thank him for that.
But I want to assure the Reverend and



the rest of you too, that the apple tree does
not grow in San Francisco.

“I want to tell you about the Garden of
Eden; and I want to tell you one other
thing. And this may hurt you, too, be-
cause I literally want to apologize for it.
You can’t get a cheap McDonald ham-
burger in San Francisco either!

“I want to make it absolutely clear be-
cause I am looking at a book that some-
body put here called ‘Robert’s Rules of
Order’ that I am here in my capacity as
Mayor of San Francisco and that’s the
only hat that I intend to wear. I do have
another hat, as you know, as a gubernator-
ial candidate. But far be it from me to
try to confuse the two this morning.

‘“However, I want to welcome you folks
to what may be an historical convention.
Because I want to tell you something. I
have read Proposition Nine very closely
(I stayed up until 1:30 the other night).
And if Proposition Nine passes, you may
nevg have a convention again from here
on in!

‘“You may have to go back to the cata-
combs that you were in at the turn of the
century from some of the definitions that
I have read on Proposition Nine. So this
may be, as I say, a very, very historic
convention,

“But I want to welcome you to San
Francisco. I want to tell you that what
you are deliberating about is not just im-
portant to you. It is important to this en-
tire State. Not what you do on specific
matters, but the fact that the representa-
tives of the workingmen and the working-
women of America are gathered here to
exercise their right under the First
Amendment and their right under the
Fourteenth Amendment really to set out
the kind of political choices they want and
to raise money for them.

‘Prop. 1 Soaks Poor’

‘“We have a so-called ‘Clean campaign
law’ that probably will be passed in June
because it has acquired a motherhood la-
bel. Proposition One had a motherhood
label too, you know—tax ceilings, lower
taxes. But then we all read the fine print
and we realized that in that fine print
Proposition One was just a deal to soak
the poor to help the rich—and the voters
exercised their intelligence upon it. And
now we are going to have to do the same
thing, it seems to me, on this other mat-
ter. And I don’t know anybody who can
bring it about better than you folks.

“You know, the labor unions were the
original lobbyists. And some of those lob-
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byists are being condemned just because
they are lobbyists. As I told some of you
folks, the Archbishop was a lobbyist too
when he lobbied for social justice for the
poor, and the Jewish community spokes-
men are lobbyists when they lobby for
child care centers, and the Protestant
churches are lobbyists when they lobby for
the right to private education. All of these
folks are lobbyists.
Outlaws Good Lobbyists

“There are good lobbyists and there are
bad lobbyists, But the problem with Prop-
osition Nine is that literally it outlaws the
good lobbyists and leaves those corporate
heads, those executives who run the mon-
opoly corporations of this State, who don’t
show up in the open as lobbyists—the Sal-
vatoris and the David Packards and the
Firestones—alone.

“And you know, there are some people
who think that consumerism was invented
yesterday or that it was invented by Ralph
Nader, who has done an outstanding job.
But those of us who know the history of
the labor movement know that the folks
who were in there fighting for better hours
and minimum pay were the labor unions;
the folks who were in there fighting for
truth in advertising on food products were
the labor unions; the folks who were in
there fighting for a decent public educa-
tion for all children were the labor unions
who wanted a decent public education for
the boys and girls of the working com-
munity. We know that long before these
things were invented the really good lob-
byists on behalf of most people were the
labor unions. But now John Gardner, an
out-of-state Republican, has literally said
in his printed arguments that the purpose
of Proposition Nine among other things is
to take away the political lobbying
strength of the labor unions. He has lit-
erally said it!

“I want to say that Jack Henning ought
to be proud to be sued by that crowd or
whoever sued him yesterday. I have been
sued too, you know. Remember John
Mitchell and Egil Krogh. And I was sued
by the Chamber of Commerce three
weeks ago—for a billion dollars, And I
don’t have a billion dollars. They sued me
anyway. And a Federal judge threatened
to hold me in contempt of court. He issued
a show-cause order. He said: Show up in
court to tell me why you shouldn’t be held
in contempt.

“I want to remind you of that because
I want to demonstrate why your lobbying
activities are important, Do you think that
the union-busting tactics are finished? At
the turn of the century did you have to



fight the police breaking strikes? Not at
the turn of the century. In 1934 the police
were on the side of the employers to break
a strike and the Governor sent the militia
and the National Guard down to San
Francisco to break the strike, and they
went to court to have the strike declared
illegal. They found compliant judges
who would do it. And they went to court
to declare after a strike is illegal that you
can arrest peaceful pickets. Not violent
pickets, but you can arrest peaceful pick-
ets!

“That belongs to ancient history, doesn’t
it? We don’t hear that anymore today. We
have learned something—except from Gov-
ernor Reagan and Dr. Houston I. Flournoy,
who got a Ph.D. at Princeton. At Prince-
ton they taught him the way to settle a
public strike is to fire the strikers and
bring in scabs.

“But I can’t do that, you see, because I
have to obey the law, This is the only ma-
jor city in California and one of the few in
the country that has written right in its
ordinances, right in its basic laws, that
you can’t bring strikebreakers and scabs
into San Francisco. We need to enforce
that ordinance.

“And if I have to defy the Governor and
if I have to defy Dr. Flournoy and if I
have to tell the court that what it was do-
ing was unwise—if I have to do all of
those things, so much the better. Because
there is another little law, you know. It
is called the Constitution of the United
States. And in that law it gives every
American man, woman and child the right
to voluntarily withhold their labor and
to peacefully proclaim that they are the
victims of economic injustice. That law is
superior to Governor Reagan, Dr. Flour-
noy, the courts or anybody else! That law
is superior to all of those things. And you
still have a fight to do!

“So in any event, welcome to San Fran-
cisco. It’s a real pleasure to have you
here. We have arranged for a beautiful
day for you as well. And after your very
important deliberations are over, you have
a good time on the town!

‘“Welcome to San Francisco!”

Welcome to Delegates and Visitors

Albin J. Gruhn
President
California Labor COPE
President Gruhn, Chairman of the Con-

vention, then addressed the delegates and
visitors with these words:

“Delegates, I am pleased to take this
opportunity to welcome you and the guests
to this 1974 Pre-Primary Convention of the
California Labor Council on Political Ed-
ucation.

‘“Some may take this welcome as per-
functory. But let me say that I thank God
that the labor movement of California can
gather freely to engage in one of the fun-
damental concepts of democracy. And that
is the right to collectively meet to deter-
mine the choices of the AFL-CIO move-
ment of this State with respect to the
statewide and district political offices ir-
respective of party affiliation,

“Qur California Labor COPE and the
local and district COPEs are structured
to assure the ultimate in the democratic
process as related to the endorsement
procedure. After we have completed our
work at this vital convention of 1974, let
us be united in our efforts and determi-
nation to assure the ultimate victory of lib-
eral candidates—not only in the June pri-
mary election but in the November elec-
tion also. Let us decisively defeat the in-
famous Proposition Nine, a proposition
that wouid hamstring the labor move-
ment in carrying out its responsibilities
to the people in the legislature and gov-
ernmental agencies of our State.

“The future of our communities, our
State, our nation, and the freedom-loving
people of the world will be largely de-
termined by the labor movement’s ef-
forts in the political arena. The labor
movement is truly the people’s lobby.

‘““We must and we shall do our part to
elect a veto-proof congress—one that will
be able to override the unconscionable
vetoes of the anti-labor and anti-people
President of the United States—Richard
Milhous Nixon—and in the event of his
impeachment, his successor.

“Our Executive Secretary-Treasurer,
John F. Henning, in his report to this con-
vention has laid out clearly the issues
confronting us now and in the days ahead.
And I urge each and every one of you to
read this excellent report,

“In conclusion let me once again say
that the officers of the California Labor
Council on Political Education will be
working with you in all parts of this State
to assure victory in the forthcoming elec-
tion. Let us always remember that in unity
there is strength. This holds true not only
on the economic front but on the political
front as well,

‘“Thank you very much.”
Chairman Gruhn next called upon John



F. Henning, Executive Secretary-Treas-
urer of California Labor COPE to intro-
duce the following speaker, National
COPE Director Alexander E. Barkan.

Introduction of

Alexander E. Barkan

National Director
Committee on Political Education,
AFL-CIO

With these words, Secretary-Treasurer
Henning introduced Director Barkan:

“Mr. Chairman and delegates. The pres-
ence here today of Al Barkan is a remind-
er that we can have unity within the labor
movement despite sharp differences in
political opinion. I don’t think that in the
history of the AFL or the AFL-CIO move-
ment in this State there was ever a greater
difference politically than there was two
years ago on the question of Richard Nix-
on. At that time we differed with the
position of Al Barkan and the National Ex-
ecutives. But we also recognized that they
were selfless, dedicated, incorruptible men
who had a different way of looking at a
political situation than did most of us.

‘Al Barkan commits himself complete-
ly—ail of his talents, all of his energies—
to the advance of the trade-union move-
ment of this country through effective po-
litical action.

‘“We welcome you to California. You are
one of the great moral leaders of the
movement and you do signify the fact that
free men can differ and yet preserve unity
in the face of the common enemy.

“It is an honor to present him. Al
Barkan!”

Remarks

Alexander E, Barkan:
National Director
Committee on Political Education,
AFL-CIO

“Jack, Al, leaders of California labor.
We wound up yesterday a series of state
leadership meetings in coast-to-coast con-
ferences that started out on the East Coast
some weeks ago. I suggested to Jack early
this morning that with your crowded
agenda, maybe he could give me a rain-
check.

‘““He said: ‘No. Senator Cranston is in
Washington on the campaign bill; Senator
Williams, of the Senate Labor Committee
couldn’t make it, and,’ he said, ‘if you bow

out we will have struck out on all of our
invited speakers.” So I am here.

“I am assuming, Jack, that I have got
the time of Cranston and Williams and
myself all put together now. However, I
won’t take advantage of that. I have my
wife here with me. She saw that television
performance with Mrs. Alioto when she
bawled out the mayor for his absence on
the political trail. And my wife said:
That’s me! And she gave me unshirted hell
because I leave her all alone at home. So
I decided to do the courteous thing, and
I have brought her here and she is with
me. And every time she is with me I am
reminded of an admonition.

“My wife knows what a long-winded
speaker I am. And every time she knows
I am going to speak she says: ‘Remember
Gettysburg!’

‘““‘What she means by that is this:

Quantity vs. Quality

“I live about ninety miles from Gettys-
burg in Bethesda, Maryland. When I first
moved there seventeen years ago I took
my two young daughters, then nine and
ten, to visit that famous battlefield, We
hired a guide and he took us around to
the very spot where the immortal Gettys-
burg Address was made. And I, like you,
was under the impression that Lincoln was
the featured speaker of the day. But I
learned for the first time that the presi-
dent of Harvard University was in fact the
featured speaker of the day. He spoke for
an hour—and no one really knows that he
was there. And Lincoln spoke for just a
few minutes—and the world has never for-
gotten his remarks.

“And so that is what my wife means
when she says: ‘Remember Gettysburg!’

“All right. I am not surprised coming to
California and hearing about Proposition
Nine. You would be making a mistake if
you assume that this assault on labor’s
rights was just peculiar, just isolated to
California. As a matter of fact, there is a
nationwide, multi-level assault upon us.
Nationaily, we have the President of the
United States recommending to the con-
gress that labor be prohibited from mak-
ing a contribution to a political candidate.
We would have to make it through a po-
litical party, which we have never done.
Even worse, he would practically elimi-
nate the pooling of funds as we do in our
dollar drive. We pool them and then we
make contributions to COPE-endorsed can-
didates. He specifically asked that that be
restricted.

“You have, not alone in California, but
we have experienced a rash of propositions



in thirty states that would restrict and
limit us. It got so bad that President
Meany set up a special task force headed
by Frank Emig in Arizona, where our
movement is weak. The Republicans con-
trol both houses of the state legislature.
They have the Governor, They didn’t need
Common Cause. They passed a law (and
it is now on the books) that practically
cripples our political effort there. The law
they passed in Arizona is so serious that
our lawyers have told us: ‘Don’t send a
cent in to Wyoming until we get clarifica-
tion of what that law really means.’ But
in Wisconsin, in Michigan, in Minnesota,
in Ohio, in Pennsylvania, and in Delaware,
thirty states, we are fighting as you are
fighting here an attack on our political
rights in the courts. A couple of years ago
we had to fight our old adversary, the
Right-to-Work Committee, in court cases
involving the railroad unions in Georgia
and in North Carolina. Recently here in
California the Machinists won an impor-
tant case brought by the Right-to-Work
Committee on behalf of some dissident
members that opposed the union’s political
program. And even though they were an
infinitesimal majority, with high-priced
legal talent put up by the Aid-Right-to-
Work Committee, they contested it in the
courts and they are going to bring it up
to the Supreme Court. But at the moment
the Machinists have won that battle.

“Administratively, I don’t know if you
have experienced what the JAO and the
Internal Revenue Service are doing. They
spent several weeks in the national head-
quarters of COPE going through our books.
The Machinists are getting a second go-
around. Likewise the Steelworkers. Joe
Keenan called me up to tell me that they
are in the IBEW headquarters. All claims
of harassment. And that’s why I say that
it does not suprise me coming to Cali-
fornia and hearing about your Proposition
Nine.

“I can understand why the Republicans
and the Dixiecrats in the South are push-
ing this kind of legislation, but for the
world of me I can’t understand Common
Cause. Common Cause has in fact some
labor people on their board of directors,
but they have taken an anti-labor turn,
whether they understand it or not, and
they are reassuring us that ‘Well, it is not
going to really hurt labor.’

“Well, I am no lawyer, I prefer to take
the advice of our lawyers; take the advice
of Mayor Alioto, who is a lawyer. I prefer
to believe them, This is going to be tested
in the courts. And I don’t know about the
California Supreme Court, but I can tell

you about the Nixon Supreme Court. And
I am not willing to take a chance on a
bill like this before a Nixon Supreme
Court—and I don’t think you should either!

“So much for anti-labor legislation.

Country in a Mess

“I was glad to hear Al report that the
goal in the congressional and the sena-
torial races for California labor is a veto-
proof congress. I don’t have to tell you,
this country is in a terrible mess. We’re
in the midst of the worst political scandal
in two hundred years of American history.
This great and proud nation bowed its
head in shame, betrayed by its leaders,
by an administration twisted in corruption.
The Whaite House in Washington, of Lin-
coln, and of Roosevelt, is surrounded by
a_stench of corruption, a cloud of sus-
picion.

“You know the sordid story. There is no
need to go into it. If in addition to the
corruption we had nothing else, we would
still be in a terrible mess. But add to it
the frightful domestic mess that we are
in — five million unemployed, a 41% in-
crease in the cost-of-living since Nixon
took over, infiation increasing at a record
rate. Last year it was 8.9%. For the first
three months of 1974 it is increasing at a
ten percent rate. And if you don’t get a
ten percent increase in 1974, thanks to Nix-
on, you will take a wage cut, Skyrocketing
prices. Spreading shortages. Increasing un-
employment.

“This country, leaders of labor, fellow
Americans, is adrift. Nixon has no plan
to right the economic wrongs that we are
suffering. Phase I, Phase II, Phase III and
Phase IV—colossal failures.

“The only way you are going to change
this is by that veto-proof congress. You
saw the millions of leaflets and pamph-
lets that we go out documenting the case
for the impeachment of Nixon. But we
don’t kid ourselves. Gerald Ford would be
no better, would give us poor comfort. This
man has a track record of 109 votes on
the COPE scorecard—103 wrong and 6
right.

“On 23 gut issues—I am talking about
Landrum-Griffin, about 14(b), Taft-Hart-
ley, minimum wage, social security,
health insurance, you name it—23 times
Ford went to bat—and he struck out for
us 23 times. He wasn’t even right once by
mistake!

“So there will be little comfort for us
even if Ford takes over. The one sure way
is a veto-proof congress. The arithmetic is
simple. We need 23 more votes in the
house on top of what we have now and



seven more senate seats on top of what we
have now.

‘“We sat down with Jack Henning and
leaders of central iabor bodies the other
night and we went over the senate race of
Alan Cranston. We were happy. And that’s
part of the fight: to return our friends like
Senator Cranston.

Thanks To U.S. Senator Alan Cranston

““And by the way, let me say this. I told
this to Jack. I didn’t know A.an Cranston
intimately, but I had the opportunity of
working side by side with him over a
period of several weeks as we took on Nix-
on in the White House and the Repubiicans
and the Dixiecrats to bust a filibuster
against our registration by mail. And I
want to publicly, in his own State, thank
Alan Cranston for the job that he did. With
ninety-nine senators voting, we beat the
filibuster by two votes. Aian Cranston in
my judgment made that possible.

“So your job in California is to reelect
Alan Cranston, reelect our congressional
friends and make your contribution to
those extra 23 votes that we need.

‘“Jacle Henning was very hopeful. He
talked about the opportunity of picking up
four strong possibilities and a possibiiity of
nine other seats.

Six Congress Seats Needed

“I told Jack I was willing right then and
there to shake his hand. If California
would just give us six of those thirteen,
{ltlm will have paid your contribution to

e 23.

“I think that we are going to do it. I
told President Meany and the Council that
I feel very, very hopeful about picking up
the 23 seats in the House. On the Senate
side, it is going to be a little tougher, but
I am encouraged. We have had four con-
gressional elections—all of them solid Re-
publican seats. We won three of them, If
the Democrats weren’t in there with sev-
en candidates, we could have easily won
that seat here in California. But' we won
three out of four. And we have one com-
ing up in Michigan on Tuesday.

“I was speaking to Bill Marshall this
morning, asking him to give me a report.
Bill is the president of the Michigan
COPE.

‘“‘How did the Nixon visit go up there?

“Mind you, here is a district that has
one percent unemployment. The big cities
are Saginaw and Bay City. Where does
this ‘courageous leader’ of ours go? Does
he go in the areas with eleven percent

unemployment? No. He goes way up in
what they call the ‘thumb’—a rural area.

“Does he talk about unemployment?
Does he talkabout inflation? No. He goes
up there and he talks about giving the
farmers more fertilizer.

‘“Now, he is an expert on that all right!

“Of course this is the ‘great’ President
who talks about bringing the couatry to-
gether. It’s like 1968. He was going to take
crime off the streets. Well, he took crime
off of the streets all right, but he put
crime right there in the White House;
That’s what he did.

“So here he is. In addition to the ferti-
lizer, he brings up the busing issue, If
there is anything designed to create social
friction, it’s that issue. And he comes up
there and stirs it.

“Well, I asked Bill Marshall: ‘How do
you think it is going to go? What should
I tell the delegates at the California
COPE Conference?’

‘““‘He told me to tell you in spite of Nixon,
in spite of the Republican tradition in this
district, he thinks Michigan labor is going
to carry that district on Tuesday. So let’s
watch it and let’s hope that he is correct.

“And finally I shall conclude. I told you
I am encouraged. The wounds of 72 are
healing fast. I have never seen the unity, I
have never seen the spirit, that I see
amongst those people. I believe we are
going to win, In the words of the Spirit,
deep down in my heart I really believe all
of us—white and black, young and old,
blue-collar and white-collar — working to-
gether, marching together, fighting togeth-
er, in these next six months and, above
a.l, voting together. We shall overcome!”’

Chairman Gruhn thanked Director Bar-
kan for his remarks to the convention:

“Thank you very much, Al, for that
very informative and inspiring speech to
the delegates on the issues facing us in
the days ahead. I am confident that the
California labor movement with its other
friends and the liberal force in this State,
will produce. As Jack Henning indicated,
we may even surprise you. He told me
that we may even give you a little bonus
come November of this year in the gen-
eral election,

“Thank you very much, Al, for being
with us.”

Secretary-Treasurer Henning also thank-
ed Director Barkan:

“Mr. Chairman and delegates. I wish to
thank Al Barkan also. He asked to be ex-



cused from speaking this morning. He said
his voice has been reduced to a whisper!”

Appointment of Convention
Committees

John F. Henning

Executive Secretary-Treasurer

Secretary-Treasurer Henning announced
the committees of the convention as ap-
pointed by President Gruhn.

Committee on Credentials

Chairwoman, Loretta Riley, Bartenders
& Culinary Workers, No. 770, Santa Rosa.

Ray Cooper, Operating Engineers No. 3,
San Francisco.

James W, Cross, United Telegraph Work-
ers No. 34, San Francisco.

Virginia Davis, Butte & Glenn Counties,
Central Labor Council, Chico.

M. B. Dillashaw, Cement Masons No.
5§94, Oakland.

Robert Giesick, Jt. Exec. Board of Cu-
linary Workers, Los Angeles,

Russel S. Hansen, Carpenters & Joiners
No. 1323, Monterey.

Elizabeth R. Kelley, Waitresses Union
No. 48, San Francisco.

Ernest M. King, Boilermakers No. 513,
Richmond,

Robert H, Medina, Const. & Gen. Labor-
ers No. 270, San Jose.

Edwin F. Michelsen, Butchers Union No.
516, Burlingame.

Phyllis Mitchell, Office & Prof. Empls.
No. 3, San Francisco,

Anthony Scardaci, Furniture Workers
No. 262, San Francisco,

Willard L. Sward, Los Angeles County
COPE, Los Angeles.

Max Wolf, Ladies Garment Workers No.
96, Los Angeles.
Committee on Rules and Order of Business

Chairman, Steve Edney, United Cannery
& Industrial Workers of the Pacific, Wil-
mington.

Joe Belardi, Cooks Union No. 44, San
Francisco,

Anthony J. Bogdanowicz, Cabinet Mak-
ers & Millmen No, 721, Los Angeles.

William J, Catalano, Sr., Musicians Un-
ion No. 6, San Francisco.

Fred Feci, Butchers Union No. 506, San
Jose.

Dave Fishman, District Council of Paint-
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ers No. 36, Los Angeles,

George Flaherty, Hollywood AFL Film
Council, Hollywood.

James P. McLoughlin, Retail Store Em-
ployees No. 428, San Jose.

Ray Mendoza, Hod Carriers No. 652,
Santa Ana.

Leo Mitchell, Electrical Workers No.
1245, Walnut Creek.

John W, Meritt, State Council of Culi-
nary Workers, Santa Monica,

Robert L. Renner, San Joaquin & Cala-
veras Counties COPE, Stockton,

Edward Shedlock, Utility Workers, No.
132, Los Angeles.

Raoul Teilhet, California Federation of
Teachers, Burbank.

Joseph Tinch, Culinary Alliance & Hotel
Service Employees No. 402, San Diego.

Committee on Resolutions

Chairman, Thomas A. Small, Bartenders
& Culinary Workers No. 340, San Mateo.

Sigmund Arywitz, L.A, County Federa-
tion of Labor, Los Angeles,

Harold Benninger, Meat Cutters No. 421,
Los Angeles.

Russell L. Crowell, Laundry & Dry
Cleaning Wkrs. No. 3, Oakland.

Fred D, Fletcher, Newspaper Guild No.
52, San Francisco,

C. A. Green, Plasterers & Cement Ma-
sons No. 429, Modesto.

Kenneth Larson, Fire Fighters No. 1014,
Los Angeles.

Weslie Olson, Operating Engineers No.
12, Los Angeles.

Edward C. Powell, Theatrical Stage Em-
ployees No. 16, San Francisco,

James Quillin, Machinists & Aerospace
Workers No. 727-A, Burbank

James T. Stevens, Jt. Exec. Bd. of Cu-
linary Workers, Long Beach.

Thomas J. Sweeney, California State As-
sociation of Elect. Workers, Oakland,

Ed Turner, Marine Cooks & Stewards,
San Francisco,

James J. Twombley, State Bldg. &
Const. Trades Council (Sacto) San Mateo.

Ray M. Wilson, So, California District
Council of Laborers, Los Angeles.

Committee on Constitution

Chairman, John A. Cinquemani, L.A.
Bldg. & Const. Trades Council, Los An-
geles.



James B. Booe, Communications Work-
ers District No. 9, San Francisco,

M. R, Callahan, Bartenders No, 686,
Long Beach.

Ruth Compagnon, Dining Room & Cafe-
teria Employees No. 8, Los Angeles.

John F, Crowley, Central Labor Council,
San Francisco.

William G. Dowd, California Conf, of
Operating Engineers, San Mateo,

Harry Finks, Waiters and Waitresses No.
651, Sacramento.

Richard K. Groulx, 9th Congressional
District, COPE, Oakland.

Lloyd Lea, California State Council Lum-
ber & Sawmill Workers, San Francisco.

James S. Lee, State Building & Con-
struction Trades Council, Sacramento.

Everett P. Matzen, Butchers No, 115,
San Francisco.

Sal Minerva, No. Calif. Dist, Council of
Laborers, San Francisco,

Anthony Ramos, California State Coun-
cil of Carpenters, San Francisco.

R. R. Richardson, San Diego COPE, San
Diego.

Cornelius Wall, Ladies Garment Workers
No. 55, Los Angeles.

Merlin Jack Woods, Misc. Restaurant
Employees No. 440, Los Angeles.

Committees Approved

On motion of Secretary-Treasurer Hen-
ning, duly seconded and carried, the com-
miftee appointments were approved.

Partial Report of Committee on
Credentials

Loretta Riley, Chairwoman

Chairman Gruhn then called upon Lo-
retta Riley, chairwoman of the Committee
on Credentials, for a partial report.

Chairwoman Riley reported that the
committee recommended that the dele-
gates listed in the Preliminary Roll of
Delegates, as printed and presented to the
convention, be seated according to the
constitution of the California Labor Coun-
cil on Political Education.

She then read the additions to and
deletions from the Preliminary Roll of
Delegates. (See completed Roll of Dele-
gates.)

Chairwoman Riley moved that the par-
tial report of the committee be adopted.
The motion was seconded and carried.

Report of Committee on Rules and
Order of Business

Steve Edney, Chairman

Chairman Gruhn next called upon Steve
Edney, Chairman of the Committee on
Rules and Order of Business, for a report.

Chairman Edney reported as follows:

Mr. Chairman and delegates. The Com-
mitte on Rules and Order of Business has
met and proposes the following rules for
this Pre-Primary Election Convention:

1. Roberts Rules of Order. The conven-
tion shall be governed by Roberts Rules
of Order on all matters not provided by
the Constitution or specified in these rules.

2. Rules — Adoption of Standing Rules.
The adoption of the standing rules shall
require an affirmative vote of a majority
of the duly qualified delegates to the con-
vention, present and voting. When once
adopted, such standing rules shall remain
in effect, unless suspended or amended as
provided in these rules.

3. Amendment of Standing Rules. No
standing rule of the convention shall be
amended except by an affirmative vote of
a majority of the duly qualified delegates
to the convention, present and voting. No
such amendment shall be considered until
it shall have been referred to and reported
by the Committee on Rules.

4. Convening the Convention. The con-
vention shall convene at 10:00 a.m.

5. Resolutions Defined. Whenever the
word ‘resolution’ is used in these rules,
it shall include constitutional amendments.

6. Committee Reports. All committees
shall report on all resolutions submitted
to them. Whenever there is majority and
minority division on any committee, both
the majority and minority shall be entitled
to report to the convention. The discussion
and vote of concurrence or non-concur-
rence shall be first on the minority report.

7. Committee Quorum. A majority of any
committee shall constitute a quorum for
the transaction of its business. At least a
majority of all members present and vot-
ing shall be required to adopt a recom-
mendation on a resolution.

8. Passage of Resolutions and Commit-
tee Reports by Convention. (a) A majority
of the delegates present and voting shall
be required to act on a committee report
or a resolution, except a constitutional
amendment, which shall require a two-
thirds vote of the delegates present and
voting. (b) No motion or resolution shall
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N
be finally acted upon until an opportunity
to speak has been given the delegate mak-
ing or introducing same, if he so desires.

9. Roll Call Vote. At the request of sev-
enty-five (75) delegates present and vot-
ing, any motion shall be voted on by roll
call per capita vote of the delegates. When
a roll call has been ordered no adjourn-
ment shall take place until the result has
been announced.

10. Precedence of Motions During De-
bate. When a question is under debate or
before the convention, no motions shall be
received but the following, which shall
take precedence in the order named:

First—To adjourn;
Second—To recess to a time certain;
Third—For the previous question;

Fourth—To set as a special order of
business;

Fifth—To postpone to a stated time;

Sixth—To postpone indefinitely;

Seventh—To refer to, or re-refer to com-
mittee;

Eighth—To divide or amend;

Ninth—To lay on the table.

11. Motions in Writing. Upon request of
the Chairman, a motion shall be reduced
to writing and shall be read to the conven-
tion by the Chairman before the same is
acted upon.

12. Contents of Motions. No motion,
whether oral or written, shall be adopted
until the same shall be seconded and dis-
tinctly stated to the convention by the
Chairman.

13. Motion to Reconsider. A motion to
reconsider shall not be entertained unless
made by a delegate who voted with the
prevailing side; such motion shall require
a two-thirds vote to carry.

14. Motion to Table, A motion to lay on
the table shall be put without debate.

15. Recognition and Decorum of Dele-
gates.

(a) Delegates when arising to speak
shall respectfully address the Chair and
announce their full name and the identity

of the organization which they represent.

(b) In the event two or more delegates
arise to speak at the same time, the Chair
shall decide which delegate is entitled to
the floor.

(c) No delegate shall interrupt any other
delegate who is speaking, except for the
purpose of raising a point of order or ap-
pealing from a ruling of the Chair.

(d) Any delegate may appeal from a de-
cision of the Chairman, without waiting
for recognition by the Chairman, even
though another delegate has the floor, No
appeal is in order when another is pend-
ing, or when other business has been
transacted by the convention prior to the
appeal being taken,

(e) Any delegate who is called to order
while speaking shall, at the request of the
Chair, be seated while the point of order
is decided, after which, if in order, the
delegate shall be permitted to proceed.
The same shall apply while an appeal
from the Chair is being decided.

(f) No delegate shall speak more than
once on the same subject until all who
desire to speak shall have had an oppor-
tunity to do so; nor more than twice on
the same subject without permission by a
majority vote of the delegates present and
voting; nor longer than five minutes at a
time without permission by a majority
vote of the delegates present and voting.

(8) Any delegate may rise to explain a
matter personal to himself, and shall forth-
with be recognized by the Chairman, but
shall not discuss a question in such expla-
nation. Such matters of personal privilege
yield only to a motion to recess or ad-
journment.

16. Voting Not to be Interrupted. When
once begun, voting shall not be inter-
rupted. No delegate shall be allowed to
change his vote, or have his vote recorded
after the vote is announced,

On Chairman Edney’s motion, duly sec-
onded and carried, the committee’s report
was adopted.

Chairman Edney then thanked the com-
mittee for its work and read the members’
names.

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL
AND ENDORSEMENTS BY THE CONVENTION

John F. Henning, Executive Secretary-Treasurer

Chairman Gruhn called upon Secretary-
Treasurer Henning for the report of the
Executive Council.

Secretary-Treasurer Henning reported as
follows:

“The Executive Council of the Califor-
nia Labor Council on Political Education,
together with the duly appointed Advisory
Committee, met in the TowneHouse Hotel
April 8, 9 and 10, 1974, to interview candi-



dates for statewide offices in the primary
elections of June 4.

“On April 10, the Advisory Committee
made its recommendations to the Execu-
tive Council.

“The Executive Council then met in
separate session April 10, 1974 and made
the following recommendations to the con-
vention:”’

United States Senate

The Executive Council recommended:
Democratic: Alan Cranston
Republican: No Endorsement

Secretary-Treasurer Henning then
moved adoption of the Executive Council’s
recommendation.

The motion was seconded and carried.
Message from Sen. Alan Cranston

Chairman Gruhn then told the delegates
of Senator Cranston’s message to be
transmitted to the convention by tele-
phone:

“Delegates, as I understand it, right
now the Senator whom we have just en-
dorsed for the June Primary and eventu-
ally reelection in November, the Honor-
able Alan Cranston, would like to express
his appreciation to us by telephone from
Washington, D.C. As reported earlier, he
is tied up in a very important committee
in the Congress and we are waiting for the
call.”

Secretary-Treasurer Henning took the
telephone call and Senator Cranston spoke
to the convention as follows:

“I am very sorry that I am delayed in
Washington and I am not able to gather
in person with you in San Francisco. I
was grateful to Jack Henning for inviting
me to be with you at COPE today. I deep-
ly appreciate the support that I am count-
ing on in this year’s campaign and I re-
gret that I can’t say ‘Hello’ to each of you.

“I also regret that I was unable to be
with you on April 8, 9 and 10 to be inter-
viewed, but I was confined to Washington
so that I could help lead the battle to re-
form the abuse of money in politics, to
eliminate the abuse of huge corporate,
Big-Business checks and other huge cam-
paign contributions in the ways that are so
corrupting and compromising in American
politics and in the decision-making in our
democracy that led to the scandals of
Watergate, the Agnew scandals, and to too
much influence for some and too little

voice for others in our democracy and in
our government. I led the battle to break
the filibuster against this bill. We won
that battle. I hope that before the day is
over we will pass this bill through the Sen-
ate. And with your help, we will have to
persuade the House to pass it—and I hope
that we don’t have a veto from President
Nixon.

‘“There are many issues on which we
shall be working and about which I
thought I might talk to you today.

“In general it seems that once upon a
time a man named Richard Nixon had six
crises. And if that is not enough, he is
giving us three more: the energy crisis;
unemployment and inflation crises; and he
has given us the Watergate crisis. But we
can and will overcome these and any
other crises thrust upon us by Richard the
First and Last.

Wage-Price Control Issue

“One matter on which I shall be very
closely working with you was the wage-
and-price-control issue that came before
the Banking Committee, on which I sit. I
was one of those that made up the major-
ity that voted to end the wage-and-price-
control measure to take that out of the
hands of President Nixon because what we
all saw happening was that wages were
held down (they sure were) but we didn’t
see prices held down and we didn’t see
profits held down. Therefore this Congress
has voted to end this power. We started
that in our committee and that’s the way
it is going to be.

Federal Tax Reform Needed

“I would like to talk to you in a little bit
of detail about one other major issue. I
believe that we must have federal tax re-
form legislation to shift some of the bur-
den of financing Social Security off of the
backs of 58 million hardpressed, low- and
middle-income workers. More than $27 bil-
lion were taken out of the paychecks of
low- and middle-income workers last year
to finance the Social Security system from
the checks of workers making less than
$13,200 a year. The figure taken out of
payroll checks will rise to more than $39
billion this year. That amounts to $4 mil-
lion less than all United States business,
including the giant corporations, will pay
in income tax this year.

“Five years ago an American worker
paid $379; today he pays or she pays $772.
That is a hundred percent increase in just
five years.
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“Both the man or woman making
$13,200 and the man or woman making
$50,000 a year pay the same amount in
Social Security: $772. That amounts to
5.8% of the income of the man making
$13,200; it is only 1.5% of the income of a
person making $50,000 a year. I believe
we have come to the point where we must
put an end to this skyrocketing in payroll
deductions for Social Security. As we find
it necessary to raise benefits again, as we
will because of inflation, we must again
attempt to finance part of the Social
Security system out of general govern-
ment revenues rather than taking the pay
from the American working man and
working woman.

“If the government is going to contrib-
ute a share to Social Security by chipping
in from corporate and estate and income-
tax revenues, we must make sure that
the burden falls less upon middle- and
low-income workers. Instead, we must
reform the tax laws in such a way that
reform of Social Security payments will
be a major factor in forcing the Congress
to reform the whole tax structure. Gen-
eral tax revenues should gradually be
used, I think, to offset future increases in
the cost of Social Security until the gov-
ernment assumes one-third of the total
burden. The one-third government share
will just about offset the cost of benefits
going to millions of people who did not
contribute a full share before they re-
tired.

‘‘Additional necessary cost-of-living in-
creases are scheduled for the near future
—and we have to do this. I voted for every
cost-of-living increase in benefits and I
know that labor supported every one of
those increases. They are absolutely es-
sential for senior citizens on fixed incomes
who are being squeezed by the relentless
crush of rising prices for food, housing
and other basic necessities of life.

‘“But the working man also suffers from
inflation in these days of Richard Nixon.
The cost-of-living has gone up 28% over
the past five years and it is currently ris-
ing at an annual rate of 15%. The worker,
as you well know, is disadvantaged first
by the higher prices he pays and again
by higher payroll deductions for Social
Security. So that is something that I am
going to be working very hard on—and I
hope that you can join in that effort.

‘““The key to success in this and in many
other battles we will be waging together
relates directly to this year’s election. So
I urge you to do all you can to see that we
strengthen our majority in the House and
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in the Senate of those who will take into
account the needs of the working man and
woman, the needs of the average Ameri-
can in so many vital issues that are be-
fore us. And in all of this and in the elec-
tion I am counting on your support; and
in working on these issues I count on your
support in the United States Senate. And
thanks right now for that.

“Good bye!”

Senator Cranston having completed his
telephoned remarks to the convention,
Secretary-Treasurer Henning then re-
sumed the report of the Executive Coun-
cil.

Governor

The Executive Council recommended:
Democratic:

Joseph L. Alioto

Edmund G. Brown, Jr.

Bob Moretti

Jerome R, Waldie
Republican: No Endorsement

Secretary-Treasurer Henning moved
adoption of the Executive Council’s re-
commendation and it was duly seconded.

Delegates Henry H. Harr (Painters No.
741, Martinez) and Jesse Bernard (Labor-
ers No. 29i, Fresno) spoke in opposition
to the Executive Council’s recommenda-
tion.

At this point, Delegate William Demers
(Communications Workers No. 9576, Santa
Barbara) called for a roll call vote. Chair-
man Gruhn then pointed out that the
proper time to ask for a roll call vote
would be when the vote on the motion to
adopt the Executive Council’s recom-
mendation is ready to be cast. At that
time it would be necessary for seventy-
five delegates to rise and request a roll
call vote.

Delegate George Evankovich (Laborers
No. 261, San Francisco) then indicated
that he too would be in favor of a roll call
vote at the proper time.

Also speaking in opposition to the Ex-
ecutive Council’s recommendation were
the following delegates: John Cinquemani
(Los Ange'es Building and Construction
Trades Council), Warren Greer (Marine
and Shipbuilding Wkrs. No. 9, San Pedro),
John F. Crowley (San Francisco Labor
Council) and Dale Marr (Operating Engi-
neers No. 3, San Francisco).

Speaking in support of the Executive
Council’s recommendation were the fol-



lowing delegates: Herman Leavitt (Bar-
tenders No. 284, Los Angeles), Larry
Sibelman (Teachers No. 1021, Los An-
geles), Joe Belardi (Cooks No. 44, San
Francisco), Raoul Teilhet (California
Federation of Teachers, Burbank) and
Rgbert Milling (AFSCME No. 1239, River-
side).

The previous question was then moved
by Delegate Alfred Whitehead (Fire
Fighters, Los Angeles County No. 1014,
Los Angeles). The motion was seconded
and carried.

Delegate William Demers (Communica-
tions Wkrs. No. 9576, Santa Barbara)
called for a roll call vote.

Chairman Gruhn, however, ruled that
Secretary-Treasurer Henning, who had
made the original motion to adopt the Ex-
ecutive Council’s recommendation, would
be allowed to give his closing remarks.

Delegate Gary Samson (Typographical
No. 21, San Francisco) then rose to a
point of order, asking why further debate
should take place.

Chairman Gruhn again explained that
Secretary-Treasurer Henning had the op-
portunity under the rules, to make his
closing remarks since it was he who made
the motion.

Secretary-Treasurer Henning then spoke
in support of the motion to adopt the Ex-
ecutive Council’s recommendation.

By way of further explanation, Chair-
man Gruhn then commented:

‘“Delegates, I know that there are many
new delegates to the convention and they
want to get specifics on the ruling that']
made in allowing the Secretary to close.
I will read this. It is in the Rules and
Order of Business that you adopted this
morning.

“Item 8 reads in Subsection (b): ‘No
motion or resolution shall be finally acted
upon until an opportunity to speak has
been given the delegate making or intro-
ducing same, if he so desires.’ ”’

At this point, Delegate Joseph Mazzola
(Plumbers No. 38, San Francisco) asked
for a point of information.

Chairman Gruhn ruled him out of order
since his point of information was actually
a debate on the issue.

Delegate William Demers (Communica-

tions Wkrs. No. 9576, Santa Barbara) then-

requested a roll call vote.

Chairman Gruhn declared that a roll
call vote was in order since the required

seventy-five delegates had requested it.

Before commencement of the actual
voting, the delegates gave their unani-
mous consent to the Chair to first permit
the final report of the Committee on Cre-
dentials.

Final Report of Committee on
Credentials

Loretta Riley, Chairwoman

Chairman Gruhn then called upon Lor-
etta Riley, chairwoman of the Committee
on Credentials, for a final report.

Chairwoman Riley then read the addi-
tions to and deletions from the Prelimi-
nary Roll of Delegates. (See completed
Roll of Delegates.)

She then moved that the final report of
the committee be adopted. The motion
was seconded and carried.

Teller Board Appointed

The members of the Teller Board were
appointed by Chairman Gruhn as fpllows:

Loretta Riley, chairwoman, Bartenders
& Culinary Workers No. 770, Santa Rosa.

Ray Cooper, Operating Engineers No. 3,
San Francisco.

James W. Cross, United Telegraph
Workers No. 34, San Francisco.

M. B. Dillashaw, Cement Masons No.
594, Oakland.

James L. Quillin, Machinists & Aero-
space Workers No. 727-A, Burbank.

Ernest M. King, Boilermakers No. 513,
Richmond.

Robert H. Medina, Const. & Gen. La-
borers No. 270, San Jose.

Edwin F. Michelsen, Butchers No. 516,
Burlingame.

Phyllis Mitchell, Office & Professional
Empls. No. 3), San Francisco,

Anthony Scardaci, Furniture Workers
No. 262, San Francisco.

Willard L. Sward, Los Angeles County
COPE, Los Angeles.

Russell L. Crowell, Laundry & Dry
Cleaning Wkrs. No. 3, Oakland.

Proxies

Chairman Gruhn then explained a ques-
tion raised on the use of proxies during
the voting procedure.

“I know the auestion is being asked So
to expedite things I will read this section
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of the constitution to you—and it is very
clear:

“ ‘No proxies shall be allowed, but on a
roll call or per capita vote, one delegate
upon prior written approval of all co-
(tiielegates may vote for the entire delega-

on.’

“In other words, if your Local has 2,000
votes and it is split up among five dele-
gates, if those other four delegates want
to give one delegate the authority to cast
the 2,000 votes, they can do so. But they
all have to agree to that in writing. It
can't be split up. It will have to be sub-
mitted to the Sergeant-at-Arms when you
cast your vote at the microphone so that
it is authorized.”

Results of Roll Call Vote

Here followed a roll call vote on the
motion to accept the Executive Council’s
recommendation for the office of Gov-
ernor.

When all delegates wishing to vote had
done so, Chairman Gruhn declared the
voting completed and requested the Teller
Board to tabulate the votes.

Loretta Riley, chairwoman of the Teller
Board then announced the results as fol-
lows: 167,898 ‘“Yes’’ and 109,658 ‘‘No’’.

The report of the Teller Board was
signed by the members and Chairman
Gruhn declared that the motion to adopt
the Executive Council’s recommendation
for the office of Governor had carried by
the necessary 60% vote.

Lieutenant Governor
The Executive Council recommended:
Democratic: Mervyn M. Dymally
Republican: No Endorsement

The motion to adopt the Executive
Council’s recommendation was seconded
and carried.

Secretary of State
The Executive Council recommended:
Democratic: Open
Republican: No Endorsement

The motion to adopt the Executive Coun-
cil’s recommendation was seconded and
carried. ‘

State Controller

The Executive Council recommended:
Democratic: Robert H. Mendelsohn
Republican: No Endorsement

Secretary-Treasurer Henning moved
adoption of the Executive Council’s rec-
ommendation and it was duly seconded.

Delegates William Demers (Communica-
tions Wkrs. No. 9576, Santa Barbara) and
Richard Martin (California Federation of
Teachers, Burbank) spoke in opposition to
the Executive Council’s recommendation.

Speaking in support of the Executive
Council’s recommendations were Delegate
John F. Crowley (San Francisco Labor
Council) and Delegate Sigmund Arywitz
(Los Angeles County Federation of Labor,
Los Angeles).

Delegate Bernard Speckman (San Fran-
cisco Labor Council) moved the previous
question. The motion was seconded and
carried,

Recommendation Adopted

Secretary-Treasurer Henning’s motion to
adopt the Executive Council’s recommen-
dation was then carried.

State Treasurer

The Executive Council recommended:
Democratic: Open
Republican: No Endorsement

The motion to adopt the Executive Coun-
cil’s recommendation was seconded and
carried,

Attorney General

The Executive Council recommended:
Democratic: William A. Norris
Republican: Evelle J. Younger

Secretary-Treasurer Hennihg then moved
that the Executive Council’s recommenda-
tion be adopted. The motion was seconded.

Speaking in opposition to the Executive
Council’s recommendation were the follow-
ing delegates: Tony Cannata (Contra
Costa County COPE, Martinez), Thomas
Kenny (Sacramento Central Labor Coun-
cil) and George Rusnak (Machinists &
Aerospace Wkrs, No. 311, Los Angeles).

Delegates Steve Edney (United Cannery
and Industrial Wkrs. of the Pacific, Termi-
nal Island) and Sigmund Arywitz (Los An-
geles County Federation of Labor, Los
Angeles) spoke in support of the Execu-
tive Council’s recommendation,

The previous question was moved by
Delegate Richard Groulx (Alameda County
Central Labor Council, Oakland).

The motion was seconded and carried.
Secretary-Treasurer Henning then spoke
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in support of the Executive Council’s rec-
ommendation.

Recommendation Adopted

The motion to adopt the Executive Coun-
cil’s recommendation was then carried.

Superintendent of Public Instruction

The Executive Council recommended:
Wilson Riles

The motion to accept the recommenda-
tion was seconded and carried,

Endorsement Procedure

Prior to the reading of the Executive
Council’s recommendations for the of.ices
of the U.S. Congress, State Senate and
State Assembly, Chairman Gruhn exp.ain-
ed the procedure to be followed:

“The procedure to be used to insure an
orderly process and the determination of
endorsements: The Secretary will read the
list of the Executive Council’s recom-
mended endorsements, and should a ques-
tion arise concerning any recommendation
for any district, the delegate objecting
should request recognition from the Chair
and ask that the recommended endorse-
ment in question be set aside to be taken
up individually after the recommended en-
dorsements are acted upon.”

Chairman Gruhn then called upon Sec-
retary-Treasurer Henning for the Execu-
tive Council’s recommendations.

Secretary-Treasurer Henning stated:

‘“The Executive Council of the California
Labor Council on Political Education met
in the TowneHouse Hotel, San Francisco,
Wednesday, April 10, 1974, to consider lo-
cal COPE recommendations for election
to -the United States Congress, State Sen-
ate, State Assembly, and State Board of
Equalization.

““The following recommendations are ac-
cordingly submitted by the Executive
Council for district offices:’

United States Representatives
in Congress
District

1. Harold T. (Bizz) Johnson (D)
No Endorsement (R)

2. M. John Boskovich (D)
No Endorsement (R)

3. John E. Moss (D)
No 