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AN ANNOUNCEMENT

By the Editors

all our strength: we have done our level best to advance the prerequisites for victory. Some of our

FOR a year now we have been at war. The day of Pearl Harbor we wired the President, pledging
writers are already at the fronts; the rest of us serve on the home front until we too are called.

There is much to do. This is a people’s war, and the men and women at home must serve in a way
that will mean victory. Global war demands soldiers on the home front as well as soldiers on the front-
lines. The war has confronted our people, all the peoples of the world, with a multitude of questions
that demand solution. Everywhere the common man and his allies are discussing, arguing, debating
life-and-death issues. They seek answers. In such a time the power of the press is incalculable. In
such a time, more than any time in history, the press must be of the people, close to them, belong to
them. It must be a gun in their hands. To achieve this there must be no separation between editor and
reader. This is a time for pulling together; friends must become close friends, allies, close allies. This
is a time when the word “separate” is dangerous, is treasonous.

For these reasons the editors have invited leaders and authorities in various fields to join us in
active participation to produce a magazine at maximum. They will work with us to find and present
the answers the millions seek. For these reasons leaders in the field of education, of labor, of the arts,
of journalism, have joined NEW MASSES: they believe with us that words can be bullets. We are
proud to announce the following men and women as members of the NEW MASSES board of contrib-
uting editors—one of whom, Frederick V. Field, of the Council for Pan American Democracy, is join-
ing us as a member of the editorial board.
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WHAT ABOUT THE COLONIAL PEOPLES?

A. B. Magil discusses the issues raised by Vice-President Wallace and Wendell Willkie. The real mean-
ing of "ethnic democracy.” What military necessity demands.

4 I VHE war has not only pushed to the
surface new and unprecedented prob-
lems, but is forcing us to turn toward

new solutions of many old problems. The

colonial system, for example, is a very old
phenomenon, and most of us have become
accustomed to thinking of it as a changeless
thing despite the tides of revolt that have
swept through certain dark and distant areas
from time to time. Yet today India has be-
come the concern of Main Street, an urgent
problem of the war in the same way that the
production of weapons is an urgent problem
of the war. And millions of Americans are
participating in a discussion of colonial rela-

tions which in recent months has elicited im-

portant declarations from such American lead-

ers as President Roosevelt, Vice-President

Wallace, Undersecretary of State Sumner

Welles, and Wendell Willkie.

The crux of the problem, it seems to me,
was stated by the Vice-President in his re-
markable speech at the recent Congress of
American-Soviet Friendship. Discussing ethnic
or racial democracy, he said: “From the Rus-
sians we can learn much, for unfortunately
the Anglo-Saxons have had an attitude to-
ward other races which has made them ex-
ceedingly unpopular in many parts of the
world. We have not sunk to the lunatic level
of the Nazi myth of racial superiority, but
we have sinned enough fo cost already the
blood of tens of thousands of precious lives.
Ethnic democracy built from the heart is
perhaps the greatest need of the Anglo-Saxon
tradition.” (My emphasis—A. B. M.)

Mr. Wallace was speaking in broad social
and philosophic terms rather than discussing
specifically the question of our relations with
the colonial world. This makes all the more
significant the grounds on which he bases
his criticism: that the treatment of the co-
lonial peoples and the Negro people by Britain
and the United States is detrimental to their
own interests, involving a huge cost in British
and American life. In other words, Mr. Wal-
lace roots the need for a change in military
necessity.

HIS is the heart of the issue. Thousands

of English, Canadian, and Australian
boys lost their lives trying to hold Malaya,
Singapore, and Burma, thousands of Dutch
boys died trying to hold the Netherlands East
Indies, when millions of natives, if effectively
mobilized and equipped in advance, could
have really held those positions and thrown
back the Japanese. And even in the Philip-
pines, an example of the colonial system at
its best, if we abandon the smug feeling that
we manage these things so much better than
the British, we must recognize serious short-
comings in our policy. Only about 80,000
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Indian father and son

Filipinos were recruited into the armed ser-
vices in a population of 16,000,000, or one
out of every 200. These, together with about
50,000 Americans, had to face a better
equipped Japanese force of about 200,000.
Here in the United States we are building
by the end of 1943 an army of 7,500,000, or
more than one out of every twenty in the
population. If the same proportion had pre-
vailed in the Philippines, there would have
been a native army of over 800,000, and with
the economic resources developed for defense,
the Philippines could not only have been held,
but could have become an offensive base.
The same holds true for Malaya, Singapore,
Burma, the Netherlands East Indies. In that
case where would the Japanese be now?

We have been trying to fight this war not
merely without the support of the native
populations of the colonial countries—which
means a longer, costlier, bloodier war—but
in some cases in opposition to the native popu-
lations. This problem is posed most sharply in
India which is a focal point of all the relations
between the capitalist powers and the colonial

countries. In his first speech commenting on
the great African offensive Prime Minister
Churchill, after holding forth the prospect of
the liberation of France, injected a discordant
note: “Let me, however, make this clear, in
case there should be any mistake about it in
any quarter: we mean to hold our own. I
have not become the King’s First Minister in
order to preside over the liquidation of the
British empire.” This statement, of course,
produced immediate repercussions in India.
C. R. Rajagopalachari, former premier of
Madras and one of the most moderate and
conciliatory of the Indian nationalist leaders,
at once declared that Churchill’s statement
confirms Indian suspicions that Britain has no
intentions of ever giving up India. Pointing
to the African campaign, he said: “The In-
dians will come to dislike Allied successes if
they merely increase British arrogance. . . ."
Mr. Churchill’s statement also created a bad |
impression in this country, where it drew re-
bukes from an outstanding Democrat, Sena-
tor Pepper, a member of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee ; and an outstanding Re-
publican, Wendell Willkie. In other words,
at a time when the Allies were at last wrest-
ing the initiative from Hitler and true coali-
tion warfare was beginning to emerge, this
unfortunate passage in the Prime Minister’s
speech tended to produce new strains and
irritations among the United Nations.

However, it is not a question of a speech,
but of a policy. Of course Mr. Churchill did
not become Prime Minister in order to liqui-
date the British empire. He became Prime
Minister in order to win the war against the
Axis. And the test of any policy is not whether
it weakens or strengthens the empire, but
whether it weakens or strengthens the war.
For if the war is lost, not only will the empire
be lost, but what is far more important: the
very independence of that England which has
meant so much to the progress and culture of
the world, along with the independence of
the United States, Russia, China, and all the
United Nations.

It is primarily in this light that we must
judge British policy in India, American policy
in Puerto Rico, Dutch policy in the East In-
dies, Fighting French policy in those colonial
areas under their control, and so on. There
are, of course, other considerations, political,
social, moral, but the overriding consideration
must be the military imperatives of this
toughest war of all time.

LET us examine the situation more con-
cretely from this angle. On October 8
Lieut. Col. Leopold S. Amery, Secretary of
State for India, told the House of Commons:
“Let those whose interests are no less than
ours in the success of India’s war effort be-



‘ware of the illusion that the Allied cause can
be helped by substituting for India’s trained
and equipped forces the somewhat hypotheti-
cal enthusiasm of unorganized, untrained, and
unequipped millions.” Now if there are any
people who maintain that enthusiasm can sub-
stitute for equipment and that ‘‘unorganized,
untrained, and unequipped millions” can take
the place of trained soldiers, they are very
foolish indeed. But no responsible person
genuinely concerned with winning the war,
either in England, India, or the United States,
has ever made such a silly argument. Colonel
Amery was raising a false issue. The real issue
is: why are India’s millions unorganized, un-
trained, and unequipped at a time when the
Japanese invader stands at the border?

1t it should be argued that India’s trained
and equipped forces are sufficient to tackle
all comers, what are British and American
soldiers doing in that country? Obviously
India’s native army, recruited by the British
from a limited section of the population, is
not -adequate, This was admitted by Mr.
Churchill in a statement to the House of
Commons on September 10, in which he re-
vealed ‘“that large reinforcements have
reached India and that the number of white
soldiers now in that country, although very
small compared with its size and population,
are larger than at any time in the British
connéction. ( Emphasis mine.—A. B. M.)

This large British army is evidently there
for the twofold purpose of defending -the
country against a Japanese invasion and hold-
ing down the native population. But these
two tasks negate each other. To the extent
that British strength is consumed holding
down Indians, it is not being employed against
the Axis. Moreover, to the extent that British
and American troops are substituting for those
millions of Indians who could be organized,
trained, and equipped if cooperation rather
than coercion were the policy toward their
country, other fronts in Europe, Asia, the
Pacific, and Africa are being weakened. Who
knows but that the diversion of these British
and American troops to India did not delay
the African offensive and will not in the fu-
ture delay the opening of the second front in
Europe which is so essential for smashing the
Axis? Is our victory so certain and the margin
of that victory so comfortable that we can
afford to be spendthrift with our resources?
It would be a mistake to conclude from the
successes in North Africa and the South Pa-
cific that we now have the Axis on the run
and need no longer worry about India and
the other colonial peoples. That is gambling,
not responsible leadership. And the Axis would
like nothing better than to lull us into that
false feeling of security.

And there isn’t even the guarantee that
India can be held in this fashion. The attempt
to hold Malaya, Singapore, and Burma with-
out the native populations failed. What as-
surance is there that the present attempt to

hold India without and against the native
population—a population of nearly 400,000,-
000—will succeed?

What makes this all the more anomalous
is that India is a member of the United Na-
tions, a signatory of the United
in which is incorporated adherence to the At-
lantic Charter. Thus the goveriment of India
is in the position of avowing the right of self-
determination for all peoples but its own.
This situation must inevitafuly be a source of

weakness to all the United [Nations and ‘must
tend to undermine the moral authority of the
solemn commitments that hi}ve been made.

The war has created a community of in-
terests and obligations shaped by military need.
No nation can say: we mean to\hold our own
in respect to colonies, if that diminishes the
ability of all nations to hold tl\\ﬁiﬂr own in
respect to the Axis. And it will do ko good to
discuss India and the Netherlands East Indies
and Africa and Puerto Rico and\ Latin
America as the private problems of par\ti&qlar
great powers who must be treated like ladies
“with a past” whose feelings must be spared.
As Wendell Willkie said in his report to the
nation after his round-the-world trip: “India
is our problem. If Japan should conquer that
vast subcontinent, we will be the losers. In
the same sense, the Philippines are a British
problem.”

HERE are two false issues that are raised
whenever an attempt is made to grapple
with the problem of India in global terms and
in terms of the requirements of global war.
One is that this approach is anti-British—
this was the gist of Dorothy Thompson’s criti-
cism of Willkie’s speech; the other is that
Gandhi is an appeaser and therefore there can
be no truck with the leaders of the Indian
people—this was the essence of Walter Lipp-
mann’s comment. These are surprising argu-
ments, coming from two writers who are
deeply devoted to the winning of the war
and have as a rule clearly perceived its global
implications. The present and future of the
British empire is not an issue in this war and
Miss Thompson errs in thinking that Mr.
Willkie made it an issue. But the question of
whether India is to be another soft spot that
the Axis can push through or is to be im-
pregnable steel is an issue in this war, and it
concerns the mothers and fathers and young
people of America and all the United Nations
no less than it concerns Britain and India.
As for Gandhi, to attempt to crowd the
vast and tangled problem of India into the
narrow and distorting personality of this man
only confuses the issue. When Walter Lipp-
mann tries to indict the Indian Congress
Party by quoting Gandhi’s appeasement ut-
terances, he is no nearer the truth than when
Louis Fischer in the Nation tries to justify
the Congress Party by citing Gandhi’s anti-
Axis statements. Gandhi’s doubletalk sheds no
light on the Indian problem except to reveal

Gandhism as the cancer on the Indian libera--
tion movement. The fact is that just as the
Indian people were cutting out this cancer,
along came the British government and re-
stored its evil vitality. Thanks to the British
refusal of an Indian national government that
would not be subject to the Viceroy's veto,
a government that in cooperation with the
British would mobilize the Indian people for
effective participation in the fight against the
Axis, Gandhi, whose influence had been on the
wane, once more gained the upper hand.. And
over the opposition of the Communists, his
civil disobedience policy submerged the mili-
tant anti-fascism of Nehru which previously
had been in the ascendant.

Both the we-mean-to-hold-our-own attitude
and the attitude of neutrality toward the
problem of India are echoes of that old dis-
credited isolationism which led so many na-
tions to disaster. The fact is that Britain has
not itself the power to hold down India and
the other colonies and at the same time keep
the industrial heart of the empire free from
invasion and conquest. She can attempt to
do this only because she is allied with other
nations—and even with this help she has al-
ready lost several colonies to the Axis. But
what is for Britain the loss of valuable pieces
of the empire is for the enemy the gain of
arsenals of raw materials and strategic bases
that enable him to advance against all the
United Nations toward his goal of world
domination. The United Nations, who have
banded together for a common purpose be-
cause none can be safe except through the
safety of all, and who are fighting against the
very principle that any nation is a law unto
itself, cannot therefore be indifferent to poli-
cies which jeopardize this common purpose
and reflect even in modified form that lawless
and immoral principle.

T 1S natural that British conservatives
I should be reluctant to give up any of their
traditional prerequisites and should oppose
any loosening of the ties of empire. But
the alternative may be national death. To lose
India as a bond servant is to gain her as a
friend and ally. Britain as an empire was al-
ready becoming steadily weaker in relation to
the United States, Germany, and Japan even
before the war. She can be strong only as a
commonwealth of nations, she can be united
only through freedom, not force. And as the
November issue of Amerasia points out in a
discussion of the implications of the speeches
of Wallace, Welles, and Willkie: *“. . . this
war has given Great Britain the opportunity
to retool her industrial plant and to modern-
ize her economic structure so that after the
war she will not need to fear those nations
which accomplished this task while England
was still relying upon her colonial possessions
to make up for her outmoded and relatively
inefficient industrial structure.”

It would be well if there were among
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the United Nations some instrumentality for
the unified planning not only of military
strategy but of those political policies which
basically determine the course of military af-
fairs. In that case it might not be too difficult
to arrive at a solution of colonial relations as
a whole in accordance with the necessities of
the war. But in the absence of such a common
instrumentality initiative must be taken some-
where before new catastrophe engulfs us. For
a variety of reasons which I have not space to
discuss the United States is of all countries
best situated to take this initiative in respect
to the most urgent problem, India. But let us
also recognize the difficulties. Because of the
pre-war conflicts between British and Ameri-
can imperialism, conflicts which have been
moderated though by no means entirely elimi-
nated by the war, any action by the United
States tends to arouse suspicions among British
conservatives that this country wants to ex-
ploit Britain’s dilemma for its own advantage.
These suspicions are fortified by the anti-
British fulminations of American appeasers and
even more by the Henry Luce type of advo-
cates of an American super-imperialism, who
publish condescending homilies with thinly
veiled threats at Britain. This imposes upon
us not the obligation to remain passive, but
to make American policy at all times conform
to the words of Undersecretary of State Sum-
ner Welles at the recent Herald Tribune
Forum, who repudiated both isolationism and
the doctrine of American world dominance.

It must also be said that our country’s
position in dealing with these delicate prob-
lems would be much stronger if it came into
court with clean hands. It is 2 moot question
whether our treatment of Puerto Rico, for
example, has been better than the British
treatment of India. And continued discrimi-
nation against 13,000,000 American Negroes
- is not likely to increase the confidence of the
colored peoples of the colonial world in our
good faith. Just as the United States should
take the initiative in securing the release of
the Indian Congress leaders and a resumption
of negotiations, so it would not be amiss if
Britain on her part took the initiative in
urging a better deal for Puerto Rico and the
Negro people. Success in both these ventures
would be equivalent to a major military defeat
for the Axis, would enlist millions of the
submerged and indifferent in the common
fight, and would help lay the foundations of
the postwar world. For as Wendell Willkie
reminds us, “nothing of importance can be
won in peace which has not already been won
in the war itself.”

N AFRICA there are problems of a similar

nature now made more urgent by the
American-British offensive. Press reports indi-
cate that the American and British troops
have on the whole been welcomed by the na-
tive Arab population. This and the absence
of any organized Arab resistance are evidence
that all the machinations of Axis agents and
all the sins of the western powers have failed
to turn the peoples of North Africa against
the United Nations. This is all to the good,
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but much more is required. There are in
Africa many levels of economic development
and consequently many levels of political and
national development. There is a clash and
overlapping of imperialist controls. The prob-
lem is not to provide final solutions, but to
make possible the mobilization of the African
peoples for the liberation of Africa from the
threat of Axis world domination.

Earl Browder in his new book, Victory—
and After, has made what seems to me the
most constructive proposals regarding Africa.
They were made before the launching of the
Allied offensive, but their value is only
heightened by the new developments. Mr.
Browder proposes ‘“United Nations’ control
over the mobilization of Africa for the war,
with the participation of the African peoples.”
He offers suggestions for a practical program,
including lifting the most onerous restrictions
on civil rights, the breaking down of the land
monopoly and the opening of unused land for
cultivation by Africans, control of natural re-
sources, especially mining, “‘to guarantee an
increasing share of the benefits to Africa.”
This, Mr. Browder writes, “is a program of
drastic limitations upon imperialism in Africa,
insofar as these are necessary to the fullest
development of Africa’s military and economic
contribution to victory, but it leaves open for
future settlement the whole question of the
postwar status for Africa, except as that is
already indicated in the Atlantic Charter
which promises postwar self-determination to

all peoples.”

It is interesting that in his speech at the
Herald Tribune Forum Wendell Willkie
made a proposal along parallel lines in regard
to Malaya and the islands of the southeast
Pacific, though he was speaking more of the
future than the immediate present and there
are certain differences of conception. He urged
that when these areas are reconquered, they
should become “wards of the United Na-
tions, their basic commodities made freely
available to the world, their safety protected
by an international police force; the full yield
of their resources used for their own health,
their own education and development, and
for their training—no matter how long it
takes—in the practices of self-government.”

Thus American leaders with widely di-
vergent political philosophies are in the effort
to win the war and build firm the peace find-
ing a common meeting ground. Action still
lags behind words, but the war itself, by lay-
ing bare the quicksands of the colonial system,
has enormously speeded up the process of
change. The anachronistic shibboleths and
policies of the Amerys and Luces risk defeat
for us all. For their own preservation, as well
as for the creation of the future international
order, the United Nations must open a new
front against Hitler and the Japanese, the
front of liberation that will release the vast
manpower of the colonial world against the
slave empires of Berlin and Tokyo.

A. B. Magrr.




EYES ON PUERTO RICO

Congressman Marcantonio addresses the House on the plight of our Gibraltar of the Caribbean. "'W hat
are we going to do about it?"' he asks. W hat are 100,000,000 Latin Americans thinking?

R. MarcaNToNIO. Mr. Speaker, I
M rise at this time to call the atten-

tion of the House to the plight
in which Puerto Rico finds itself. Puerto
Rico is an island of 3,500 square miles,
with a population of about 1,884,000 people.
Puerto Rico today is doing everything possible
to assist in the war against the Axis. It is
giving everything it has. Its greatest contribu-
tion has been in manpower. So great has been

that contribution that Puerto Rico is the only

place in .the United States where no draft is
necessary. Puerto Rico’s draft quota has been
filled exclusively by volunteers, and there is
always a large number of volunteers waiting
to be accepted in the army.

Puerto Rico finds itself today in a plight

which in some respects is worse than the

plight of some of the conquered nations. The
war has brought about an economic situation
in Puerto Rico which is the most pitiable that
we have witnessed in its entire history. Prior
to the war Puerto Rico was receiving monthly
over 100,000 tons of shipments. Today, after
frantic appeals to our Shipping Board, less
than 30,000 tons of foodstuffs are reaching
Puerto Rico each month.

Now, let us pause a moment and see what
are the food staples of the Puerto Ricans.
Beans, rice, codfish. Dealing with the latter,

may I inform my colleagues that all of the

codfish supply in Newfoundland was pur-
chased prior to Pearl Harbor by the Portu-
guese government. It has been openly charged
and never denied that this codfish is being
distributed by the Portuguese to Nazi Ger-
many. In Puerto Rico there is therefore no
-supply whatever of codfish. On the docks in
New Orleans there are tons and tons of rice.
I have before me a report of October 24, by
Mr. Paul Edwards, administrator of WPA in
Puerto Rico, in which it is stated that in
Puerto Rico there is practically no rice. The
normal consumption of rice in Puerto Rico is
about 18,000,000 pounds per month.

Prices have gone sky high. For instance, let
me read from an index recently prepared by
the Office of Statistics, by Mr. S. L. Des-
cartes, of the governor’s office of statistics in
Puerto Rico. . . .

“The index of the retail cost of foodstuffs
in Puerto Rico increased to .196 on Octo-
ber 14 compared to .189 on September 15.”

So you have today in Puerto Rico a most
serious food shortage and, literally speaking,
thousands and thousands of families in Puerto
Rico are facing starvation. Even such articles
as soap and matches are practically non-
existent in Puerto Rico today. Besides the food
shortage you have such prices as place what-
ever food supply there is on or may reach the
island of Puerto Rico beyond the reach of
the purchasing power of the people of Puerto

The Tugwell Plan

ONGRESSMAN Marcantonio’s program for
immediate relief of the desperate eco-
nomic situation in Puerto Rico deserves the
attention and support of all Americans. It
represents the first, essential step that must
be taken to bring the 1,900,000 people of
Puerto Rico within the military and po-
litical orbit of the war against the Axis.
Marcantonio’s plan is practical and sub-
ject to immediate application. It calls upon
the President to exercise his authority un-
der lend-lease to provide most of the nec-
essary funds; it calls attention to funds
now unused, *assigned to the Department
of the Interior for just such emergencies
in Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and
Alaska. Instead of calling for the diver-
sion of American shipping from other vital
military routes, the plan proposes the sus-
pension of coastwise shipping regulations
to permit foreign bottoms to pick up and
unload cargo in Puerto Rico on their way
to and from the United States.

In Puerto Rico itself, Munoz Marin,
president of the insular Senate and of the
majority Popular Party, has advocated a
program of which the Marcantonio plan
is the federal counterpart. Senator Marin,
with the support of Governor Tugwell, has
called for: (1) the employment, by fed-
eral or insular agency, of at least 30,000
additional workers; (2) a system of un-
employment compensation for those fam-
ilies having no earnings “so that they would
have at least simple nourishment during
the crisis and while they cannot obtain
work”; (3) the selling of basic foods at
prices existing before the war, with the
government making up the differential be-
tween cost and sales price by subsidy; and
(4) a $15,000,000 federal grant to be used
in planting thousands of acres of addi-
tional land to food crops. The proposals
supplement each other; both could be car-
ried out at an estimated over-all cost of
$50,000,000.

Immediate economic relief for the peo-
ple of Puerto Rico is the first, the most
pressing step to be taken in applying the
Atlantic Charter’s principles to our Carib-
bean Gibraltar. One hundred million
Latin Americans and colonial and enslaved
people throughout the world test our good
intentions by what we do for our own
colony. Economic aid will not only relieve
the island of acute suffering and mass star-
vation; it will cut the ground from under
the anti-New Deal, imperialism-as-usual
forces which are exploiting the pitiable
condition of Puerto Rico and, by their
vitriolic attacks on Governor Tugwell, are
challenging the President and his conduct
of the war.

Rico. Let us see what that purchasing power
is. When a Puerto Rican is employed his
average annual wage is a little over $200.
Puerto Rico is the only territory over which
our flag flies where there has been no war
boom at all, and by that I mean there are no
war industries.

Further, the gasoline shortage has almost
paralyzed the life of the country, as Puerto
Rico depends primarily on motor vehicles for
its transportation. There was some work some
time ago when we were building our landing
fields and various other military construction
was going on; there was some employment
then, but all this military construction has
been completed and the result is that as of
the end of September 1942, according to the
WPA report filed here by its director in
Puerto Rico, Mr. Paul Edwards, there were
240,000 unemployed persons on the island.
The report submitted to the governor of
Puerto Rico, by the Committee on Unemploy-
ment, prior to that showed that there were
176,000 unemployed. Since this report of
September 1942 was submitted, it has been
estimated that unemployment has now reached
the figure of approximately 325,000 people,
affecting about 165,000 families.

I realize, of course, that to most of us here
in Congress Puerto Rico is a far, far away
place, but Puerto Rico to us from a very
realistic standpoint is most ‘important, so im-
portant that we have spent many millions of
dollars to fortify it so as to make it the
Gibraltar of the Caribbean. It is also very
vital to us from the standpoint of winning
this war when we bear in mind that Puerto
Rico is a very important link in the chain of
Western Hemispheric solidarity. It has been
so since the early days of Spanish colonialism,
when Puerto Rico was the vanguard of the
West Indies. The people of Puerto Rico are
Latin Americans; they are an integral part of
the great 100,000,000 Latin Americans. A
most important factor in this war are the 100,-
000,000 Latin Americans and their twenty
Latin American nations. To permit this con-
dition to exist in Puerto Rico, to let this situa-
tion continue in Puerto Rico, is going to do
more damage to Western Hemispheric soli-
darity, it is going to plunge a deeper wedge
in our Latin American front than a thousand
Nazi submarines in the Caribbean or in the
waters around North and South America. . . .

MR. FULMER of South Carolina. The gen-
tleman spoke of high prices which are work-
ing a tremendous hardship on the great masses
of Puerto Ricans. I am wondering if anything
is being done to hold down these prices or put
a ceiling on prices in the interest of that class
of people unable to pay such fancy prices.

(Continued on page &)
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(Continued from page 6)

MR. MARCANTONIO. I am coming to that. [
have just been picturing the conditions as they
exist down there. I am going to discuss what
eftorts have been made and then point out
what I think should be done.

The Office of Price Administration, the De-
partment of the Interior, and the Agricultural
Marketing Administration have been grap-
pling with this problem, but first let us ana-
lyze the problem. The primary immediate
problem is that of getting food supplies down
. there, the problem of shipping. We all know
there is a shortage of ships; every available
ship is needed for war purposes, but I believe
‘that in an emergency where people face star-
vation exceptions should be made.

For instance, if the people on the Rock of
Gibraltar were faced with a similar situation
I am certain that Parliament or the British
Prime Minister would not hesitate a moment
to take over ships and rush foodstuffs to
Gibraltar to prevent what exists in Puerto
Rico—food shortage, starvation, and wide-
spread unemployment. This most deplorable
and tragic situation in Buerto Rico requires a
positive order directing the allocation of ships
sufficient to rush needed foodstuffs, seeds, fer-
tilizers, and medicines so urgently required
down there.

Secondly, we have got to control prices in
Puerto Rico, As I understand it, OPA, in
fixing a spread and in taking into considera-
tion the cost of transportation and the price
which has to be paid for the foodstuffs pur-
chased in the States for Puerto Rico, cannot
bring prices within the reach of the average
consumer in Puerto Rico. We must resort to
subsidies. The Department of the Interior has
a fund of $15,000,000 for Puerto Rico, the
Virgin Islands, and Alaska, but the fund is
being used scarcely at all for this purpose. The
very first thing that is required is to direct the
Agricultural Marketing Administration and
the Department of the Interior to use the
funds the departments have for the purpose of
subsidizing so as to bring the prices down to a

level within reach of the people of Puerto

Rico.

Thus, we must first get the food there;
second, we must get the prices down by sub-
sidy and OPA regulation; and third, these
people must have money with which to buy—
and they have none.

Now, if I may come back to the question
of ships. Puerto Rico comes under our coast-
wise shipping laws. Cuba has ships; according
to the information I have, Santo Domingo has
five ships and is building more. I believe ships
can be made available from some of the South
American countries. Under our coastwise
shipping laws they cannot sail down our coast
and bring foodstuffs to Puerto Rico and cargo
back from Puerto Rico. So that what is neces-
sary for the period of this emergency at least
is this: the coastwise shipping laws must be
suspended so as to permit the carrying of
foodstuffs down to Puerto Rico. The present
system of permits, providing for the picking
up in Puerto Rico of suitable cargoes, is cum-
bersome and does not meet the time element

of the crisis. Only a blanket lifting of the
coastwise shipping laws, so that ships of other
nations may drop and pick up any cargo in
Puerto Rico to and from the United States
will be some help. . . . )

The warehouses of Puerto Rico have tons
and tons of sugar on hand, and there is plenty
of rum. In fact, Puerto Rico’s main tax
revenue is from rum. If they could get the
ships down there to bring food supplies to the
island, these ships could bring back rum and
they could bring back sugar. . . . They have
pineapples and other fruits rotting in the fields
because they cannot be shipped. Incidentally,
the development of a pineapple cannery in
Puerto Rico would help cut down United
States appropriations for Puerto Rico. De-
velopment of fisheries would be a substantial
factor. There is also some coffee down in
Puerto Rico which, incidentally, is the best
coffee in the world. Tobacco was at one time
very important in the list of Puerto Rico’s
exports.

MR. ROBSON of Kentucky. If they could get
their coffee, sugar, and fruits away from there
to other countries, then they will have some
money and we would not have to subsidize
them?

MR. MARCANTONIO. That is true only to a
limited extent. Puerto Rico must have ships,
price subsidies, and funds for a large work-
relief program, for the development of native
industries, and for a land program of sub-
sistence crops.

MR. ROBSON. I mean, if they had ships.

MR. MARCANTONIO. Because of the gravity
of the situation as it has developed, even if

they had the ships we have got to subsidize

these prices to bring them down. We have got
to implement the funds of the Department of
the Interior and other government agencies
to bring prices down within the reach of the
purchasing power of the people of Puerto
Rico. The island itself is doing its utmost.
The other day the legislature of Puerto Rico
adjourned after having appropriated $10,-
000,000 to deal with their unemployed, to
give them some purchasing power. It passed
one of the steepest revenue bills in the history
of the island. It adopted a Victory tax and it
also provided that seventy percent of the
revenue which is to be collected from taxation
on rum is to go toward assisting the unem-
ployed in Puerto Rico.

But we know, the President knows, and
every person who is familiar with the prob-
lem of Puerto Rico knows, and even if you
are not familiar with it, if you will take the
figures given to us by WPA down in Puerto
Rico, which show that as of September they
had 240,000 unemployed, and it is estimated
as of last week that the figure has reached
325,000, you must come to the conclusion

that they certainly do need funds which must -

come from us. Puerto Rico’s plight is not the
fault of the Puerto Rican people. We are
responsible for it, and we must accept our
responsibility. as a true democratic people. [
do not like the use of the term “work relief,”

but I do not see what else you can give them
at this time but work relief as an emergency
measure by direct appropriation by the Con-
gress of the United States. If Congress fails
to do so, or until Congtress acts, then I think
as a necessary war measure because of the
vital military position of Puerto Rico to us,
the President should exercise his power under
the lend-lease war powers to use lend-lease
funds to alleviate the suffering which now
exists on the Gibraltar of the Caribbean. It
is my most considered judgment that a mini-
mum of $50,000,000 is needed for immediate
food relief, price subsidies, and for a land pro-
gram for subsistence crops.

MR. FULMER. The gentleman has been giv-
ing a real interesting picture of the situation
in Puerto Rico. As I understand it, they have
tons and tons of products that could be sent
into this country if they had the ships to move
those products?

MR. MARCANTONIO. Yes.

MR. FULMER. In the meantime, instead of
doing something about that, I understand
that we are shipping into Puerto Rico some
of the same products that they have down
there for exportation to take care of our army
and our armed forces. Therefore, if some plan
could be worked out to bring into this country
their major product, sugar, which we are
rationing in this country, and let the products
of that country be furnished to our servicemen
instead of shipping our own products down
there, it would tend to relieve the situation?

MR. MARCANTONIO. I think it would help
relieve the situation to some degree, but it
would not solve the problem. Further, we
have never permitted Puerto Rico to develop
its own refineries and other essential in-
dustries.

MR. FULMER. A contributing cause to the
unemployment problem down there is the fact
that they are unable to get rid of what they
have already produced and cannot go ahead
and produce more?

MR. MARCANTONIO. Yes; only one con-
tributing cause. There are other causes: the
most decisive is colonialism ; but I do not want
to enter into any controversy at this time
when [ am pleading for relief from starvation.
I simply point out that the war has brought
sharply to the attention of the world, particu-
larly to the Puerto Rican and his 100,000,000
Latin American brothers, the dismal failure
of the policy of colonialism in Puerto Rico. . . .

What are we going to do about it? What
are our Latin American brothers and cousins
going to think of us? Are we going to permit
Puerto Rico to be really the Gibraltar of the
Caribbean, or permit Puerto Rico to continue
to be an Ireland for us, or shall it become a
Singapore and a Burma? That is the real
question. I submit that in the interest of win-
ning the war either Congress or the President
or both must act boldly and must act im-
mediately.

[From the “Congressional Record” of November 12.]
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THE TRIANGLE
OF
BATTLEFRONTS

Evaluations of the fighting in the Solo-
mons, Tunisia, and the Caucasus. Thunder
on the Don . . . Japan's first big naval
defeat ... Rommel gets squeezed.

Since I wrote the article below, the news arrived of huge Soviet
nutcracker operations in which the Nazis’ Stalingrad salient
is gravely imperiled. These, it seems, are the opening blows of
the huge offensive action which Stalin hinted at in his last
letter to Associated Press correspondent Cassidy. Smashing
blows by Red troops have retaken Kalach on the Don’s east
bank, and with it the key railroad towns which sever German
communications with the Nazi legions east of the Don bend.
The toll of Nazi dead (“There are more German corpses
among the ruins of Stalingrad,” said Izvestia, “than there are
stones”) mounts with each forward step of the Soviet attack.
In a fifty-mile drive, 15,000 Nazis were killed, while 13,000
were captured. This news is good indeed.

HE future victory of the United Nations today rests

upon a triangular base. This global triangle is marked

by the following three apexes: the Solomons, Tunisia,
and the Caucasus (plus Stalingrad). Geometrically speaking,
as projected on the earth’s globe, this triangle includes Tunis-
Mozdok (2,000 miles) and Mozdok-Guadalcanal (8,000
miles). Dakar being the approximate antipodes of the Solo-
mons, the above strategic triangle stretches almost halfway
around the globe. This is one of the main difficulties of the
United Nations, as far as supplies and global strategy are con-
cerned.

The Tunisian focus is fed by a 2,000 mile line from Eng-
land and by a 4,000 mile line from the United States.

The Solomon focus is fed by a 6,500 miles line from the
United States.

The Caucasian focus is fed by a Soviet line which runs
about 1,000 miles to the center of Red Army reserves, which
can theoretically be placed at Gorky and by the Iranian line
to the United States which is about 15,000 miles long (around
the Cape of Good Hope).

The lines of the Axis to the same focal points are as fol-
lows: Brenner to Tunisia, about 500 miles; Tokyo to Guadal-
canal, 3,000; Germany to the Caucasus, about 1,000.

By taking an average (admittedly a clumsy, but simple
method) we see that for every mile of Axis supply line the
Allies have to haul their material three miles, not counting
even the lines to the USSR from America and England. Fur-
thermore, Roosevelt, Churchill, and Stalin live thousande of
miles apart. So do their General Staffs.

Despite all these difficulties, things are going pretty well
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at all three focal points. Mid-November found the Allies en-
tering Tunisia, the US Navy completing the rout of the Japa-
nese Navy, and the Red Army routing a German army be-
tween Alagir and Ordzhonikidze.

HE second round of the battle of Guadalcanal, the first

full-dress naval engagement of this war, and perhaps the
greatest battle in the history of the US Navy, was fought on
November 13, 14, and 15. It resulted in the sinking of two
Japanese battleships, three “heavy’” and three “large” cruisers.
two light cruisers, six destroyers, eight troop transports, and
four cargo transports, and the damaging of two battleships,
one cruiser and seven destroyers. Total: twenty-eight ships of
war sunk and ten damaged. Nothing like it has happened in a
long time.

The Japanese came down with their huge armada divided into
two component parts: a striking force which was to clear the
US Navy out of the “field” and an invasion flotilla which was
to have landed enough troops on Guadalcanal to destroy the
small American force of Marines and soldiers there and seize
Henderson Field. Having obtained this all-important air base,
the Japanese would then have pushed their thrust to the New
Hebrides, 650 miles to the southeast, and to New Caledonia,
1,070 miles to the southeast, to cut the life line to Australia.
After that: a concentrated blow to capture Port Moresby at
last, and—the grand invasion of Australia.

But during those fateful days of November 13, 14, and 15
the United States Navy, with the brilliant cooperation of Gen-
eral MacArthur’s army air force, administered to the Japa-
nese a kind of defeat they had never experienced in their his-
tory—a real, clear-cut naval defeat. The Japanese had been
defeated on land many times—at Soochow and three times
at Changsha, for instance, by the Chinese; at Lake Khassan
and at Nomonhan by the Red Army—but not at sea, at least
never to that extent. Of course the Coral Sea and Midway
were clear Japanese defeats, but these were air-sea battles of
a peculiar character. “Guadalcanal II” is a classical modern
naval battle where the samurais met American seamen face to




face and were roundly trounced, sailors by sailors, though with
the help of airmen. It would seem that the US Navy in this
battle used its modern battleships for the first time.

Our losses were two light cruisers and six destroyers. Elmer
Davis, head of the OWI, tells us that all our major naval
losses_have been announced. Since then it has been officially
stated that United States land troops on Guadalcanal have
inflicted a defeat upon Japan’s freshly landed troops on the
eastern flank of our defenses and that about half of the enemy
effectives have been destroyed and the other half dispersed in
the jungle (a total of some 1,500). Secretary of the Navy
Knox calls the situation in the Solomons “secure.” Thus it
would seem that the Japanese offensive in the Southwest Pa-
cific has not only been blunted, but halted.

Simultaneously General MacArthur’s troops have pushed
to the outskirts of the two Japanese New Guinea bases at Buna
and Gona, where the enemy is pressed against the sea on a
narrow strip of some twelve miles. Their liquidation here seems
near. Then, probably, a blow will be struck at Lae from where
it will be possible to begin operations against Rabaul, leaving
the Japanese hold on the Louisiade Archipelago to wither away.

In the light of Pacific conditions and making allowances
for different scales of value it may be said that Guadalcanal,
in a way, is America’s Battle of Moscow. We had our “Yelnya”
in the Coral Sea, our “Rostov”’ at Midway, but this is the stuff.

N AFRICA the situation at this writing (November 20) ap-

pears as follows: General Anderson’s First British Army,
strongly reinforced by American fast troops and parachutists,
is reported some thirty miles from Bizerte and Tunis. It has
just defeated two German panzer forces which attempted to
intercept it (fourteen German tanks destroyed, which heralds
a fair engagement). It is clear that a number of the twenty
Thunisian~airdromes are in Allied hands and that our short
range air power will be felt soon.

The Axis forces are being fought by French (former Vlchy)
troops under General Barre and General Giraud. It is to be
expected that the Axis forces in Tunis and Bizerte will soon
be isolated in the little hump of Tunisia by an Allied thrust
to Sousse and Sfax (if they are not isolated already). At the
same time an Allied column is striking across southern Tunisia
and is reaching for Gabes with the object of occupying the
“Little Maginot” or Mareth Line, which the French built
facing Tripoli when Mussolini was shouting for Nice, Cor-
sica, and Tunis. This line must provide the hard surface of
the pincers in which Rommel is to be crushed by the united
efforts of Generals Anderson and Montgomery. There are re-
ports that this column has reached the sea (Sfax? Gabes?),
but they are not officially confirmed.

Fighting French detachments are massing in the region of
Lake Chad for the purpose of striking at Tripoli in order
to make it a three- pronged vise for Rommel, but they are
1,200 miles away and it is difficult to imagine them arriving
in time for anything but the finish. Rommel has evacuated
Bengasi without even stopping there. He was speeding to El
Agheila, which his rear guards have probably manned by now.
A bit of a fight should be expected here. Altogether, the situ-
ation looks good—a complete liquidation of Axis forces in
Africa should not be far off.

The Tunisian tramplin, pointed at Italy and the “island
bridge” to southern France, is about ready. Italy sounds
panicky; France is in a virtual state of siege under Laval;
Spain and Turkey have mobilized in order to keep out of the
war. Thus Tunis appears like a squeezed tube, ready to squirt
fire at the “soft belly” of Europe. The “nozzle” is still blocked
by some 10,000 Axis troops with some light tanks; Rommel
probably has some 50,000 men left, but the “tube” is being
pressed by half a million men on either side, with excellent
communications on the western and bad ones on the eastern

“side.
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N THE Caucasus, the Red Army has won an important vic-
tory on the approaches to Ordzhonikidze, an area which
was correctly described in the Soviet communique as “southeast
of Nalchik.” Here the southeastern-most thrust point of the
German advance has been crushed.

It is interesting to compare this battle to the battle of
Rostov a year ago, when the southeastern-most thrust point
of the Germans at that time was also crushed. Here are a
few figures:

Battle of Ordzhonikidze
(Third week of Nov., 1942)
- German units routed:
Two Panzer Divisions
One Mountain Division
The “Brandenburg” SS Regiment
The equivalent of another di-
vision in assorted troops
Germans killed:

Battle of Rostov
(Last week of Nov., 1941)

German units routed:

Three Panzer Divisions
One S§ Division “Viking”
One Motorized Division

Germans killed:

5,000 5000
(Probably another 20,000 ’ (Probably another 20,000
wounded) wounded)
Equipment captured: Equipment captured:
147 Tanks 140 Tanks
76 Guns 70 Guns

2,650 lorries, etc. 2,350 lorries, etc.

Now, the Rostev victory last year was immediately followed
by General Meretskov’s blow at Tikhvin. The Ordzhonikidze
victory has already been followed by a blow on the Volkhov
Front where another 5,000 Germans have been killed, and
probably another 20,000 wounded. Rostov and Tikhvin were
followed by the great counter-offensive in the center. It has
not come yet this year, but there are indications that some-
thing is stirring, seemingly around Voronezh.

All in all, decidedly a bad week for the Axis.

PRESS

Efficiency Experts

"AS BEFITS a nation with a genius for organization, Nazi
officials in Holland have an intricate system of priorities.
The Dutch turn it against them simply by obeying the smallest
letter of the law. If so much as an ounce of raw material dis-
appears, the Dutch factory manager reports the loss at once,
not only to one Nazi official but to everyone who could pos-
sibly claim jurisdiction. It keeps the Nazis knee-deep in red
tape. The Dutch call this ‘fighting the good paper fight.""

The "Netherlands News."

Just Benito’s Map

1| TALIAN propaganda has not been very lucky with the
boosting of their U-boat achievements. Latest success of
an ltalian submarine was the sinking of a very big American
steamer 'off the coast of Bolivia.' Bolivia has no coast."”
"Cavalcade," English weekly.
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DANGER ON THE HEALTH FRONT

Dr. Thomas Parran, Surgeon General, warns America to consider the peril to civilian health. 'One-
third of the effective physicians are in the army or navy.” The fundamental changes medicine is

undergoing. What's to be done.

Ads the first article in a discussion of the
critical problem of medical care in wartime,
we are happy to publish an address made
on November 11 by Dr. Thomas Parran,
Surgeon General of the United States Public
Health Service, before the Southern Medical
Association. His remarks, slightly abridged,
appear below with his permission.

Dr. Parran’s observation that the war ef-
fort is being increasingly impeded by the lack
of medical personnel in hundreds of communi-
ties underscores again the need for a national
plan for the distribution of both physicians
and medical services. The recruiting of doc-
tors has until now been done with little re-
gard for the needs of the civilian population.
Last week Dr. Martha Elliott, associate di-
rector of the Women’s Bureau of the Depart-
ment of Labor, told a Senate committee that
in Bremerton, Wash., for example, pregnant
women were required to wait as long as four
and five hours before the doctor could see
them and after being examined they were
asked to report back at three-month intervals.
The situation is so acute everywhere that it
is becoming imperative to halt the exodus
of obstetricians and pediatricians from civilian
to military service. And this shortage in one
kind of medical care is typical of the shortage
in other services.

Many physicians are extremely critical of

the American Medical Association which co-
operates closely with the Procurement and
Assignment Service created as part of the
War Manpower Commission to meet the
need for doctors in the armed forces, in in-
dustry, and the civilian population. W hile re-
cruiting of physicians for the army has been
highly successful, little effort has been made
to equalize the drain on the community. Fur-
thermore, the AMA hierarchy has resented
any public discussion of the problem. Those
practicing physicians who cannot agree with
the AMA’s shortsightedness insist that the
situation is now such that only the federal
government is in a position to provide central
direction.

In forthcoming issues NEwW MAsses will
present the views of other doctors as well as
those of consumers and trade unionists.—The

Editors.

EN and materials will win the war.

To this all of us agree. We are

agreed also that this war can be

won by much greater sacrifice from all of us.
Insofar as personal sacrifice is concerned,
the health and medical profession have dem-
onstrated their full devotion to duty. More
than 40,000 physicians, 8,000 dentists, 30,000
nurses, and countless other technicians are
now with the armed forces. But in numerous

S

Ellen Conreid

Mothers bring their babies to the town clinic for a checkup by the visiting nurse. Community service of this
kind is a part-solution of the medical shortage problem. Surgeon General Parran also suggests, among other
things, traveling maternal and child health clinics.
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quarters I have encountered a disturbing in-
sensibility to the professional sacrifices we are
now called upon to make. There can be no
more “business-as-usual” for any of us. That
goes for the private physician and the health
officer just as it goes for the huge industrial
concern, the small manufacturer, the butcher,
and baker.

Indeed, the time has already passed when
a physician could prescribe from a free choice
of the pharmacopeia; when he could secure
private duty nurses for any patient able to
pay for the service. The day has passed, too,
when the health officer could recruit person-
nel with the training qualifications recom-
mended in peacetime, or launch a special
program of possible scientific interest but
doubtful value.

The very nature of our work—relief of
suffering and saving of lives—has bestowed
upon the professions a human respect which
is at once our strength and our peril. Both
in the public mind and in our own thinking
there dwells the unexpressed belief that the
physician, his methods and his armamentarium
are somehow inviolate to changes imposed by
war upon such mundane institutions as in-
dustry, organized labor, business, and com-
merce. Frankly, we must straightway dis-
abuse ourselves of this belief, and align our
thought and action with reality. As a matter
of fact, the practice of public health and
medicine in the United States is already un-
dergoing changes so fundamental in character
and so vast in scope as to command forthwith
our best professional thought in understand-
ing them, and our wisest leadership in adjust-
ing to them. . . .

A year ago the predicted shortages in men
and materials on the health front had not
been felt. Today nearly one-third of the na-
tion’s effective physicians are in the army or
navy—the young able-bodied men for the
most part. I confess that I find it impossible
to visualize how we are to operate essential
health and medical services for the civilian
population should we have to meet, at the
present ratio, the medical demands for an
army of 10,000,000.

ERTAINLY, even under present conditions,

we must begin now to apply the prin-

ciple of essentiality to our use of personnel
and of health defense material—the drugs,
equipment, and supplies. Effective operation
on the basis of actual need requires not only
a dynamic patriotism expressed in voluntary
acceptance, but it also demands a method for
equitable allocation of services and supplies.
Conservation of health supplies and drugs
must be practiced to the extreme limit. All
of us must begin now to get along with less
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and even to do without things we have been
accustomed to use freely. A large hospital re-
cently reduced its consumption of rubbing
alcohol by fifty percent, without detriment to
the patients. In private practice one hypo-
dermic needle can be made to take the place
?i five, by proper care and expert grind-
ing.

On the drug front decisions must be made
now as to what medicinals are absolutely
essential. Debate must be brought to an end
for the duration; and balanced considerations
of life and death, rather than personal prefer-
ence, should determine the conclusion.

Conservation of raw materials used in the
manufacture of drugs and health supplies is
doubly important. On the home front we
must protect essential supplies for the thrust
ahead; and we must produce enough to fur-
nish substantial amounts to our allies and
other friendly nations.

At the recent Pan American Sanitary Con-
ference in Rio de Janeiro, it was very ap-
parent that the Latin American nations are
deeply concerned about the availability of
health and medical supplies. Their stores, for-
merly obtained from Germany, are running
out and they do not have the resources to
produce many essentials. The principle of
“equal sacrifice” is being accepted by the
United Nations and the American republics
with respect to health and medical needs as
well as to procurement of war materials. For
example, to supply Brazil with chlorine for
the protection of water supplies in exchange
for rubber is not only in accord with our
Good Neighbor policy, but a war necessity.
Rubber we must have and Brazilian workers
must have safe water,

OUR situation with respect to the avail-
ability of facilities and personnel for
civilian health maintenance is unquestionably
more serious at the present time than our po-
tential shortage of medical material.

Pooling of essential facilities must be in-
creasingly adopted as the pressures of war in-
crease. Many physicians unaccustomed to

group practice are learning to share equip-
ment, ancillary personnel, and even patients
with their colleagues—whether or not they
formerly practiced in the same hospital or be-
longed to the same golf club.

HE shortage of hospital beds and health

centers is, of course, concentrated in rural
areas and in urban communities unprepared
for the rapid influx of war workers and other
civilians. The federal program for the con-
struction of health facilities in critical areas
did not get under way in time to meet an-
ticipated needs before the outbreak of war.
Completion of projects has been further de-
layed by wartime priority allocation of con-
struction materials to military purposes. Plans
of many projects have had to be revised. We
may expect some improvement in the worst
areas when temporary construction is com-
pleted.

But it appears that for the immediate fu-
ture and perhaps for the duration, hard-
pressed communities must rely chiefly upon
local ingenuity to meet the demand for hos-
pital beds. Each community must cast about
for better ways of using existing facilities.

In Washington, for example, where the
shortage of beds for obstetrical cases is acute,
hospitals are urging mothers to return home
with their infants within a much shorter
time than the average ten to twelve days’
hospitalization. It is estimated that if all hos-
pitals in the metropolitan area were to shorten
the stay of normal patients to five or six days,
maternity facilities would be increased by
twenty or twenty-five percent.

Comparable savings must be made in other
departments of general hospitals. Prolonged
treatment of chronic disease cases must be
curtailed, to increase bed facilities for inten-
sive treatment of patients in the same cate-
gory and for acute cases. Hospitals should also
consider the establishment of convalescent
homes, in temporary or rented quarters if nec-
essary, to be operated by trained lay personnel
under the professional supervision of the hos-
pital.

Army medical officers learn parachuting—they will accompany parachute troops and set up medical aid
stations in the combat areas. Soldiers especially trained in first aid are also on regular duty with the
parachute troop units.
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Every available hospital bed in crowded
communities should be put to use. In many
hospitals barriers have been raised against the
full use of facilities by all qualified physicians.
In one boom town the terms of a will devis-
ing property and funds to the only recognized
hospital prevent all but two of the local phy-
sicians from practicing in the institution.
Other physicians are obliged to send their pa-
tients needing hospital care twenty-five miles
out of town. In another community the local
doctor is not allowed to practice in an indus-
trial hospital—the sole facility—nor are the
two industrial physicians allowed to attend
patients outside the plant. Yet, any member of
the community can obtain hospital care in the
industrial institution on a fee for service
basis. Such competition and monopoly of es-
sential facilities are clearly detrimental to the
profession and to public welfare.

HE lack of professional personnel in

many areas is complicated by the fact
that the withdrawals into the armed forces
have not occurred evenly throughout the
country. It would be possible—if we were
dealing with statistical abstractions—to draw
55,000 physicians out of practice and still
leave one doctor for every 1,420 civilians, not
an unreasonable load. Unfortunately we are
not dealing with abstractions. Total war is a
sharp reality.

To illustrate: In a West Coast military-
industrial area the population has doubled
since 1940; the ratio of physicians to patients
has changed from one per 1,000 to one per
4,000. In an East Coast industrial center,
employing some 40,000 workers, the ratio has
jumped from one per 2,150 to one per 4,350.
The only doctor under sixty-five years of age
has left the area. In another military zone
only two men under sixty-five are left, and
the ratio of physicians to population is now
one per 3,500. And in a southern boom town
the only doctor has been inducted, leaving
the “ratio” zero to 6,000!

Two years ago another midwest commu-
nity was a village of some 500 people. Today,
between 6,000 and 7,000 live there. Only two
physicians remain—one a young man under
forty-five; the other nearing seventy. The
younger man has not been defined “‘essential”’
to the health of the community and expects
induction shortly. The State Procurement and
Assignment Chairman has declared him eligi-
ble for military duty. On the other hand, the
local Selective Service Board has deferred five
osteopaths as “essential men.” The only hos-
pital is owned and operated by the osteopaths
and the two medical men are not permitted to
practice on the staff. The older physician says
that if the young doctor goes he will not be
able to assume the responsibility because of
ill health.

Up to the present time decisions with re-
spect to the allocation of physicians have been
handled on a voluntary basis by the Procure-
ment and Assignment Service under the War
Manpower Commission. As an advisory
agency, working closely in cooperation with
the American Medical Association, it has ren-
dered a valuable service. Quite recently it has
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accepted the responsibility of determining the
civilian needs of critical areas and of helping
to provide essential personnel. As yet, how-
ever, the Procurement and Assignment Ser-
vice has no legal authority to draft physi-
cians for military or civilian service or is it
in a position to deal with the financial and
administrative problems involved in the pro-
vision of medical care.

HE lack of medical personnel in critical

areas is a war problem. The federal gov-
ernment therefore has a clear responsibility
to assist in its solution, since, if it is not solved,
it will increasingly impede the war effort.
The method of meeting the needs, however,
must be developed with the fullest coopera-
tion of the medical profession. Obviously
state and local medical societies are unable
to deal with many situations arising from
war activities which transcend state and local
_ lines.

Plans for meeting acute needs in 300 mili-
tary and industrial areas are now being made
by the Procurement and Assignment Service
and the Public Health Service. Last spring
Mr. Channing Dooley, now with the War
Manpower Commission, told a conference of
industrial hygienists: “When you have a
tough problem to solve, break it up into a
lot of little problems and then solve them
one by one.” In this spirit we shall attempt
to solve the individual community problems
which -in the aggregate comprise the tough
assignment of procuring medical personnel for
the nation’s war areas. A plan for one com-
munity may work elsewhere, or it may not.
New plans must be developed to meet indi-
vidual situations.

It has been suggested that the wartime ser-
vice of every doctor and nurse in the United
States be allocated now by the War Man-
power Commission. Under National Service
legislation, such as has been proposed and dis-
cussed in recent weeks, this would be possible.
The services of health and medical personnel
could be allocated more promptly and equi-
tably than at present, and with less hardship
both to individual communities and to the
physicians and nurses—hardship with which
the South is perhaps more familiar than any
other part of the country.

From the available supply of medical, den-
tal, and nursing personnel, it would be possi-
ble to earmark certain numbers for the armed
forces and leave them in their present work
until actually needed. Others could be located
in the areas gravely in need of medical care
and could be given the facilities to render ade-
quate services.

Medical and premedical students could be
enrolled as a special category of professional
manpower and, upon completion of intern-
ship, could be allocated among the army,
navy, and civilian services. This would elimi-
nate the present uneconomical procedure un-
der which the army and the navy compete
for medical students by commissioning them
in numbers which later may prove dispropor-
tionate to the needs of the respective services.
If the draft age is lowered to eighteen, it
will be doubly necessary to exercise some con-
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trol over premedical recruitment, for we must
insure the matriculation in sufficient numbers
of medical students with high physical and
mental qualifications, Much depends now and
will depend more after the war upon a con-
tinuing flow of young, able-bodied physicians
of the highest caliber.

Even with the rationing of available pro-
fessional services, greatér efforts must be made
to increase the supply of personnel. The &n-
rollment of student nurses for this fall will
probably reach 55,000; an increase of 20,000
over 1940. But to meet anticipated needs,
we shall have to enroll 65,000 for basic train-
ing in 1943. Even with substantial federal
aid to the nursing schools, training facilities
cannot meet such an expansion. In the mean-
time, civilian nursing needs are mounting as
the graduate nurses march off to war.

N OctoBER the Health and Medical Com-

mittee approved a plan which would in-
crease the supply of graduate nurses and meet
the growing deficiency in hospital nursing ser-
vices without disturbing the essential stand-
ards of nurse training or the present require-
ments of the State Boards of Registry.

The curriculum of the basic training course
in the nursing schools would be speeded up
for completion in twenty-four months; after
which third-year students would go on the
payroll of the parent hospital or of affiliated
institutions as apprentice general duty nurses.
They would not live in the hospital, thus
opening dormitories and classrooms for addi-
tional student nurses. The third-year students
would not receive their certificates until the
completion of three years’ training, but their
release in the last year would supply civilian
hospitals with replacements for the general
duty nurses who have been drawn into war
service. The physical facilities for nurse train-
ing would be increased by one-third and hos-
pitals would be provided with an augmented
staff for ward duty.

Our medical schools will soon be turning
out some 7,000 young physicians a year. The
period of instruction has been shortened and
the enrollment has increased. The reduction
of faculties through the withdrawal of young
teachers by the armed forces, however, has
caused some concern. Every effort should be
made to protect the essential teaching staffs
of our medical schools. In our desperate de-
mand for numbers of doctors, we must not
forget that the quality of the product in medi-
cal education is vital to the war effort. We
must not kill the goose that lays the golden
eggs.

The protection of our organized health
services is equally essential. Medical men and
laymen alike must realize that when you take
one public health physician you may need
three private practitioners to cure the un-
prevented sickness.

Health departments in wartime, like pri-
vate medicine, must stick to essentials and cut
out the frills. Conservation of public health
professional services calls for prompt reduc-
tion of unnecessary inspections, complicated
record-keeping, and long-range programs of
doubtful value. In one war county the local

health department has veen operating a mobile
unit for the sole purpose of tuberculin test-
ing in the schools. There is no provision for
prenatal or postnatal care and there are no
hospital beds for obstetrical cases. Rationing
of civilian use of gasoline and tires makes it
impossible for most of the women to reach
the health department. Better use of mobile
equipment, in this case, might have been made
by establishing a traveling maternal and child
health clinic.

Both in public health and medical services
greater use must be made of lay personnel
who have been carefully selected and trained

to do a particular task under professional su-

pervision. Hospitals are drawing more and
more upon the nurses’ aides trained during
the past year, and the Red Cross anticipates
that in 1943, 100,000 women will receive
this training and 1,000,000 will -be given in-
struction in home nursing. Recently state
health departments in cooperation with the
Public Health Service have employed some
500 laymen and put them to work at tracing
contacts of venereal disease patients. In one
state private physicians are training house-
wives, school teachers, and social workers as
midwives. Reports of professional observers
from all these projects indicate that results
have been excellent.

S THE winter approaches, with prospects
A of a fuel shortage and overcrowding in
many cities, there has been a growing public
concern lest an epidemic like the visitation
of influenza of 1918 strike us. At the mo-
ment there is no scientific evidence which
would warrant such an assumption, but no
one can safely predict that we shall escape. -
This expressed epidemic-consciousness may be
the symptom of an underlying anxiety roused
by the loss of so many doctors and nurses
from civilian service. As physicians, we know
that the toll of undramatic ailments, lowered
resistance, and neglect of health is likely to
be far greater than the explosive damage of
an epidemic. Ours is the heavy task of mini-
mizing the slow depletion of national
strength.

To the life-saving forces of our profession
belongs the leadership of constructive effort
both now and after the war. We must show
ourselves responsible to merit that leadership
by directing our whole capacities to the dem-
onstrated needs—by extreme conservation of
supplies and drugs; by full sharing of avail-
able facilities; and by patriotic acceptance of
the sacrifices imposed upon all peoples in
total war.

The major health problems are still ahead
of us. Increasingly the home front will feel
the pressure of war. The sharp realization
that this is indeed the civilian’s fight as well
as the soldier’s will grow as problems of pro-
duction and manpower mount. We must be
ready to meet the incalculable demands with
our remaining professional force. There must
be no medical Bataan on the home front.
Only the wisest use of our resources and the
utmost devotion to the common cause will
suffice. »

THOMAS PARRAN,
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NEW TRICKS IN AN OLD PLOT

The defeatists' latest wrinkle. They try to present the Kilgore-Pepper-Tolan bill as a slap at President

Roosevelt. The plan to revamp the measure into an "economy act.”

W ashington. .

THE defeatists in Congress have pulled
"a new one from their inexhaustible
bag of tricks. Recently they have taken
to interpreting any proposed legislation calcu-
lated to speed the war effort as a post-election
“repudiation” of the administration. Senator
Byrd of Virginia, that evil cherub, claims to
see in the Kilgore-Pepper-Tolan bill to estab-
lish a centralized Office of War Mobilization
a direct slap at President Roosevelt. Byrd’s
gloating has a purpose: if his contention is
accepted by a sufficiently wide audience, he
logically expects to scare off a decisive section
of the bill’s win-the-war supporters. Then his
congressional cohorts will have a free hand
to revamp the bill into an “economy act” a la
Byrd. '

The New York Daily News seized the cue
instantly—and the obstructionist press as a
whole has spared no effort to popularize Mr.
Byrd’s “interpretation.” According to the
News’ John O’Donnell, in his column entitled
“Capitol Stuff’—and stuff it is—the Presi-
dent is worried sick over the War Mobiliza-
tion bill. This happens to be untrue. But
veracity has never stood in the way of the
hatchetmen hired by Hearst, Patterson, or
McCormick.

In the first place, Senator Pepper has been
one of the leading administration spokesmen
ever since he came to Washington in Novem-
ber 1936. More significant, the support of the
War Mobilization bill comes from four other
chairmen of leading congressional committees
(composed, by the way, of Democrats and
Republicans alike), all of whom have devoted
their full energies to finding ways and means
of stepping up the war effort. The joint
action by Representative Tolan and Senators
Murray, Kilgore, Truman, and Pepper to
push the legislation bespeaks a unity of pur-
pose all too rare in Congress. Add to this
the unanimous endorsement of the bill by the
recent CIO convention, the support of its
major provisions by the AFL, the Farmers
Union, and the Railroad Brotherhoods—all
consistent administration backers—and the
charge that the measure is designed to em-
barrass the President seems obviously ridicu-
lous.

The unity behind the: bill has sig-
nificance. Most Washington observers rec-
ognize the wide approval as an answer to
those who claimed that the elections would
throw the progressive win-the-war groups into
helpless confusion. In addition, the coordi-
nated effort to put an end to inefficiency on
the home production front has undoubtedly

" been spurred by the very necessities of war,
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now that the United States has launched an
offensive considered everywhere as the pre-
condition for opening a European second
front. “Events in the Mediterranean can be
expected to make increasingly heavy demands
on America’s war economy,” the Tolan com-
mittee declared. In a joint statement Senators
Pepper and Kilgore announced that “General
Eisenhower’s North African operations have
placed an enormous responsibility upon the
rest of us. If this offensive is to be sustained,
if it is to be the prelude to the final, crush-
ing attack upon the Axis ‘heartland,’ then it
must be supported by the most complete mo-
bilization on the production front.”

Senator Pepper has invited the leaders of
decisive war industries to discuss their ex-
perience in producing for war before his sub-
committee, expecting these industrialists to
lend their approval to the legislation. Senator
Murray told the press: “I feel certain that
small businessmen of America will under-
stand the great importance of this measure
in terms of a full utilization of their re-
sources, and will accordingly join me in urg-
ing prompt action upon the Congress.” Labor
has already offered its endorsement. Every
class, every group is intimately concerned with
getting the bill passed and working.

The bill grows out of investigations
held by the Tolan, Truman, and Murray
committees, following closely the proposals
outlined in the Tolan sixth interim report.
The need today is for an over-all economic
agency to integrate manpower, production

WATCH on the POTOMAC by BRUCE MINTON

distribution, and all similar problems. At pres-
ent the absence of any central authority to
relate the expansion of the armed forces to
the demands for manpower in industry and
agriculture impedes the war effort. Without
regional and local machinery to provide an
inventory of industry’s requirements and of
transportation, there is always the danger that
the home front will not fulfill the military
demands placed upon it on time. The failure
to meet manpower requirements through a
carefully planned program for transferring,
training, and upgrading the available labor
supply threatens serious dislocations. Without
thoroughgoing consolidation, the Tolan com-
mittee warns that “mounting demands will
disrupt and threaten to paralyze America’s
war production program.” The proposed legis-
lation does not provide for another super-
agency; it will actually reduce the number of
production agencies by eliminating duplica-
tion and by setting up a centralized authority
to end the “as-usual” hangovers in favor of
an integrated and rational use of every re-
source at the nation’s command.

NE other point is worth noting. In all the

unsupported rumors that the administra-
tion will never approve such legislation, fre-
quent mention is made of Bernard Baruch,
who will supposedly stand by Eberstadt and
Wilson of WPB, since he is largely respon-
sible for their appointments. But while
Baruch may not openly support the Pepper-
Kilgore-Tolan bill, it seems unlikely that he
will swing his weight against it. In his book
Taking the Profits Qut of War, Mr. Baruch
wrote: “The first necessity for effective or-
ganization of demand is the assembly into
one central control agency . . . of the respon-
sible head of each of the great procurement
or supply agencies. . . . This is necessary in
order to prevent competition and congestion
of facilities.” Mr. Baruch vigorously opposes
army control of production. “We must
neither militarize industry nor industrialize
the army,” he said. But that has been the
tendency in production agencies up to now,
resulting in confusion and delay.

The Pepper-Kilgore-Tolan bill is not a
“reform.” Rather the reorganization of
American economy to wartime needs is vital
to victory. The same end, of course, can be
obtained through an executive order. The
stronger the push to enact legislation, the
greater spur on the President to hurry the
process by creating the Office of War Mobili-
zation without waiting for Congress. Either
way will bring victory closer.
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OUTLINE FOR A PLAN

W hy labor, and the country generally, should think deeply about the problems of a war economy. Earl

Browder's second article on a centralized national economy.

This is the second of two chapters on the
economics of total war from Earl Browder’s
new book “Victory and After” (International
Publishers. $2. Popular edition, 50 cents).
The first chapter was published in last week’s
issue of NEW MASSES. We invite comment
from our readers on Mr. Browder’s discussion
of the problems involved in establishing an
economy geared to the demands of all-out
war.—The Editors.

HE economic problems which are aris-

ing in our country as the result of the

war needs are new for the United
States and, because they are new, the whole
country is only feeling its way toward their
solution. No one has yet given a clear and
comprehensive lead for the answers to these
problems. That is why it is especially neces-
sary for the labor movement to be thinking
deeply about the problems of a war economy,
from the point of view of successful war,
and to bring forward their contributions to
the solution of these national problems.

There is a very pressing and immediate
motive for the trade unions to be taking up
the economic problem along new lines. The
functioning of trade unions as guardians of
the economic interests of the workers is be-
coming more important with every passing
day, not only for labor but for the whole
country, for production, and for victory. Yet
the nature of this problem is changing so
rapidly that if the trade union movement
lags behind in the full understanding of the
changes there is grave danger that we will

not only have rising economic strains within
the country between labor and management
resulting in dangerous economic strife, but
we will have political strains unnecessarily
arising between labor and the government.
We must foresee these problems so that we
will not find it necessary to muddle through
to a solution. We must be able to see these
solutions in time to relieve these strains and
to avoid the strife. The harmful conflicts that
will otherwise arise will hamper our country’s
war effort, and delay if not endanger our
victory.

In certain irresponsible quarters, the Com-
munist Party is already being accused of pro-
posing to sacrifice the interests of the workers
to the capitalists, because of our firm and
unshakable insistence on the necessity of un-
interrupted war production. Only a little
while ago that irresponsible journal, the New
Leader, printed such a charge against us. And
some writers who have access to the columns
of the official news sheet of the AFL have
also printed such a charge against us. That
charge is a malicious slander that could only
be made by people who put narrow factional
considerations above the true interests of la-
bor, which are inseparable from the interests
of our country in this war.

WE MUST say, however, that the question
of wages has to be handled from a new
standpoint. So long as it is conceived as a mat-
ter of “rewards” rather than of necessities of
production, so long as it is dealt with merely
under that oversimple and sometimes mislead-

Steel workers at an American Car & Foundry plant show visiting Army men how riveting is done. Notice
the sign in the background: this is only one indication of labor's great feeling of responsibility for war
production—one reason why it should be accorded full participation in constructing the total war economy.
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ing slogan of equality of sacrifice, we will
not find the road to the adjustment of the
question of wages without conflicts. It is not
possible to permit the determination of wages
to revert to settlement by conflict, the only
conclusion of which is strike action.

HAT is wrong about finding a guide

to the question of wages in the slogan
of “equality of sacrifice?” What is wrong is
that it assumes that wages are some sort of
surplus, which is taken out of the economy
just as profits are taken out of the economy,
and that if the capitalists sacrifice their profits,
the workers must sacrifice their wages. Now,
I don’t want to argue against that on any
moral grounds. Here I am talking entirely
in the terms of what Carlyle called the “dis-
mal” science—economics—and 1 want to
speak against that “equality of sacrifice” slo-
gan as an impediment and obstruction in the
way of achieving the maximum production
for the war.

There can be no doubt that sacrifices must
be made to win the war, but there cannot
be any real measuring of these sacrifices on
the basis of “equity.”

Wages must be dealt with upon the basis
of providing the most efficient working class
for the tasks of production consistent with
the supply of consumption goods and services
that can be made available in the country in
an all-out war economy. The moment we
look beyond the money form of wages and
think in terms of the actual needs of produc-
tion, on which victory in the war so greatly
depends, the question of wages takes on an
entirely new significance. Wages expressed in
money no longer represent a standard of life;
wages must now, therefore, be expressed in
a guaranteed supply of the worker’s needs
as a producer. This is the only way produc-
tion can be maintained on the scale required
for a successful prosecution of the war, and
in this war of survival the requirements for
victory represent the supreme, overriding law
in every sphere of our national life.

In the current discussion, if it can be dig-
nified by the name of discussion, which is go-
ing on in our newspapers about the dangers
of inflation, the automatic answer is brought
forward that inflation must be avoided by
depressing the living standards of the work-
ing class, that is, by lowering the provision
for maintaining the human factor in produc-
tion. That is pointed out as the main, if not
the only, economic measure for combating
inflation. This is utter nonsense in the eco-
nomic ficld; it is idiocy in the political field;
and it is the greatest present threat to the
war production program. ’

If the working class is going to give maxi-
mum production for the war, this means

.
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that every possible worker and every possible
machine must be employed. If every available
man and woman is employed for the war pro-
duction, it is clear that wages must be trans-
lated into the terms of the food and clothing
and shelter that can be made available under
an ordered war economy for these people who
are doing the work to secure their fullest
possible efficiency, and counting as an ines-
capable part of this the maintenance of
families.

No matter what wages must be paid in
money it cannot under an all-out war econ-
omy mean anything more in terms of immedi-
ate consumption of commodities than the best
use of the available supply. The supply of
consumers goods is not a fixed quantity, al-
though under the strain of war a heavy limi-
tation is put upon it. But if the economy is
properly administered with the aid of effec-
tive rationing and price fixing and is not
allowed to get out of hand through the de-
velopment of disproportions and breaks, there
is not the slightest reason why the money
wage that is paid, regardless of how it is
expressed in dollars, cannot be made to use
the supply that is available or why new
sources of supply of consumers goods cannot
be developed for strengthening our working
force in the most effective way possible.

It has become an absolute necessity for the
trade unions to begin to think of wages in
those terms, in terms of the national economy
adjusted to all-out war, and in terms of the
nation’s need to feed and clothe and house
its working force.

HE disappearance of the pre-war market

relationships, the obsolescence of “busi-
ness-as-usual” in a war economy, and the ur-
gency of the need for uninterrupted production
require also the development of new methods
of regulating the conditions of labor. The
Nazi-fascist method of meeting this need is
the enslavement of labor, the destruction of
all independent organizations of labor and
the people, the imposition of a terroristic dic-
tatorship. The democratic method is one of
drawing labor into the government and all
war agencies; it is one of taking labor into
joint responsibility for production, the settle-
ment of disputed questions through concilia-
tion ‘and arbitration, the maintenance and
extension of labor’s right to organize and
bargain collectively, and the voluntary suspen-
sion by labor of the exercise of its right to
strike.

The development of the democratic method
of fitting labor into the war economy has
been surprisingly successful and complete
from the side of labor’s voluntary coopera-
tion in carrying through the government’s
war policy, in so far as that policy has been
developed. It has not been so successful in
substituting new institutions for regulating
labor conditions, or in utilizing labor’s rep-
resentatives in formulating and administering
policy. The consequence is that labor’s con-
tribution has been only partly fruitful, labor
being, by and large, denied the opportunity
for developing a constructive role in hammer-
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ing out” the forms of the new economic setup.
This is a great weakness, considering the
question entirely from the viewpoint of maxi-
mum production. Here again we are falling
between two stools, adopting neither the Nazi
nor the democratic way in full, but trying to
muddle along with something in between.
Philip Murray, president of the CIO, un-
questionably put his finger on the key ques-
tion of war economy when he proposed more
adequate representation for labor in the War
Production Board and government, and the
establishment of a system of production coun-
cils in which labor, management, and the gov-
ernment would jointly work out the compli-
cated problems of building a new structure
of war economy. His proposal has been ac-
cepted “in principle,” which is a polite way of
saying that it is being neglected in practice.

N ECONOMIC system is essentially a sys-

tem of labor relationships in the process
of production. Most of our economic diffi-
culties arise from inability to grasp this truth
and the consequences which flow from it. As
a result, in all the considerations of war pro-
duction, the last thing that comes into consid-
eration is the most essential factor in pro-
duction, that 1is, the production worker
himself. Under the old economic rules, the
working class was looked upon as “receiving
jobs” in serving the economy, being outside
the economic system except and until it was
called in by capital or “management.” Dol-
lars, money, capital were the decisive factors,
and the increment of money in profits, in-
terest, and rent was the energizing principle,
while labor was a sort of unfortunate incon-
venience, a sort of parasite, tending to intrude
its “unjust” claims more and more upon the
vital heart of the system which had always
to be “protected” against labor. This whole
system of thought has been second nature for
American industrialists and a foundation of
their economic education, something taken for
granted like the air they breathed, a “natural
law” which was never questioned. It is these
forms of thought, not incompatible with the
successful daily operation of industry in -an
earlier stage of capitalist development, which
collapse so pitifully when they are used as
the instrument for reconstructing our econ-
omy for the tasks of war.

Herbert Hoover in his recent proposal of
Nazi economics for the United States was
giving expression to this traditional school of
economic thought in the present stage when,
recognizing its inadequacy for the war tasks,
he took up as an “emergency measure” the
Nazi system of war economy based upon en-
slavement of labor. That was what Mr.
Hoover meant when he proposed that Mr.
Roosevelt should be given greater powers to
institute “Nazi economics” for this country
for the duration of the war. The administra-
tion in Washington has rejected Mr. Hoover’s
tendency, which, however, dominates the
thinking of the majority in Congress. But
the administration has by no means developed
a consistent and rounded concept of the war
economy which it is trying to build; it con-

tinues to try to operate with the old tradi-
tional concepts; and it is consequently at a
disadvantage in countering the attacks of the
Herbert Hoovers and Howard Smiths who
demand “new methods” tending in the Nazi
direction. And it will be at a disadvantage
in this struggle until it hammers out a co-
herent idea of new methods of its own. This
can only be done by approaching the whole
economy as a problem of the distribution and
organization of labor, bringing trade union
men, labor’s own selected representatives, ef-
fectively into its administration, completely
subordinating the usual peacetime formulae
of capital, costs, profits, prices, market rela-
tionships, supply and demand, etc., etc.

+ At this point I can almost hear the voices
of our traditional economists as they exclaim:
“Aha, just as I expected, Browder is trying
to slip over a program of socialism disguised
as a war economy |”

The fact is, however, that I have not the
slightest expectation of being able to “slip
over” anything at any time. My understand-
ing of history, and its material basis, leads
me to the profound belief that changes in
economic structures can never be ‘‘slipped
over” by ‘“clever” men, that they are always
the product of stern necessity which imposes
the change; but in great emergencies they
usually are changes accomplished by conscious
will in meeting necessity. Ideology plays quite
a subordinate role, the changes spring not
from preconceived ideas, but rather have to
impose themselves against the resistance of
preconceived ideas.

These changes which my argument poses
as a need of our war economy are not so-
cialist, and do not result in a socialist system
of economy. The war economy under central
administration, with labor’s active participa-
tion, the outlines of which I am trying to
bring forth, would be a capitalist economy,
in fact the highest development of capitalism.
To those who protest that it is state capitai-
ism, the answer is that state capitalism is but
a synonym for capitalism adjusted to the re-
quirements of all-out war.

Furthermore, the present argument does
not even consider the question whether such
centralized national economy (or whatever
one prefers to call it) is desirable or unde-
sirable in itself aside from the needs of war.
My sole argumept is that victory calls for
certain preconditions, which we must discover
with our understanding and create with our
joint action, as a nation. Every proposition
relies for its validity on its being necessary
for victory, or most conducive to victory, and
if that is established my argument stands on
its own feet regardless of what labels may be
put on it; if I fail in establishing the war ne-
cessity, the argument falls, equally regardless
of labels.

My argument for a.fully centralized na-
tional administration of economy has the same
validity, in this light, whether it is called state
capitalism or whether shallow opponents of
all-out war call it socialism. I object to call-
ing it socialism because it is not socialism.
But whatever it is, it is a necessity of the war.
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Now let us take a concrete example of a
simple production problem as it is being
handled today, and compare this with how
the problem would be handled under a cen-
tralized administration thinking in terms of
the most advantageous use of available labor
and machinery.

The army is in need of some millions of
uniforms. Contracts are being let to the low-
est bidder, of whom the only requirement is
that he be “financially responsible,” that is,
he is the possessor of money. We find, as a
matter of fact, that these contracts have not
put to work the already available and organ-
‘ized men and machines now standing idle,
ready and willing to do this work. The con-
tracts have gone to men who, on the basis of
receiving the contracts, are building an en-
tirely new garment industry from the bottom
up, creating plants, installing machinery,
training workers—all of which could have
been more usefully turned to other purposes.
The result is a financial “saving” of ten cents
per uniform, which is offset by the economic
loss of a whole industry left idle, the diver-
sion of men, material, and machines quite un-
necessarily, the holding up of production
while new plants are being built, and severe
social and economic dislocations, strains, and
shocks. Clearly, all this is stupid and uneco-
nomical; but it is the inevitable product of
the present lack of system.

If we were operating with a centralized
national administration of economy, the re-

quirements of the army for clothing (as of
everything else) would be automatically allo-
cated to the already existing and organized

“plants and labor supply which could, with the

least disturbance to the rest of the national
economy, perform that task. New labor would
not be withdrawn from other fields and
trained for any task unless the supply of al-
ready trained labor was in the way of being
exhausted ; new machines would not be allo-
cated to any industry until the machines al-
ready there had been fully engaged.

There is no lack of information about these
factors, there is no technical difficulty in the
way, there is no reason whatsoever why this
could not be done—except that our minds
are fixed in a different direction, and our ac-
tions automatically follow that old fixed pat-
tern, even when the results are obviously
irrational and stupid. We obtain these irra-
tional results because we are thinking and
acting still in terms of market relationships
that have been blown sky high by the war
and which do not and cannot exist while the
war is on. We fail to obtain the obviously
possible rational results, because we are un-
able to think of economics as the most eco-
nomical distribution and organization of
labor, and the deliberate agreement of man-
agement, the labor unions, and government
to that end, but instead think of it in terms
of prices, money, capital, profits, costs, and
a thousand other subsidiary factors which
hide the all-decisive factor of labor and the

full use of existing plants.

In a centralized war economy, prices lose
their former significance as a registration of
market relationships and become a conven-
ience of bookkeeping and accounting; prices
must be fixed, because in the absence of a
free market their fluctuations would create
unnecessary frictions, the changes would be
arbitrary, and any general administrative con-
trol would become impossible.

In a centralized war economy, profits lose
their former significance as a source of un-
limited personal consumption and as the basis
for the unrestricted accumulation of private
capital, because in one form or another the
government controls all goods currently pro-
duced and rations them, both in the realm
of personal consumption and industrial pro-
duction, where they are most needed, regard-
less of the claims of money. The logic of war
economy is that the government appropriates
the use of all profits for the duration of the
war, except only such a residue as may be
decided upon as a government ‘“‘ration” to
the idle classes; that is the economic signifi-
cance of President Roosevelt’s famous pro-
posal to limit personal incomes to $25,000
per year. From the point of view of the war
economy alone, it matters not at all whether
the government takes control of these profits
through taxation or takes them in exchange
for government bonds.

In a centralized war economy, although
private ownership remains intact, private capi-
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tal loses its significance as the precondition to
production. Already, before we have a cen-
tralized war economy, we witness the almost
complete cessation of private investment of
capital to meet current production needs.
Capital accumulation and its distribution to
productive needs, while not yet being planned
by the government, are already being carried
out by the government. It will be absolutely
necessary to subordinate this process to a gov-
ernment plan.

In a centralized war economy, the cost of
production will play a role only in controlling
the efficiency of operation of each producing
unit, and will not be allowed in any but ex-
treme cases to determine whether production
should be carried on or not—because the
needs of war must be supplied at any cost.
The rule will be that all productive units
must be used to the full, that an idle pro-
ductive, unit is the supreme economic crime,
the only “cost” that is prohibitive.

In a centralized war economy, wages tend
to lose their significance as a market relation-
ship. Wages must be understood in their eco-
nomic sense as the allocation and guarantee
of the fullest needs of food, clothing, and
shelter (with such social services as may be
available) to the prime mover of production,
the human working force in the economy,
to ensure its capacity for continuous maxi-
mum production and reproduction. Thus, the
relative “justice” of the claims of capital and
labor in the division of the proceeds of the
economy is entirely irrelevant; the capitalist
is allowed his $25,000 per year, not because
there is any “justice” in it, and even less
because he has any economic ‘“‘use” in the
war economy, but purely as a matter of pub-
lic policy to keep him from becoming so dis-
contented that he loses his patriotism and
sabotages the war. The worker, on the other
hand, receives wages entirely upon the basis
of his usefulness in production. The socially
agreed necessities for continuous performance
and replacement can and will obviously be
determined only with the full and free coop-
eration of the organizations of the largest
numbers of human beings interested most di-
rectly—the trade unions. This wage will fur-
ther be subject to and protected as real wages
by the rationing of consumption. The ten-
dency is for wage income above the nationally
established ration scale to have little signifi-
cance except that of savings, and either auto-
matically or voluntarily to go into government
bonds, and thereby back into the war effort.
The trend in the trade unions, where the
understanding of the nature of this war as
a people’s war has crystallized the firmest
rock foundation of patriotism, is not in the
least out of accord with this development.

In such a centralized war economy, the
problem of inflation can be completely con-
quered. Instead of inflation the problem
would become that of eliminating all “black
market” operations and other criminal viola-
tions of the law-enforced necessities of the
war.

It will be objected that a central adminis-
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tration of economy such as here outlined
would require an enormous governmental ap-
paratus to control it. That objection is en-
tirely unfounded. It would require fewer
governmental agencies and smaller personnel
than we now have spreading from Washing-
ton over the country and imposing themselves
upon the production establishments without
building or administering them. Much of
the present governmental apparatus for deal-
ing with these questions would quickly be
shown up as entirely useless, and could be
disbanded and distributed to useful war work.
A central administration which knew what
its tasks were, and had the full power of
the government behind it, with labor ade-
quately represented and exercising an influ-
ential role, modeled on the most efficient
trusts and cartels, could quickly bring into
existence a system of control that would re-
quire but a fraction of the number of men
and women today engaged in the hopeless
task of trying to improvise a war economy

without a plan, without a national centralized
administration.

In a centralized war economy there is no
necessity for the government to ‘‘take over”
the plants except to the degree that Congress
had already provided for in the federal statute
authorizing plant seizures when such steps
are made necessary by resistance to public
policy by the present individual owners, and
by their possible sabotage of the economic
regulations. Otherwise, all existing relation-
ships of ownership and management can very
well be left exactly as they are today. They
may be “frozen” for the duration. The rule
may be laid down that every change made in
these relationships must be shown in each
separate case to be a necessity of the maximum
war production.

Nothing less than such a rounded out pro-
gram as we have outlined here is an all-out
war economy. Nothing less than this will give
maximum war production which is so essen-
tial for victory. EARL BROWDER.

"l will yield to no one but the gentleman from Berlin!"
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Moscow (by cable).
6 ISTEN, friends. Suppose you give me this gun when the
I war is over. I'll take it to my school in the Caucasus.
Agreed?”

The request came from Gun Commander Shalva Bibilash-
vili, former teacher in a Georgian school. He was a man of
medium height, well built and strong; his face was typical of
southerners, retaining its coat of tan in the swamplands of the
Kalinin region. Seated on a small hillock, his clothes drenched
from the rain, Bibilashvili looked affectionately at his gun and
continued, “Pity—they probably won’t give it to me. . . . I'd
have used it in classes on the history of the war.”

And indeed this gun—the first gun of the Fourth Battery
in Commander Zhigarev’s regiment—could claim a place of
honor not only in Bibilashvili’s class, but at some great exhibi-
tion of armaments. It was the most accurate, hard-working
gun, thanks to the dynamic energy and skill of the battery
crew. In his notebook Bibilashvili keeps a record of his gun,
carefully noting the route it has traversed, the number of shots
fired, and victories scored. The gun left for the front as soon
as the war began, and in July it shelled Germans near Smo-
lensk. Since then it had safely got out of encirclement and later
helped to rout the Nazis near Moscow, liberate Kalinin, and
was now taking part in battering the Germans near Rzhev.

Part of the dreaded Soviet artillery—a long-range gun.
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SIBERIANS
DON’T BRAG

Who brought down the plane? Red
Armyman Chungunov, ''clumsy as a
bear," just "flashed" his rifle ar the dive
bomber. "Ain't | from Siberia and we
are all hunters.”” The final instalment of
Alexander Polyakov's last dispatches,
"On the Rzhev Front."

The battery was under the command of twenty-five-year-old
Captain Dubina, a Ukrainian who was very fond of his first
gun, and its commander, Bibilashvili. Every day we would hear
from Dubina at his observation point. The battery was always
ready for action, planned or unplanned. The commander had
become accustomed to hear Dubina’s voice through the re-
ceiver reporting ‘‘Battery ready” before anybody else.

That evening Zhigarev arrived at the captain’s observation
point. “Four guns—that German battery has become a pain in
the neck to us and our neighbors,” he said. “We spent plenty
of shells on it but it continues to live and act. So far they have
been misleading us. All night long they fire one gun and we
eagerly map its location. Meanwhile three other guns change
position and by morning the fourth joins them. Tonight we
must get within the closest possible range of the enemy. To-
morrow morning when the four guns open fire, get your ad-
justments as quickly as possible—have Bibilashvili do it, and
when we have your information I'll get the whole regiment to
put an end to the guns.”

Dubina asked a few questions, then said, “It’s all clear. We'll
begin to work on it at once.”

T WAS already early morning, though still dark. In Captain
Dubina’s battery everything was ready for action. ‘“Today
we will celebrate,” Bibilashvili joked with unconcealed excite-
ment. “See to it that there’s a good feast, in full accord with
the rules of Eastern hospitality.”

A mufled roar of heavy battery resounded in the distance, a
little away from the enemy’s position. “To the guns!” came
the order, and the men rushed to obey. The first salvo shook
the earth. Bibilashvili assumed command, issuing orders and
correcting the firing. The men worked so swiftly that even a
trained eye would find it difficult to follow their movements.
There was a second salvo, a third, fourth, fifth. Other guns
joined the chorus. After the third salvo the telephone operator
at the battery picked up and conveyed the following message,
stressing every word: “Tell crews all guns doing well. Par-
ticular appreciation to Bibilashvili. Continue firing.” The mes-
sage was from Captain Dubina at his observation point. In the
next moment the battery’s salvos merged with the cannonade
opened by all the guns in the regiment. This lasted a mere
three or four minutes. An hour later we learned that four
guns of the enemy battery had been destroyed. “Here you are,”
said Bibilashvili jubilantly. ““There was a battery and now it’s
no more.”

German dive bombers appeared in the morning. The bombs
were beyond the regiment’s positions, but one Red Army-
man was wounded by machine gun fire from the air. Three
Germans were made to pay for it. The planes swooped down
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in a second attack. Just as the leading bomber emerged from a
dive and was about to withdraw, a semi-automatic rifle was
fired and the wing of a plane was enveloped in flames. The
pilot made an attempt to extinguish the fire but it spread and
soon the whole bomber was aflame. No doubt the plane was
hit by someone in the regiment—but who? In such cases it’s
always hard to find the real “culprit.” Usually many men fire
simultaneously at the enemy planes and later everyone honestly
thinks that it was he who shot down one. But this time it was
the work of one semi-automatic rifle, though no one was willing
to “plead guilty.”

Major Zhigarev was even annoyed. ‘“What kind of mystery
is +*his? Surely the plane was not brought down by some
supernatural force. Scmeone fired! What can you do with
these Siberians? Their modesty won’t permit them to brag.”
I Yave been nearly a month with this regiment yet I can never
.case to admire its men.

On the afternoon following the vain search for the man
who had destroyed the German plane, I witnessed the follow-
ing incident. An enemy shell splint<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>