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It wasn't a very big one but the spirit was some-
thing we've never seen in a Broadway hot spot.
Some twenty people had come together, as people
often come together on a Saturday evening, for a
round of refreshments, several rounds of good talk,
and some entertainment. The fact that it had still
another purpose, to raise funds for NEW MASSES,
cramped nobody's style. On the contrary: it
seemed, in fact, to create a little additional zip.
And out of that gathering came nearly a hundred
dollars to keep NM alive and fighting.

A number of such parties have been held, some
larger, some smaller. A reader in Honolulu recently
sent in $73 raised in this fashion. It isn't hard; in-

deed, it's the best way yet found to do a good "

deed and have fun at it too. And it brings us that
much closer to that vital $40,000 for this year.
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We hope to close this fund drive in another two
weeks. To date, NM has raised $26,200. However,
we, as much as you, want to devote this space to
some of the thousand urgent subjects for discussion
in our pages. Will you enable us to do that? Will
you cooperate, not only by your direct contribu-
tions but by following the example of others? Give
a party; turn your Saturday night gatherings into
a party for NM.

This week we're asking for a different kind of
pledge: a party for NEW MASSES. Will you do
this? Will you pledge a party to take place within
the next two months? If you like, we shall be more
than happy to send you suggestions on how to
make the affair as successful as possible. Please let
us hear from you—soon.

{For your response to the fund drive, please use coupon on page 28.)



Closer to Zero Hour

BY Now Hitler, his Roman proconsul,
and the sword swallowers in Tokyo
have probably divided, added, and sub-
tracted every syllable of President Roose-
velt’s laconic statement on the White
House conference—but found nothing
with which to unlock the future of Allied
military plans. The combined staffs have
done their work for the present and while
Mr. Churchill in his public utterances here
indicated the drift of the Washington dis-
cussions, time alone, as the maxim puts it,
will tell the whole story. It is clear, though,
that the initiative is decidedly in our hands
and what is urgent is the application of
overwhelming force to the European con-
tinent without stopping at its periphery.
Allied air blows are setting the stage. The
convulsions they have created in Nazi in-
dustrial centers will reduce Germany’s
productive potential, thereby tightening the
noose around the Wehrmacht. '
‘There is considerable justice in the criti-
cism, however, that too much empbhasis is
being placed on the “experiment” from the
clouds. No-one familiar with recent techni-
cal innovations in air power or the fresh
tactics being employed in air combat will
deny that our fliers can do immensely
greater damage than was possible a year
or two ago. But defensive measures have
also been improved and the area under at-
tack is several times larger than that on
which the Luftwaffe concentrated when it
was trying to raze England to the ground.
Nor can the increase in the number of
our planes compensate for the size of the
territory they must cover. Tunisia taught
us that unconditional surrender is the re-
ward of closely integrated air and land
fighting. The lesson applies with even
greater force to Europe. “Soft war” theo-
ries and Maginot line complexes will not
bring Schicklgruber to his knees.
Meanwhile, the commander of Ameri-
can forces in Europe, Lieut.-Gen. Jacob
Devers, noted in a broadcast last week that
“all plans have been put in execution for
whatever role this theater may be called
upon to play in an invasion of the conti-
nent.” A spokesman for the Netherlands
government in London also reported that
100,000 Dutch soldiers are hiding in their
occupied homeland and ready for action
when the Allies land. And the French un-

derground has already outlined its plans

for a coordinated assault. The hour, then,
moves closer to zero and we can only hope
that the plans evolved in the White House
include the following epitaph for Hitler—
“Annihilated in the summer of 1943.”

"Excuse, honorable devil, but the emperor thinks that Hell should be included in the Greater
Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere." .

THE first word of that epitaph has al-

ready been written in the Anglo-Soviet
pact whose first anniversary was celebrated
a few days ago, and in the American-So-
viet agreement which will be a year old on
June 11. Both events were turning points
in world history, for they provided the
foundation of coalition warfare and paved
the way for the settlement of the peace
after total victory. How gigantic a stride
forward this alliance represents can only
be measured by Berlin’s superhuman efforts
to destroy it. And while there have been
bleak moments in the relations of all three
powers, they have been overcome by the
even bleaker realization that they would
hang separately if they did not hang to-
gether. Now with Ambassador Davies re-
turning after his second mission to Moscow,
the atmosphere is filled with the fondest
expectations that American-Soviet bonds

will become firmer than ever. The New

York Herald Tribune, among the most
faithful partisans of an indestructible union
of both countries, has already suggested that
the United States put her own policy on a

“similarly solid ground” as that which al-
ready exists between Downing Street and
the Kremlin.

The chairman of the National
Council of American-Soviet Friendship,
Corliss Lamont, has expressed his accord
with the Tribune’s advice. We have little
to add except to underscore again that all
steps—military and political—taken by our
government to cement cooperation with
the USSR bring closer the day of final
triumph and ensure an orderly world free
of blood and tears. American labor, in this
respect, has a particular responsibility in
hastening all moves for more intimate ties
with the British and Soviet trade unions.

The Battle in China

A MAP of central China shaded to indi-

cate the regions occupied by the
enemy will show them in possession of a
thin strip of land on either bank of the
Yangtze River stretching from the river’s
mouth near Shanghai way back into the
heart of the nation, to a point just beyond
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the important city of Ichang. There are
three areas on this long strip of territory
that merit especial attention today: One,
at the eastern end, loops south and
southwest along the railway that crosses
Chekiang province. Another thrusts di-
rectly south of Kiukiang on the Yangtze
over the entire length of the railway con-
necting that city with the important center
of Nanchang. The third is a great bulge
at the upper or western end of the occupa-
tion strip, covering a vast circle of agricul-
tural land north and south of a diameter
formed by the Yangtze River as it connects
Hankow with Ichang. It is against the
western periphery of this latter bulge that
the recent Japanese drive has been pressing.

Chinese sources say that 70,000 to 80,-
000 Japanese troops, about 200 planes, an
impressive equipment of tanks and artillery,
and a heavy concentration of Japan’s
Yangtze River fleet are engaged in the cur-
rent campaign. Reports in the American
press have given the impression that some
responsible government officials in Chung-
king are fearful that Japan’s long-awaited
drive to capture the capital and virtually to
cut China in two is under way. Surely
there is reason for alarm when it is real-
ized that enemy forces in this area are now
operating well within 300 miles as a plane
flies from Chungking, though the routes
that must be followed to reach that center
by land or river involve a much lengthier
journey. ‘

It is doubtful, however, whether the
Japanese can succeed in pushing much fur-
ther to the west; it is doubtful whether
they want to. Ichang marks the end of the
central China plain and the beginning of
the high mountains and the famous
Yangtze gorges that must be traversed or
navigated before reaching the fertile areas
of western China. Japan’s already extended
lines of communication along the thin
Yangtze strip cannot be further lengthened
without laying the entire line open to the
counter-strategy so often successfully em-
ployed by the poorly
equipped Chinese
troops. Even in their
present positions,
moreover, the Chi-
nese are already in-
flicting such punishing
attacks along the edges of the Japanese ad-
vance as to suggest that the limits of the
present offensive may have been reached.

T Has been suggested before in these

columns that the Japanese are primarily
engaged in economic warfare against Free
China, partly because they believe it will
succeed in crushing Chinese resistance be-
fore United Nations help can arrive, and
partly because any alternative strategy
would be too costly in the men and equip-
ment that must stand guard against the

Soviet Union in the north, against a
threatened British-American-Indian attack
into Burma, and against the growing
thrusts of American forces over the bound-
less distances from Attu to the Solomons.
A comparison of the map of Japanese oc-
cupation in central China with a topo-
graphical map will bear this out, for it
shows that the occupied areas, including the
three areas that have been described, co-
incide almost exactly with the green, fer-
tile valleys that designate China’s rice bowl.
There is reason to suppose, therefore, that
Japan’s present campaign is designed pri-
marily to ruin next fall’s crop now planted.
Belief that this is the present Japanese ob-
jective can be no less distressing to Ameri-
can readers, knowing as they do the
already frightful condition of Chinese
economy. And undoubtedly the Axis hopes
that this drive will divert our attention
from the paramount importance of con-
centrating on the immediate opening of
land invasions of the European continent
to defeat Hitler, the strategy which will
surely spell the Mikado’s ultimate doom.

Goering Maw
REUTERS reported

earlier last week
that the splendid rep-
resentative  of  the
Nazi beef trust, Her-
man Goering, has
embarked on a new
diet consisting of 45,000,000 German
Catholics as well as the Church hierarchy.
The menu of course is not new; it has for
a long time been part of Nazidom’s ration-
ing system. But now the Nazi appetite is
bigger than ever. An unconcealed declara-
tion of hostilities is directed against all
Catholics who refuse to accept racism or
who engage in anti-fascist movements. The
tactics of the new offensive and the char-
acter of the reprisals are not yet clear. In
any event, they undoubtedly will find their
parallels in the barbarities heaped upon
Jews and Protestants and all peoples who
will not submit mind and body to the
herrenvolk. Interestingly enough the an-
nouncement was first made over the Berlin
controlled Paris radio. And that fact im-
mediately suggests what the bankrupt Laval
and his retinue of Vichyites have in store
for French Catholics who have been oper-
ating in the underground.

Among the most recent expressions of
Catholic opposition within Germany was a
pastoral letter drawn up by a conference of
bishops held at Fulda, May 1942, and
reaching this country at the close of the
year. The letter denounced the “unrestrict-
ed anti-religious agitation of party officers”
and the “rampart of bitterness and enmity”
erected around Germany in the occupied
territories. It described Nazi morality as

being on the “same level as an animal or
not much higher.” To be sure, it was a
passive though angry document. But its
effect on sections of the Catholic world
was to delineate the face of the enemy more
clearly. For there have been those who
would use Catholicism as a cloak to hide
their participation in anti-democratic move-
ments, in compromise peace projects, in
anti-Semitism—always the reflex of anti-
Catholicism. By their Coughlinite politics
they have done great harm to the mass of
Catholics everywhere and degraded Christ’s
teachings of equality. And so long as
Vatican policy is replete with ambiguities
and does not speak in crystal-clear terms
on behalf of unconditional victory for the
Allies, its position will be employed by the
fascists—particularly Franco—as an im-
plicit justification to save mankind from
the bogey of Bolshevism by slaughter and
pillage.

Welcome,PresidentBarclay.

HE Bourbon bloc
didn’t like it: but
the rest of America
did. When President
Barclay of Liberia
became the first Ne-
gro to address the
Senate and House of Representatives he
typified one of the goals of this war—the
unison of white and Negro. The Negro
president was escorted to the Senate floor
by Sens. Lister Hill of Alabama, Charles
W. McNary of Oregon, Robert Wagner
of New York, and Arthur Capper of Kan-
sas. The significance of this event was re-
flected in the statement of Charles Collins,
co-chairman of the Negro Labor Victory
Committee, who said: “President Roose-
velt’s invitation to President Barclay of
Liberia was a slap in the face to all the
Hitler racialists abroad and at home.”
President Barclay, speaking later to an
assemblage of Negro and white newspaper-
men in historic Blair House, official guest
residence for distinguished visitors to this
country, told of Liberia’s contributions to
the common cause. His country, he said,
“as a-matter of choice is dedicated to co-
operate with and to render all assistance
within her power to those states now en-
gaged in a terrific struggle to banish terror-
ism and authoritarianism from the world.”
His words impressed all but Fred Pasley of
the New York Daily News, who reflected
“Hitler racialism” in his more-than-boor-
ish questions on the eating habits of the
Liberian people. A number of poll-tax con-
gressmen, including the notorious Rep.
John Rankin of Mississippi, heard the Li-
berian president, and were significantly
silent. They undoubtedly understood the
full connotation of the event.
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Ten-tenths Will Win

IM CROW is a mean
J customer; when
Negro workingmen
were assigned tasks §
next to whites in the
Mobile shipyards, he
went on a rampage.
Result: eight men injured, and 7,000 Ne-
groes ordered off their jobs throughout the
city. “It was a great day for Hitler and
the Mikado,” Charles Hanson, CIO union
leader there, said. It was indeed; it hap-
pened the very day the House passe'd t.he
anti-poll tax bill, one of the most signifi-
cant domestic developments since Pearl
Harbor. The fact that skilled white and
Negro workers labored together to pro-
duce the stuff for victory is an earmark
of the advances the war has brought. These
developments are poison to the southern
“secessionists,” who would rather see Hit-
ler win than Jim Crow licked. Hence,
their inducement of an atmosphere which
could produce an outburst such as that in
Mobile.

It is of a piece with the sort of business

in which Food Administrator Chester
Davis is indulging. His importation of Ne-
gro workers from Jamaica on terms all
too similar to the old slave trade is a
major scandal. Some 4,000 were herded
on a ship built to carry 1,700 passengers.
After two days at sea, food gave out. In
the inevitable protests that followed, two
men went overboard, one was drowned.
Those arriving here work under lamen-
table conditions; five strikes broke out in
Florida when wages were cut. Why Mr.
Davis found it necessary to import these
farm laborers here is questioned by the
CIO’s United Cannery, Agricultural and
Packing Workers. Donald Henderson,
president of that union, indicts the impor-
tation with his statement that there is “no
real shortage of farm labor.” The problem
is conversion from non-essential crops and
the utilization: of the labor supply thus re-
leased. But Chester Davis is operating
along lines mapped out by the “farm
bloc”; he has failed in one of his most
important tasks: the full mobilization of
manpower for the efficient production of
- food.
"~ Millions of Americans are aware of
these lags in our war program, and they
clamor for their correction. After all, total
war means just that; it means the need to
use ten-tenths of our powers to win—not
the disbarment of that one-tenth which is
our Negro citizenry. The Negro Freedom
Rally at Madison Square Garden, June 7,
will highlight these factors and press for
the fullest realization of = win-the-war
policies which will embrace the totality
of our people, not merely those of white
skins.
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These Are Labor's Enemies

OHN L. LEWIS' sabotage of the anti-fascist war made itself felt in the un-
authorized strikes that swept the Chrysler plant and spread to the rubber
mills of Akron. (At this moment of going to press, news comes that the coal
miners have stopped work.) It does not diminish Lewis' responsibility for the seri-
ous harm done the war effort and national morale to recognize his collaborators
in this violation of labor's no-strike pledge—such figures as David Dubinsky, Wal-
ter Reuther, Norman Thomas, and assorted Trotskyite and appeaser groups. Nor
should the deliberate provocations of certain defeatist employers remain un-
recognized; they also undermine the war by using the national emergency as an
excuse to pile up super-profits at the expense of an all-out effort against the
Axis, and by raising a smoke-screen of spurious "patriotism' to cover their con-
stant vendetta against the unions.

No doubt the Akron rubber workers had a legitimate complaint against
the War Labor Board's decision to revise downward by five cents a pane!
recommendation for an eight-cent wage rise. But to strike against the war at
the moment the United Nations gird themselves for new offensives only plays
into the hands of labor's main enemy and loses sight of the central issue: the
imperative need to defeat the Axis at whatever cost. The issue is a United
Nations' victory or defeat—and defeat would doom the unions to complete
destruction and America to slavery.

This does not imply that labor is forced to submit supinely to any abuse
and to accept whatever happens without demur. The rubber workers have re-
course to appeal against the WLB decision. But when Lewis' Akron agents and
Trotskyite racketeers who have long plagued the rubber union are able to
foment strikes, they sell a "cure" equivalent to urging labor to hit itself over
the head to relieve a headache. Lewis pretends that the WLB is the main enemy.
He continues fo press his plot to destroy the Board—the plot that failed when
his abortive coal strike collapsed. If Lewis can scuttle the WLB, he expects to
wreck all controls against inflation. That is the quickest way to "win" the war
for Lewis' friends like Herbert Hoover and Sen. Robert Taft, who have given

him to understand that if he can deliver to them a smashed labor movement,

they can contribute a wrecked administration and a negotiated peace.

The War Labor Board has so far been handicapped in fighting Lewis be-
cause the President's program for economic stabilization has gone largely un-
enforced. The Board is left to hold the line on only one front—as it attempted
to do in its decision on rubber workers' wages, and as the National Railway
Labor Panel also attempted when it granted railroad workers an eight cents'
increase in lieu of the twenty cents the Brotherhoods rightfully demanded. At
the moment, the Office of Price Administration fights for its life before a
united reactionary onslaught. But past reluctance on the part of OPA officials
to enforce price ceilings, to roll back prices to levels of September 1942 while
wages are held stationary, has obviously placed an unequal and dangerous hard-
ship on the labor movement. Lewis exploits this lack of proportion. Congress too
shares the responsibility for disruption—it passed an indefensible tax program
authorizing a colossal raid of the Treasury by the rich, it refuses to limit large
incomes, it attacks without surcease the President and the war effort, it sabo-
tages over-all economic stabilization, it badgers labor at every turn.

The war effort necessitates the preservation of the War Labor Board, as
the CIO pointed out at its Cleveland conference. The WLB's coal decision
proves that the Board is not anti-labor as Lewis has charged. The decision en-
couraged collective bargaining processes by suggesting Board approval of a
portal-to-portal agreement reached by labor-management negotiations; the
WLB made concessions to the miners' justified demands, though it mistakenly
dismissed direct wage increases. The unanimous labor dissent to this ruling under-
lines the poor reasoning of the Board's majority in the face of inadequate price
rollbacks. Yet the Board did point to steps that could be of lasting benefit to
the coal miners: the six-day week, and portal-to-portal pay already awarded to
non-ferrous metals miners by the courts.

Lewis and his allies have been able to force recent strikes only because
the President's hold-the-line order has been abused and neglected. Philip Murray
emphasized to the CIO executive board, and won wholehearted support, that
the main effort of labor—and the answer to Lewis—must be to apply the hold-
the-line order not only to wages but to the whole economy. :
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Roll On, Rollback

I YPA NEws these
days must be
‘read with mirrors.
) u""—"i' ‘When representatives
= of the processors and
the chain stores who
have been blocking
effective price-control resign from the
OPA apparatus, the newspapers tell us
that OPA is tottering. And when “farm
bloc” congressmen and associations of
large distributors raise a howl about plans
for a rollback in prices, this is described as
a popular revolt against OPA. There are
lots of things wrong with OPA, but when
the brickbats start flying just as at long
last it begins moving—not too rapidly—in
the right direction, it behooves those who
have the headache of stretching the family
dollar to rally to the defense of the agency
attacked.

During the past week seven officials re-
signed from the OPA. Who were they?
They were such men as Charles H.
Fleischer, former A&P executive, and Ed-
ward F. Phelps, former sales manager of
E. S. Kibbe, Hartford wholesalers. All
seven fought the rollback, opposed grade
labeling and vigorous price enforcement.
In denying sensational rumors concerning
mass resignations and a crackup of OPA,
Price Administrator Prentiss M. Brown
said: “We have some resignations all the
time, many of them not altogether un-
desirable.”

OPA has been put on the pan by a half-
dozen congressional committees in an
effort to nullify plans for using subsidies to
processors in order to make possible the
rollback of prices to consumers. And wield-
ing a sharp stiletto behind the scenes are
a couple of homespun ex-bankers, Secre-
tary of Commerce Jesse Jones, and Chester
Davis, head of the War Food Administra-
tion. Jones is trying to hold up Recon-
struction Finance Corp. funds, $500,000,-
000 of which are to be available for OPA
subsidies. Davis has been working closely
with the representatives of the large land-
owners who call themselves the “farm
bloc,” now busy trying to block subsidy
payments and price rollback.

The decision to roll back prices of meat,
butter, and coffee ten percent must be
made to stick. But the experience of the
OPA under both Leon Henderson and
Prentiss Brown has shown that purely ad-
ministrative measures will not work. The
cooperation of the labor movement and of
consumers’ groups—and this includes their
active participation in planning and direct-
ing the OPA program—is the best way to
assure both the defeat of OPA’s enemies
and the successful enforcement of price
control and rationing.

Belle Calhoun has been named "Miss Negro
War Worker" and will be presented with a twenty-
five-dollar War Bond at the Negro Freedom Rally
on June 7 in Madison Square Garden. Miss Cal-
houn is shop steward of Local 36, United Wire
and Metal Workers Union, CIO, at the Lincoln
Wire Co., where she is employed as chief operator.
In addition to her job, producing vital war material
for the Navy, she is active in the American Wom-
en's Voluntary Services, has purchased ten bonds
since working at her present job, and spends her
spare time in her Victory Garden. Production in
her plant is five times greater than a year ago.

"Too Much and Too Soon"

HEN veterans of the Abraham Lin-

coln- Battalion enter the United States
Army, as a great many of them have, they
are at once conspicuous as good soldiers.
Those who have reached the fighting fronts
have already won
awards. Their battle
experience, their mo-
rale, and their intelli-
gent hatred of fascism
make them invalu-
able anywhere. So it
is not surprising that their superiors have
sent dozens of them to officers’ candidate
schools. Nor is it surprising that their school
records are excellent.

The surprise comes when the veterans
are about to graduate, with the approval
and admiration of their instructors. Sud-
denly, with no explanation, they are in-
formed that they have been dropped from
the school. Many of them are not even to
rejoin their units; instead they are assigned
to labor duty, given latrines to clean, sent
to special work camps for “‘suspected ele-
ments” where they are herded together
with known Nazis. They ask why; and
sometimes the instructors, in indignant
sympathy, will tell them, “Orders from
Washington. From the War Department.”

Others, in combat units about to go

overseas, are suddenly yanked out of their
regiments and transferred to labor bat-
talions kept over here. All these men are
officially informed that they will be barred
from overseas duty. Why, yes, their Army
records are unimpeachable, but. . . . Orders
from the War Department.

In many cases the men’s officers have
come to bat for them, one even journeying
to Washington in vain. These veterans of
Spain’s anti-fascist war, it seems, are to be
barred from ours for what one government
official recently called “premature and ex-
cessive anti-fascism.” In other words, their
offense lies in being the opposite of “Too
little and too late.”

CONGRESSMEN Correg, Holifield, and
Magnuson have taken up the cases of
these men, asking the War Department for

-an explanation. The answer is a denial that

discrimination exists. Undersecretary Pat-
terson writes, ““The War Department does
not possess a list of the loyalist forces in
Spain, and except incidentally does not
know and does not concern itself with
whether a particular individual has served
in those forces.” There follows a list of
five Lincoln veterans who have been
granted commissions; all to the good. It
strikes one, however, that in these cases, at
least, the War Department appears to have
picked up “incidental” knowledge of their
history. The reality of five commissioned
Lincoln veterans cannot serve to excuse the
discrimination against innumerable others.

The three congressmen refuse to be put
off by such denials. They have replied with
an incisive letter, listing specific cases of dis-
crimination, and asking for a specific in-
vestigation of each by the War Department.
If the War Department is not responsible,
somebody somewhere is. The congressmen
‘have made the correspondence public. This
enables the American people to take a hand
in support of its anti-fascist heroes. Repre-
sentatives Coffee, Magnuson, and Holifield
must be backed in their protest.

Edsel Ford

EDSEL Forp was a shadow of a legend

—his father. There is a core of truth
in the legend. Henry Ford was once a great
innovator, a genius of mass production. He
has outlived that early creativeness and
become, as A. B. Magil pointed out in his
article from Detroit in our May 25 issue,
one of the least efficient producers of war
materials in the auto industry. How much
Edsel, who at the age of twenty-six be-
came president of the Ford Motor Co.,
contributed both to the Ford preeminence
of the Model T days and to the decline of
recent years, no one can say. He was no
figurehead, but also no genius, and his
father dominated the company at all times.



Unlike the elder Ford, Edsel had no flair
for publicity. If he ever differed with his
father’s anti-Semitism, pro-fascist sym-
pathies and anti-unionism, he managed to
keep his differences to himself.
Concerning the dead, one is supposed to
speak only good. In the case of Edsel Ford,
however, some newspapers seem to have
confused obituary with the publicity hand-
outs of the Ford Motor Co. The staid New
York Times pulled out all the stops when
it wrote that it was Edsel who “mobilized
the engineers and technicians on the Ford
staff to concentrate on the development of
the conveyor system of mass production of
interchangeable-part giant bombers, a tech-
nical innovation that not only tipped the
scales in favor of the United Nations at a
crucial stage of the second world war, but
which prepared the way for American lead-
ership in the development of global air-
" commerce in the postwar period.” That’s
pretty tall. Just how the Ford Willow Run
plant, which did not even begin to produce
completed bombers till the beginning of this
year and which today is producing a mere
trickle, could have “tipped the scales in
favor of the United Nations” is more than
the Times can explain. :

Comments on Comintern

ﬁfﬁ\\] American press

a\—‘— K)‘ on the proposed dis-
<xt% solutx.on of the (?om-
o —;3\ munist International
has been predomi-
nantly favorable. In
most cases, however, the wrong reasons
have been given for a step which the
commentators agree was right and neces-
sary. In an article elsewhere in this
issue A. Landy, noted Marxist writer,
discusses the historic recommendation of
the Comintern’s leading body in its proper
perspective. Here we wish merely to com-
ment on a few of the commentators.

The most intelligent remarks we have
read outside the left ng press are those
of Freda Kirchwey in the Nation. She
views the proposed dissolution as having
deprived Hitler and the small-bore fuehrers
throughout the world like our own Martin
Dies of a powerful weapon, even though
that weapon was forged out of a lie. Miss
Kirchwey feels no doubt that the move
will strengthen unity among the anti-Axis
powers. She is less certain about internal
unity on the left, yet she does not close the
door to possible change in this respect too.

The strength of Miss Kirchwey’s col-
umn lies in the fact that it sticks to the
immediate facts, eschews Red-baiting, and
refrains from any pontifical attempt to
evaluate Marxist theory. It is too bad her
good example was not more widely fol-
lowed. The New York Times, after adopt-
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ing a positive approach for about two-
thirds of its editorial, reverted to business-
as-usual in the last third with demands for
the dissolution of the individual Commu-
nist Parties and of the Union of Polish
Patriots, which has been formed by Polish
refugees in the USSR, and the abafidon-
ment by the Yugoslav partisans of their
magnificent struggle against the Axis. Hit-
ler could hardly wish for more. Inciden-
tally, shouldn’t the Times get together
with itself and decide what its policy really
is regarding the French Communists?
While its editorial columns belabor them
articles in its Sunday magazine section
twice recently singled out as the supreme
example of French patriotism the martyred
Communist, Gabriel Peri.

MONG the worst comments on the
Comintern proposal were those of
three writers from whom one expected
something else: Dorothy Thompson, Max
Lerner, and Sir Bernard Pares. As we go
to press, Miss Thompson’s dreary serial on
the subject is still unfinished. She is still
making an operatic tour of the history of
the last twenty-five years, with loud brasses
and relentless falsetto. The trouble with
Miss Thompson is that she hasn’t yet
learned that before writing history one
ought to read it. When she says that
“Trotsky concluded the Treaty of Brest-
Litovsk with Germany,” it is a pity some
charitable copy-reader didn’t inform her
that Trotsky opposed the Brest-Litovsk
Treaty and had to be overruled by Lenin
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Because our printer did not work
Monday, May 31, Memorial Day—
thus necessitating an earlier deadline
—awe left this box opem to register
last minute news upon which we will
comment next week.

HE new Office of Mobilization is

a momentous step toward that
centralized planning and direction of
our war economy which is proposed
in the Tolan-Kilgore-Pepper bill and
which NEw MassEs, in common with
organized labor, has long advocated.
This move was immediately wel-
comed by the ten Senators who have
sponsored the bill and by Representa-
tive Tolan. And as one of the spon-
sors, Senator James E. Murray of
Montana, pointed out, the Presiden-
tial order “unquestionably lays the
basis on the home front for carrying
out the great military decisions ar-
rived at during the Churchill-Roose-
velt conference.”

It is unfortunate that labor is not
represented on the new six-man War
Mobilization Committee of which
James N. Byrnes will be chairman.
Nor is there anyone from the War
Manpower Commission.  Despite
these deficiencies, there is reason to
hope that the OWM will end the
chaos in our war economy and con-
vert the home front into the power-
house of decisive military action.

ALL Americans who championed
total mobilization of the “ten-
tenths” of our people—the full in-
E  clusion of the Negro twelve millions
Z  in the war effort—will be heartened
E by the President’s reorganization of
El
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the Committee on Fair Employment
Practices. He gave the new body,
headed by Msgr. Francis J. Haas,
dean of the Catholic University
School of Social Sciences, fuller pow-
er to end discrimination against race
and creed prejudices in employment.
The committee, as reconstituted, will
be independent and respon51ble only
to the President.

The committee’s new pewers per-
mit it to consider contracts broken,
and withdrawn, wherever discrimina-
tory practices are ascertained and
wherever the company refuses to end
its discrimination. The President or-
dered all government agencies con-
cerned with vocational programs for
war production to adopt measures
ending any discriminatory practices.

IN A LETTER of signal importance to

the Reuters correspondent in Mos-
cow and published in part in the New
York Times of May 29, Premier
Stalin notes that the dissolution of the
Comintern “puts an end to the lie”
that “Moscow allegedly intends to
intervene in the life of other nations
and ‘bolshevize them.’” Stalin’s ob-
servation is in keeping with state-
ments made by the Soviet government
time and again that it seeks no terri-
torial aggrandizement or to impose
its political conceptions on any other
country. The falsehood to the con-
traty was a fabrication of the Axis.
And Stalin remarks in the same letter
that “an end is now being put to the
calumny” that “Communist parties in
various countries are allegedly acting,
not in the interest of their people, but
on orders from the outside.”
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after the Trotsky policy had permitted the
Germans to seize additional territory and
hike their demands. When she says that
the theory behind the treaty was “that it
did not matter whether the Ukraine was
under Russian or German control, because
the world revolution would wash out na-
tionalism anyhow,” she is simply inventing
something out of her head; it was never
in Lenin’s.

Max Lerner in PM and Sir Bernard
Pares in the New York Herald Tribune
write nonsense about the Communist
Parties, which reveals nothing more than
the extent to which the propaganda of
Goebbels and Dies has influenced the think-
ing of men who on other questions main-
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tain rigorous standards of objectivity and
accuracy. Lerner does, however, intimate
that the possibility now exists for including
the American Communist Party in a broad
unity of all labor and progressive forces.

In general the commentators work on
the assumption that the truth must be far
more devious than it is; they therefore are
not content with the simple, clearcut state-
ment of the Comintern presidium, but
must devise all sorts of subtle theories of
their own. Yet all their theorizing leaves
them with nothing more original than the
very crude and very false notion that the
Comintern was simply the instrument of
Russian foreign policy and the Communist
Parties were Russian outposts which simul-
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taneously were ‘“‘given orders” and ‘‘ig-
nored” by Moscow. The whole history of
the movement for scientific socialism, the
patriotic contribution of the individual
Communist Parties, the connection be-
tween the first, second, and third Interna-
tionals, the fact that the Communist Inter-
national was born politically even before
the Russian Revolution and organization-
ally may be traced back to the international
conference of Left Socialists at Zimmer-
wald, Switzerland, in 1915—all this and
more is submerged in the vulgar pattern of
a “Moscow conspiracy.”

As an antidote we suggest Mr. Landy’s
article on page 11 and the excellent pieces
by James Allen in the Daily Worker.

CHINA'S TRADE UNIONS

S A MATTER of pure theory, the gov-
A ernment of China believes that
: workers should join trade unions.
As a matter of actual fact, although the
National Mobilization Law adopted a year
ago provides for compulsory membership
of all general industrial workers in trade
unions, official figures announced very
recently at the fourth convention of the
Chinese Association of Labor indicate that
there are now only 422,652 union mem-
bers throughout Free China—as opposed,
for example, to the 550,000 trade unionists
in the guerrilla areas of the Northwest and
the more than 3,000,000 members report-
ed by the All-China Labor Federation in
1927 shortly before it was dissolved by the
Kuomintang.

There is no doubt, as Chinese leaders
point out, that China could play a far more
effective role in the war if the United
States and Britain conceded her spokesmen
an equal place in the common war coun-
cils and contrived to deliver a few hundred
more war planes and a modest amount of
light field artillery to the Chinese front.
But there is also no doubt that China’s war
effort would be far more effective if the
best Chinese troops were still not concen-
trated in areas where their main strategic
function appears to be to blockade the
Eighth Route Army; if energetic econemic
measures were taken to control the pres-
ent inflation and prevent profiteering; and,
finally, if free and democratic trade unions
were allowed to function. When Wendell
Willkie visited factories in Chungking last
fall, he discovered that unions were almost
completely absent in the basic branches of
the capital’s industry. Foundrymen in a big
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iron works told him that they had had a
strong union in Shanghai, but had not been
able to reeestablish it after the plant was
evacuated.

US and British experience has proved
that strong and democratically controlled
unions are both a bulwark against appease-
ment and a powerful implement for in-
creasing war production, but the exact
status of Chinese trade unions in recent
years has been uncertain. US labor has con-
tributed several million dollars to Chinese
labor. Representatives of the Chinese Asso-
ciation of Labor (CAL) have been in the
United States for some time and have given
numerous speeches before labor bodies. But
there is still little general knowledge of
what the CAL is.

SERIEs of articles wirelessed to this

country in the last few weeks by
Israel Epstein, Allied Labor News cor-
respondent in Chungking, has given the
first comprehensive picture of the legal
framework within which the CAL is
obliged to operate. All Chinese unions must
register with the Ministry of Social Wel-
fare, Epstein says, and union officials are
appointed by the government. The CAL
itself was organized under official auspices
in 1938, shortly after a “Program of
Armed Resistance and National Recon-
struction” was adopted by the Kuomintang
and the Communists, providing for the for-
mation and strengthening of labor unions
as part of a joint program for resistance
to Japan. The 1942 National Mobiliza-
tion Law provided, however, that “the
government may prevent and settle indus-
trial conflicts by decree.” Last October the

Ministry of Social Welfare—which before
1939 was known as the Department of
Social Affairs of the Kuomintang—called
a conference of government officials to map
out a new national labor policy. This pro-
vided in genera] that workers should have
the right to organize, bargain collectively,
and strike, with the following important
exceptions: workers in military industry
could not organize at all, workers in gov-
ernment-owned enterprises could not bar-
gain or strike (more than half of Chinese
industry. is now government-owned), and
workers in privately owned public utilities
could bargain but not strike.

A set of wartime regulations, adopted
at the same time, abolished the right to
strike of all these classes of workers for the
extent of the war and instructed “‘compe-
tent authorities” to appoint “qualified per-
sons to be secretaries of the labor unions.”
The duties of these officials, as outlined in
a report to the CAL convention, include
“assistance to the government in stabiliza-
tion and labor conscription, promotion of
labor welfare and increased production.”
With the “permission of the competent
authorities,” Chinese unions were also
authorized to establish “an organization in
order to participate in the international la-
bor movement.” This organization is the
CAL. The CAL convention received
greetings from William Green and Philip
Murray in the United States, and cordial
greetings last May Day were sent from
Chu Hsueh-fan, CAL president, to trade
unions in the United States, England, and
the Soviet Union.

The current official Chinese attitude
toward unions is indicated by regulations



adopted recently freezing Chinese workers
in their jobs. According to the summary
of the regulations issued by the Chinese
Ministry of Information, “workers are not
allowed to leave their factories or mines
unless dismissed by their employers, while
the employers cannot dismiss any workers
unless the latter have violated the regula-
tions enacted under the present law. .
Workers may be discharged if they are
not capable of handling their jobs, or if
they seriously violate the rules and regula-
tions of the plant.” As the Allied Labor
News correspondent observes, this sum-
mary ‘“contains no mention of unions. Both
the workers and the employer are appar-
ently treated as individuals in their rela-
tions with each other and with the authori-
ties.”

“SIN HUA JIH PAo,” Communist Party
organ in Chungking, said in an impor-
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tant May Day editorial that Chinese labor
now faces three special problems: (1) the
fact that prices of essential goods are rising
more rapidly than wages; (2) the problem
of raising the educational level of the work-
ers; and (3) the need for organization of
workers into their own unions. The Minis-
try of Social Welfare and other govern-
ment agencies were urged by the paper to
deal with these problems. Chinese workers,
said the editorial, have contributed to the
cause of Chinese resistance with complete
self-sacrifice. They made possible the evac-
uation of large sections of Chinese industry
from the coast during the early days of the
war. They are working unceasingly to de-
velop new industries in the interior. The
editorial concluded with a description of
what workers are doing for the war in the
United States, Britain, and the Soviet
Union, with special emphasis on the part
played by the powerful democratic trade

union movements.

American labor in particular has com-
manded great prestige in China since the
strikes called by the San Francisco long-
shoremen during 1937 and 1938 against
the shipment of US scrap iron to Japan.
Last month Mme. Chiang Kai-shek ad-
dressed the longshoremen as “fellow work-
ers” when she attended a membership
meeting of Local 10 of the International
Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s
Union in the CIO hall in San Francisco.
The influence of American labor, if
brought to bear, could enormously
strengthen the position of those in China
who support the extension of trade union
rights.

The weakness of Chinese trade
unions and their relative ineffectiveness in
the war against Japan is thus another argu-
ment to add to the many in favor of inter-
national trade union unity.

WAR MENU

Washington.

™“HE press and those government-
I- spokesmen charged with responsibil-

ity for this nation’s food-for-victory
program have gone to some pains to dis-
miss or minimize or ignore the statement
by A. D. Krutikov, chairman of the Soviet
delégation, to the international food con-
ference at Hot Springs, Va. Yet the con-
tents of that brief memorandum served to
highlight the very alarming food crisis de-
veloping in this country and throughout
the United Nations. As Mr. Krutikov
pointed out, it is necessary now to “em-
phasize the need for coordinated measures
against the probable speculation on postwar
needs of the European countries which
have been affected by the war and the
German occupation.” Vague discussions
and still vaguer agreements looking toward
plans to be made sometime in the distant
future to cope with a possible and guessed-
at situation only postpone action now.
Such discussions create the illusion that all
will come out right in the end, and pro-
vide an excuse for neglecting pressing prob-
lems of the war.

The Soviet delegation warned that the
“Soviet Union needs food to supply the
large army which it maintains in order to
defeat Hitlerite Germany and to win the
war, and secondly, because food is required
to maintain the life and health of the looted
and impoverished population of the regions
which are being liberated by the Red Army

from German invaders.” In the light of
such facts, all plans that do not look to
speedy correction of present shortages be-
come visionary, and worse, condone pro-
crastination seriously endangering the war
itself.

The food conference was called because
international agricultural production is in
crisis. Had the delegates been satisfied to
sit around in Hot Springs talking about the
hazy future, the get-together would have
been charming and meaningless. But the
Soviet, and to some extent, the British,
delegations balked; what they had to say
reflected the thinking of smaller nations not
willing to speak out so bluntly.

P TO now, the international food prob-

lem has been the exclusive property of
the Combined Food Board set up in June
1942 to regulate the “fair sharing of food
supplies available to the United Nations.”
The Combined Food Board was restricted
to Anglo-American membership. Theoret-
ically, the Board knew all, saw all, heard
all, and decided all policies. Supposedly, it
determined how to handle United Nations
requests for the allocation of food. In prac-
tice, however, the Board had only the
faintest knowledge of food resources
throughout the world, or of international
needs. It lacked power to allocate food or
to press Chester Davis’ Food Administra-
tion into responding to the need for con-

verting agricultural production to the
requirements of war, or to obtain the re-
alignment and adjustment of distribution
methods as United Nations’ needs shifted.
Moreover, the Board could not possibly
exercise authority over internal planning
within the United Nations. Theoretically
in charge of allocations, it was in effect
reduced to granting demands for food
made by the army and navy, to bowing to
pressure from politicians at home for what
they called “domestic needs,” and to allow-
ing whatever food happened to be left over,
if any, to be distributed by lend-lease. This
was not strategy or planning but rather a
hit-or-miss program without direction or
intelligence. The Board could not insist on
conversion, nor could it utilize available
supplies to the greatest benefit of the all-out
prosecution of the war.

The steps that must be taken to correct
these inadequacies are obvious enough, if
not so simple to achieve. The Board must
of course be representative of all the United
Nations, which will enable it to amass ac-
curate information on international require-
ments and resources—a precondition to a
meaningful production program. It must
have the authority to enforce this program
through an adequate revolving fund. It
must, among other things, have the power
to enter into advance contracts, thereby
guaranteeing producers an outlet for their
harvest. It must be empowered to make
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"First the Anti-Comintern is threatened and now the poll tax may go—and
you just _sit there, doing nothing!"
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price agreements, thereby stabilizing the
market and assuring the producer a reason-
able return.

Such a program remains out of the ques-
tion unless the internal agricultural proc-
esses in each nation are subject to control.
The great stumbling block in the United
States is the combined forces of the farm
bloc and the defeatists. They have success-
fully opposed conversion and any real in-
tensification of farm production. The farm
bloc coalition, motivated by selfish interests,
by the lust for super-profits, by an unwill-
ingness to endanger “postwar positions”
(which means clinging to pre-war relation-
ships), fights any step toward conversion,
and insists on the continuance of crops not
essential to the war. The disrupters and
appeasers, sabotaging the war, assault price
stabilization and rationing, disrupt the
economy, refuse to expand food‘production,
and seek to hold on to their dominating
position in relation to the nation’s food
supply. If they succeed in their plans, they
know that food shortages will result by this
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coming winter—and they expect the en-
suing hardship to take the people’s minds
off the war, to enhance discontent and
dampen morale.

To be sure, Secretary of Agriculture
Wickard advanced a program of food ex-
pansion which, despite hesitation and vacil-
lations, pointed in the right direction. But
the farm bloc and its allies scuttled food-
for-victory plans by transferring produc-
tion authority to Chester Davis. So far
Davis’ contribution has been to urge reduc-
tion of the number of hogs to be raised this
year, to advocate slowing the production
of chickens, to weaken the Farm Security
Administration, increase the price of feed
(affecting adversely all livestock produc-
tion), and approve a program to triple the
manufacture of farm machinery, at a time
when ample farm machinery exists but is
not fully utlized. Present schedules en-
dorsed by Davis calls for 1,000,000 tons
of steel for farm machinery in 1943 while
a shortage of steel forces sharp reduction
of orders for war materiel.

FOOD is an immensely important war

weapon. Food shortages impair the
health and effectiveness of those who pro-
duce and operate planes and tanks, ships,
and guns. The Soviet statement was based
on an understanding of this vital fact.
Today' the United Nations have sufficient
food resources—but not enough food. Nor
can the time element be disregarded in any
discussion of food production. Policies made
now will determine spring planting sched-
ules in 1944, If planting in 1944 fails to
correct lamentable shortcomings of the
1943 plantings, then 1945 can well proves
a year of disaster—which must go uncor-
rected until 1946. A lost opportunity now
is a lost opportunity for the following nine
months and a tragedy for the ensuing year.
The Soviet warning that insufficient food
already hampers the ally “bearing on its
shoulders the main burden of the war
against Hitlerite Germany for almost two
years,” also serves as a warning that these
same shortages soon will menace the
United States—and all the other United
Nations.

CORRECTION of present disproportions
and inadequacies involves the use of
subsidies large enough to permit genuine
price rollbacks. These subsidies must be ap-
plied through every stage of the distributive
and productive process—as the United
Cannery, Agricultural, Packing and Allied
Workers have pointed out. Nevertheless,
subsidies imply control of agricultural pro-
duction and therefore are resisted by those
interests devoted to “normal” methods.
Still, the machinery already exists to regu-
late agriculture. The AAA, born of the
depression, exercised controls to curtail
output; this same machinery could now
be used for the opposite purpose of expand-
ing the yield of America’s farms. The
AAA could readily be the medium for the
distribution of incentives to those producers
who exceed quotas of essential crops, as
well as providing farmers with the financial
help necessary to speed conversion: It could
encourage larger crops by granting priori-
ties for farm machinery, fertilizer, and
farm labor while withholding benefits from
those who refuse cooperation, and by re-
ducing prices on inessential products.

Not so long ago American agriculture
was plagued by overproduction—with too
much farm goods under a profit system.
Crops were plowed under and subsidies
were paid to those who reduced their yield.
In consequence, it is hard now to compre-
hend the danger of underproduction and
even of hunger caused not by lack of pur-
chasing power but by lack of available sup-
plies at any price. But like it or not, this is
the reality—with all the menace it implies
to the conduct of the war. The food crisis
cannot be dismissed or ignored: it becomes
a central issue not alone in the rural sec-
tions of the country but in the industrial
centers and the great cities as well.
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COMINTERN AFTERMATH

Not an "obituary' but a weapon of war, opening new paths to the future. The need to reevaluate
wrong attitudes toward American Communists.

HE day on which the Axis was to

I mark the birth of the Anti-Comintern

as a coalition for world "~ conquest
came the sensational announcement of the
proposed dissolution of the Communist In-
ternational. It was the day on which Hitler
had hoped to register new diplomatic tri-
umphs against the United Nations by fol-
lowing up his Katyn Forest hoax, seized
upon so eagerly by the Polish pro-Nazis to
disrupt Polish-Soviet relations, with an even
more sensational hoax for use by American
proponents of negotiated peace to disrupt
American-Soviet relations. But May 22
was definitely not Hitler’s day. The recom-
mendation to dissolve the Communist
International was 'a triumphant ex-
pression of the further strengthening of
the Anglo-Soviet-American coalition at the
very moment when Hitler thought he was
going to further weaken it. It was a mighty
blow for victory over Hitler; an historic
contribution to strengthening and extend-
ing the unity of all democratic, anti-fascist
forces and especially labor’s role in the na-
tion’s war for survival.

Despite the usual amount of insipid
speculations and misinterpretations as to the
meaning of this act, the democratic world
got to the heart of it immediately. The
general estimate of its significance was cor-
rect, and even the great historical per-
spectives implicit in jt were quickly sensed.
The London correspondent of the Christian
Science Monitor, for example, reported
three days after the dissolution was pro-
posed:

“As more thought is given to the deci-
sion of the international Comintern to dis-
solve itself, the more it is realized here that
great political happenings have been set in
motion—happenings which may profoundly
affect the course of history.” (May 25,
1943.)

This points to the crux of the whole
matter, which can be muffed only at great
cost to the future of mankind. The main
thing about the dissolution of the Commu-
nist International is the fact that it was
carried out as a contribution to the speedi-
est defeat of the Hitlerite bloc and the
assurance of friendship between the anti-
Hitler nations after the war. This is the
essence of the act to which we must hold
fast above everything else and from which
bold and fruitful conclusions must be drawn
by all sections of the anti-Hitler national
front.

Of course the dissolution of the
International closed a momentous chapter
in the history of the world working class
movement. But it is not this that defines its
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essential character. Its significance is not
as an obituary closing the doors on the past
but as a weapon of war opening new paths
to the future. The great historical strength
and promise of this act lies in the fact that
it facilitates the achievement of an un-
limited national upsurge and the mobiliza-
tion of the entire people for victory at the
exact moment when the most decisive
blows of the war are to be delivered, creat-
ing the conditions thereby for the more
effective collaboration and friendship of the
anti-Hitler coalition after the war.

It is clear that the anti-fascist camp can
ill afford to misunderstand or confuse the
character of the contribution represented
by the dissolution of the Communist Inter-
national. It facilitates the achievement of a
national upsurge by removing the “menace
of communism” as a false issue, by destroy-
ing the chief weapon of the Hitlerites, the
negotiated peace forces, the foes of un=
conditional surrender and unconditional
victory. It is a contribution to victory be-
cause it will help the various sections of the
national anti-Hitler camp to free themselves
more rapidly from the pernicious influence
of the enemy’s anti-Communist line and re-
sume the great anti-fascist advance begun
in 1935. It is a contribution because it
places new and enlarged democratic unity
on the order of the day—a unity which, if
achieved, will determine the pattern of his-
torical development for generations to
come. In a word, it is a major contribution
to victory because it facilitates the mobiliza-
tion of all national forces, including the
Communists.

T WOULD seem that those who hailed this

act as a blow against the Hitler coalition
would begin to reevaluate their attitude
towards the American Communists in the
light of these perspectives, and that only
the exponents of negotiated peace and the
professional anti-Soviet conspirators would
attempt to exploit the dissolution of the
International as a justification for continu-
ing Hitler’s anti-Communist line in the
United States. But it appears that there are
people in the anti-Hitler camp who persist
in confusing the weapons of the enemy with
their own weapons. When Hitler’s friends
clamor for the dissolution of the American
Communist Party, it is plain that this is
their manner of continuing the fight against
anti-Hitler national unity. But when
enemies of Hitler, like the New York
Times, take up this same cry, it represents
a lamentable misreading of the meaning of
the dissolution of the International which is
all the more dangerous because it can only

be maintained by Hitlerite arguments.

Of course, if victory should require the
suspension of all political parties, the Com-
munists would not hesitate a moment to
meet these conditions. But that is obviously
a different matter from the clamor for the
dissolution of the Communist Party.
Surely, the dissolution of the International
was not an admission that Hitler was cor-
rect in proclaiming that “Communism is
a menace”; if that were true, the dissolu-
tion would be a victory for Hitler and not
a major blow against him, as the Times
itself has recognized. It was an historic
blow against the Axis because it knocked
out Hitler’s anti-Communist line and
showed that Communism is not a menace.
‘There can be no other sense or meaning to
this act. Where, then, is the logic in hailing
the defeat of the anti-Communist line on
a world scale only to assure its perpetuation
on a national scale? :

Earl Browder’s far-sighted letter in the
New York Times of May 29 showed
clearly that the Communists do not hesi-
tate to discuss the question of dissolution—
provided it is a question of aiding the war
and speeding victory over the Hitlerite bloc,
and not a question of promoting the
“spectre of Communism” fable, Hitler’s
secret weapon for defeating the United
Nations. Indeed, Browder declared cate-
gorically that, although the Communist
Party is strongly opposed to any suspension
of the right of free political association,
should such a decision be made as part of
the responsible regulation of our national
life for the war, the Party is prepared to
submit to such a decision for the sake of
victory.

If the call for the dissolution of the
Party were concerned solely with victory
in the war, this is the test it would go by.
But it cannot stand this test, especially since
the American Communist Party has been
unconditionally aiding the war. The sole
object of this demand is to dispose of the
Communist movement, and no great ima-
gination is required to understand that the
pursuit of this object dould only mean
making the struggle against Communism,
and not the struggle against fascism,
the issue before the country. The logic of
this leads straight to the victory of the
Hitler-Goebbels line; there is no middle
road..

THIS is exactly what the New York

Times does in its editorial reply to Earl
Browder’s letter and his offer to cooperate
in destroying Hitler’s anti-Communist fable
in the interest of the people’s war of na-
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tional liberation. The Times declares in
effect: The loyalty of the American Com-
munists is not to capitalism but to Com-
munism; hence they are not really Amer-
ican and cannot serve American national
interest which is the preservation of capi-
talism. The national interest of Russia, on
the other hand, is the preservation of Com-
munism; hence the only national interests
the Communists can serve are those of
Russia. It is true the national interests of
these two countries make an alliance be-
tween them necessary, but the existence of
an American Communist Party is not only
unnecessary for the maintenance of such an
alliance but is actually an obstacle to it.

F IT is true that the American people

must be kept from ever wanting to
adopt 2 Communist social system, then the
only sure way is not by denying a body of
American citizens the right to-advocate its
ultimate adoption, but- by destroying its
power of example in the Soviet Union. The
convenient device of declaring Commu-
nism a purely Russian national interest and
then using this as a pretext for excommuni-
cating all Americans who believe in it can
only mean a line of constant suspicion and
fear of the Soviet Union backed up by re-
lentless struggle against American labor
and the American people whose sympathy
for the Communist achievements of the So-
viet people is bound to grow. Is it necessary
to ask what kind of an alliance we can ex-
pect between the United States and Russia
under the influence of men who are so fear-
ful of the Soviet Union that they insist
on the dissolution of the organization of
those Americans who have been the most
consistent and sympathetic champions of
the ideals which the people of Russia have
adopted as the basis of their social and state
existence? Under these circumstances,
even if there were no other reason for the
existence of a Communist Party, the best
national interests of our country which de-
- mand the closest friendship with the Soviet.
Union would dictate its creation. Gener-
ally, the perspectives opened up by the posi-
tion of the Times are perspectives for a
postwar epoch of strife and turbulence
rather than of ordered and peaceful re-
construction, of cooperation between all
democratic forces in the solution of the
great problems before the country and the
world.

The trouble with this position is that it
operates with false premises and confuses
the issues. It is false and foolish on the
face of it, in a country of capitalists and
workers, of poverty and wealth, of unem-
ployment and crises, to insist that the inter-
ests of the capitalists alone represent the
interests of the nation. The best nterests
of a nation are determined by the welfare
and progréss of its people and not by the
maintenance of a social form or system ir-
respzctive of whether it serves the interests
of the people. To deny labor and the people
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the right to freely discuss and judge the
issues arising cut of American social life
and form political parties to represent and
defend their interests and views even to
the point of insisting on a complete change
in the form of our social organization is to
deny the heart and spirit of American
democracy.

THE fact that labor and the people in

another part of the world have already
decided that the continuation of capitalism
is not to their best interest does not make
advocates of the same views in the United
States the servants of another country’s na-
tional interests. T'o admit this principle into
American public life is to import the temper
and atmosphere of fascism and to surrender
the very foundations of democratic progress.
But this is exactly what happens when the
test of loyalty to national interest is based
upon belief in capitalism or Communism.
The only result of this is to raise the false

L

OMPARATIVELY little is known
about Norway’s northern prov-
ince of Finmarken. The population
consists of Laps whose main means of
subsistence are their herds of rein-
deer, which provide meat and milk
and, most of the time, are the only
means of transportation.
The Nazis did not bother Fin-
marken the first year of occupation.
But as the food situation in Germany
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Underground

issue of capitalism versus Communism in
the United States at the very moment when
this Hitlerite weapon has suffered its most
serious blow m the world at large.

This is no time for timid fears and
anxiety for the future of capital. It is a
time for confidence in the destiny of our .
nation and bold and courageous action to
fulfitl it. Anything short of this is to mis-
read the meaning of history at the moment
of its greatest opportunity. The dissolution
of the International has shown that the
chief concern of the Communists is how to
solve the actual task which history poses
at the given stage. Can anyone in the anti-
Hitler camp afford to do less?

A. Lanpy.

Ep. Note: This is the first of a series of
discussions by warious individuals, of the
Comintern’s  proposal. “New Masses”
readers are invited to join in this dis-
cussion.

ments and took away about ninety
percent of all the reindeer on the spot.
When the Lap’s in one settlement
resisted, they were beaten up, and
one of them shot.

The news of the German-Finnish
expeditionary force spread immediate-
ly over all Finmarken, and the de-
tachment could not find any reindeer
in other settlements; the Laps had
driven them into the vast snow cov-

E  became worse and reverses on the  ered steppes. However, the Nazis

E  Eastern Front deprived them of valu-  finally managed to find a quisling in-

S able supplies in Russia, the enemy’s  former who showed them where a

£  greedy eyes were attracted to the rein-  large herd was concealed. The Laps

£  deer herds of northern Norway. In  guarding it were arrested, and the

E November 1942 the occupation au-  animals were taken off by Nazi and

S thorities ordered the Lap population  Finnish soldiers and Elite Guard

£  to turn over about forty percent of  men.

E  their reindeer. All in all, the Laps But during the night, before they

S possess about 150,000 of these ani-  were able to cross the Finnish border,

£  mals—the Nazis wanted 65,000. the foraging expedition and its booty

£ The Laps were told to come to the ~ were attacked in an extraordinary

S town of Kautokejno in Northern  way. Reindeer with burning torches

S Finland, where a German-Finnish  attached to their horns suddenly

S foraging detail would take over the  dashed out of the darkness and

E  reindeer. But scarcely any of the  caused a panic in the herd taken by

S Laps obeyed, and a second order  the enemy. The whole herd—sev-

E  brought no better results. eral thousand reindeer—broke and

£ General Dietl, commander of the  fled. Two of the sentries guarding

E  six Alpine divisions in northern Fin-  them were later found with ropes

£  land, became impatient—it was his  around their necks—dead in the

S army which wanted to use the rein-  snow. Several of the arrested Laps

E  deer for transportation and food. A  had been able to escape; the rest were

£  German-Finnish expeditionary de-  shot in reprisal. But since then Fin-

E tachment was sent across the Finnish-  marken, although the northernmost

E  Norwegian border into Finmarken to  tip of Norway, is a very hot spot for

S force the Laps to surrender their ani-  the Nazi patrols sent to watch over =
S mals. It surprised a few Lap settle-  the region. =
g
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DETROIT: MUSCLE-BOUND GIANT

A. B. Magil discusses incentive pay as an advantage both fo increased production and to workers.

The balance sheet of war output in the crucial automobile industry. Final article in the series.

Detroit.
Y INVESTIGATION of war produc-
M tion in this heart of democracy’s
arsenal is over and I am ready to
draw a balance. But first a few words about
the recent flurry of strikes here at several
plants of the Chrysler Corp. and at two
smaller firms. Between 1,000,000 and
2,000,000 man-hours of production were
lost as a result of those strikes. This loss
can never be retrieved, for the war doesn’t
wait. We can’t fight with the M-4 tanks
that weren’t assembled and the army trucks
that weren’t built because of this strike.
And the damage may extend even beyond
the plants directly affected. For example
the Chrysler De Soto plant—which, in-
cidentally, I had the pleasure of visiting
when everybody was working—produces
sections of the fuselage for the Martin
medium bomber. The loss of three days’
work at this plant may have slowed down
the assembly of completed bombers at
other companies and dislocated schedules
all down the line. Who can predict that
this curtailment of bomber output, tem-
porary though it was, will not affect mili-
tary operatlons in the coming invasion of
Europe or in the Pacific or on other fronts?
To call attention to these unpleasant
realities is to condemn those irresponsible
forces in the United Auto Workers-CIO
who are trying to put on bushy eyebrows
and seduce labor, which has so much at
stake in this war, into gambling with this
kind of sabotage. It is also to condemn the
Chrysler Corp. and certain other firms,
whose patriotism is no better than the
Lewis-Hutcheson brand and who think
that labor’s no-strike pledge relieves them
of all responsibility to cooperate with their
workers and eliminate frictions that whittle
down morale and hamper production.
Most patriotic Americans, including the
millions who produce our tanks, planes,
guns, and other war materials, are agreed
that there can be no compromise with
strikes so long as this people’s war lasts.
It would be well if we learned to be equal-
ly uncompromising toward other factors
that obstruct and reduce production. The
Chrysler strikes got big newspaper head-
lines. There have been no headlines about
other layoffs caused not by disrupters in
Detroit but by the failure to plan and or-
ganize the uninterrupted flow of materials
in Washington. There are no radio an-
nouncements to tell us that this failure to
integrate our war economy under a single
high command is each day causing the loss
of more man-hours of production in the
auto industry than all the strikes since
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Pear]l Harbor combined. And what is true
of auto is true of industry as a whole.

MY INVESTIGATION of what is happen-

ing in this area of the largest con-
centration of war industry in the world
has brought me into contact with the men
and women who know the story from the
inside. I have spoken to leading represent-
atives of management—men like H. L.
Weckler, vice-president and general man-
ager of the Chrysler Corp., George T.
Christopher, president of the Packard
Motor Car Co., and George Romney,
managing director of the Automotive
Council for War Production; to spokes-
men for labor such as President R. J.
Thomas and Secretary-Treasurer George
Addes of the UAW-CIO, as well as of-
ficials of various local unions; to officials of
key government agencies, among them:
H. A. Weissbrodt, deputy regional director
and Clarence M. Bolds, regional head
of the labor production division of the War
Production Board, Montague A. Clark,
regional director and Edward L. Cushman,
deputy regional director of the War Man-
power Commission, Col. George E.
Strong, of the Army Air Forces, who is in
charge of internal security and industrial
relations for Michigan and thirteen other
states, G. James Fleming, field examiner
and Jack B. Burke, field representative of
the President’s Fair Employment Practice
Committee; to scores of average workers,
men and women, Negro and white. I have
visited war plants and studied reports that
are not for general circulation. And hav-
ing made a similar though less elaborate

I\
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investigation on a previous trip to Detroit
shortly before Pearl Harbor, I have had
some basis for comparison. My general
conclusions may be summed up as follows:

1. The auto industry has gone a long
way since Pearl Harbor. In 1942, despite
conversion difficulties, the value of the war
materials it produced was greater than that
of civilian goods in 1941. It is now pro-
ducing at a rate of nearly $8,000,000,000
annually. This is almost twice the hxghest
peacetime output.

2. But this rate is not even half of the
industry’s potential. The auto companies
control about thirty percent of the durable
metal goods capacity of the country. On
that basis they should be turning out more
than $21,000,000,000 of the $90,000,-
000,000 arms program for 1943.

3. The industry itself has set a consider-
ably lower figure, $12,000,000,000 a
year, as its production peak, to be achieved
early in 1944. That may be the maximum
that is possible with present production
methods. With improved methods, how-
ever, there is no doubt that this figure can
be exceeded. The Packard company has
shown what can be done where there is a
genuine desire on the part of management
to produce to the limit and hence a readi-
ness to cooperate with the union in har-
nessing the enthusiasm and ingenuity of
the workers to the common task. General
Motors, Chrysler and Ford—especially the
latter two—might well learn from Pack-
ard and from such relatively small com-
panies as Murray Body and Continental
Motors, which are doing a better war job
than the giants of mass production.

4. At best, however, there are definite
limits to what the companies and the in-
dustry by their own efforts alone can do.
The auto industry, with its materials short-
ages and its manpower hoarding, its super-
fluous new factories side by side with in-
adequately utilized old ones, its failure to
operate twenty-four hours a day, its un-
certain schedules, is a prime example of the
crisis in our war production. This crisis is
cumulative; it has expressed itself in many
ways, not the least of them being our
failure to reach in 1942 the announced
goals in planes, tanks, and anti-aircraft
guns, followed by the scaling down of the
goals for 1943. My investigation of the
situation in Detroit has strengthened my
conviction that the incubus which now
weighs down our production can be lifted
only by the establishment of an Office of
War Mobilization, as proposed in the
Tolan-Kilgore-Pepper bill, to plan and
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coordinate under central direction and with
full participation of labor the various fac-
tors in our war economy. [ This article was
already in type when President Roosevelt
announced the creation of an Office of
War Mobilization.—The Editors.]

In my previous articles I have already
discussed in detail my first two conclusions,
as well as the record of the Packard com-
pany. Here I shall confine myself to elabo-
rating the last two.

HOW can the auto industry, even within
the uncertain framework of the pres-
ent jerry-built system, substantially expand
production? What it can do may be divided
into two categories: measures involving
better utilization of plants and machines,
and those involving better utilization of the
labor force. The first category includes
primarily the pooling of facilities and more
complete conversion of machinery and
plant space. Pooling was supposed to have
been an integral part of the process of con-
verting to war production. In actual prac-
tice competitive peacetime methods have
prevailed and there has been very little
pooling in the auto industry. Take, for
example, the production of medium tanks.
Even before Pear]l Harbor the UAW-CIO
urged that General Motors, Chrysler, and
Ford, each of which had received contracts
for these tanks, pool their tank-building
facilities. The proposal was ignored. As a
result, the M-3 and M-4 (General Grant
and General Sherman) tank has been built
at three different plants (in the case of GM
and Chrysler they are new factories, con-
structed at government expense), none of
which has operated at full capacity. Even
more absurd is the fact that each company
has built its own special type of tank engine,
requiring its own set of spare parts which
cannot be used for the others. Imagine the
bottleneck this can create on the battlefield.
When the UAW proposed that the Ford
motor be adopted as the standard and its
production concentrated at the Ford plant,
a War Department official turned thumbs
down. He is a former GM official.
Though conversion is no longer a major
problem in the auto industry and about
eighty-five percent of the peacetime facili-
ties are now doing war work, there are

still many convertible machines and acres -

of floor space standing around waiting for
the war to end. The Chrysler Corp. is
probably the worst offender in this respect.

Of the measures involving the labor
force the greatest potentialities lie in two
directions: extension and vitalization of the
labor-management production committees
and the adoption under proper safeguards
of a system of incentive pay. I need add
little to what I have already said about the
labor-management committees in the auto
industry. They have been rather generally
established, but very few are production
committees because the companies insist on
confining them to such matters as Red
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Cross and war bond drives and campaigns
against ‘absenteeism, which, though impor-
tant, are necessarily secondary to the main

job. When I asked R. J. Thomas, presi- -

dent of the UAW-CIO, what in his opin-
ion were the principal bottlenecks in the
industry’s war effort, he named first “the
lack of legitimate labor-management pro-
duction committees.” Where such commit-
tees have been allowed to deal in even a
limited way with production, as at the
Packard plant, they have brought tangible
results, Another example is the rolling mill
at the Ford Rouge plant. For three months
after Pearl Harbor, output remained sta-
tionary. Then the workers persuaded the
management to let them set up a produc-
tion committee. At once output began to
rise and within a short time, though there
were fewer men working than in peace-
time, production was thirty to thirty-five
percent higher. After the third meeting,
however, the company dissolved the com-
mittee. But the men showed the stuff
American workers are made of by declar-
ing their determination to keep up the good
work despite the company’s hostility.

CENTRAL to the problem of expanding
production is the question of increas-
ing the productivity of the individual
worker. No one knows what the limits of
human productivity are; we’ve probably
only scratched the surface. Productivity is
partly dependent on the quality of mate-
rials and machines and their organization
in the manufacturing process, partly on the
length of the work week, partly on the
skill of the worker, partly on the intensity
of labor, partly on psychological intangibles.
Since practically all workers in this area
are already employed at least forty-eight
hours a week, and since the timing on jobs
in this mass production industry is on the
whole up to standard, the principal way in
which productivity can be increased is
through the appeal to the psychological in-
tangibles, that is, through incentives, moral
and material, that will impel the individual
worker to surpass the norm. It is often
wrongly claimed that such incentives mere-
ly result in an intensification of labor.
Under proper conditions the incentive sys-
tem, as the experience of Britain, the So-
viet Union, and many American plants
has shown, encourages the worker to study
his production problem as a whole and to
explore every means of improving his per-
formance,
Incentive pay has become one of the most
widely discussed issues among the men and

women working in the auto plants. Unfor-

tunately, instead of being approached in
the same sober and constructive fashion as
in other CIO unions, notably in the United
Electrical, Radio, and Machine Workers,
the issue has been wrapped in emotionalism
and converted into a factional football. It
is only natural that officials of the De
Soto local, who recently circulated a letter

to other UAW locals attacking incentive
pay, should have been among the ring-
leaders of the recent Chrysler strikes. Vice-
President Walter Reuther, if his vote for
the decisions of the recent conference of the
CIO executive board is to be taken at face
value, now will have to face the fact that
his stand on the incentive pay issue brings
him into~alliance with those who oppose
and seek to obstruct those decisions. These
are the forces who fomented the Chrysler
strikes. Will Reuther repudiate them?

A glance at the background of the in-
centive pay proposal will explain why it has
been possible for the ragtag and bobtail of
Trotskyites, Socialists, leaders of the Asso-
ciation .of Catholic Trade Unionists and
assorted disrupters to have muddied this
issue. Incentive pay systems in Ameri-
can industrial life were traditionally used
by employers as devices to speed up, cheat,
and divide their workers. During the period
that I lived in Detroit prior to the rise of
the UAW there was nothing that stirred
greater resentment among the auto work-
ers than the operation of the bonus system,
which was supposedly a form of incentive
pay. The trouble was that after a produc-
tion standard had been set and the workers
had been promised a bonus for all work
above it, the standard would be raised.
Thus, instead of being rewarded, workers
were actually penalized and driven into
corrosive rivalry with their fellow-workers.

I’I‘ OUGHT to be as plain as a pikestaff
that once you eliminate the root of the
evil, the arbitrary raising of production
norms, once you provide effective safe-
guards adopted by agreement between the
management and the union, you have an
entirely different kind of incentive pay sys-
tem which becomes a means of benefiting
both the country and the workers. More-
over, the increased pay, since it is directly
tied to production, does not conflict with
wage stabilization policies and requires no
approval by the War Labor Board.

The fact is that at the Packard plant
there already exists an incentive system—
minus the pay. In a pamphlet issued by
Packard Local 190 of the UAW describing
the origin of the Packard Work to Win
program and the labor-management com-
mittee there is the following statement:

“Feeling that there would be better
morale in the shop if the men knew that
they weren’t ‘killing the job,” that in work-
ing against their past performance in an
attempt to outstrip themselves they weren’t
thereby setting a higher standard for them-
selves which they couldn’t always main-
tain, the union negotiated an understand-
ing with the company.

“The time on jobs at the inception of
the Work to Win program was to remain
unchanged. If an operator was able to pro-
duce twice as much as formerly, no matter
what the reason, so much greater the credit
for him. On an off day he could do his
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ordinary production and nothing would be
said. The union made certain that no one
was going to stand behind a worker, goad-
ing him on.”

One week after the Packard workers
signed the voluntary Work to Win pledge
in the battle of production, output rose ten
percent. “Some departments boost produc-
tion regularly ten, twenty, and even forty
percent,” James Lindahl, recording secre-
tary of the Packard local, told me. What
do the workers get out of it? Lapel pins,
special merit awards for a few, the moral
satisfaction that they’re working to beat
the Axis. Fine, says Walter Reuther. But
suggest, merely hint that instead of all the
profits from this extra production going to
the company, some of it go to the workers
in the form of additional pay, and at once
he yells: “Speedup, Bedaux system.”

What is true of Packard is to a greater
or less degree true of every auto plant: that
workers are producing under the greatest
incentive of all: love of country. The only
issue 1s whether a monetary incentive be
added to the moral one to stimulate pro-
duction still further. The only issue is
whether the Packard polishers, for ex-
ample, whose demand for a six cents an
hour increase was rejected by the War La-
bor Board, shall continue to produce 120
percent and get paid for only 100 percent,
or whether they shall be paid in full.

rrHIN the UAW executive board

the fight for incentive pay has been
led by Secretary-Treasurer Addes and
Vice-President  Richard  Frankensteen.
Addes, tall, quiet, efficient, is at thirty-three
one of the veterans of the UAW. (A de-
vout Catholic, he has found no conflict be-
tween his religious beliefs and progressive
trade unionism.) He cited several examples
to show how incentive pay would work out
in practice. “The incentive system is being
introduced into some plants,” he said, “and
the workers are satisfied. This is not the
old incentive system. It results in no re-
duction of the standard wage and provides
for 100 percent payment for the extra pro-
duction.”

As a matter of fact, 121 companies un-
der contract with the UAW, most of them
small firms, already have incentive pay. I
talked with two local union officials who
have had considerable experience with it,
Nat Ganley, business agent of Local 155,
which covers about 130 small parts and
tool and dye shops, and Fred Williams,
business agent of Local 208, covering the
seven plants of the Bohn Aluminum and
Brass Corp. Both said that those of their
members who were working under an in-
centive plan were entirely satisfied and the
demand for it was growing. At the Bohn
Aluminum company three of the seven
plants have incentive pay and it is also
being negotiated at a fourth. “Right after
Pearl Harbor,” Williams said, “the men
started boosting production. But later it
began to drop off when they realized they
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were pouring more profits into the com-
pany treasury.” The adoption of incentive
pay in Plant 5 about three months ago
raised production thirty-five percent and
average wages from twenty-seven to forty-
three cents an hour .

Among government officials and in em-
ployer circles there is also a growing ap-
preciation of the all-round advantages of
such a system. Colonel Strong and George
T'. Christopher, president of Packard, both
told me they favored it. And both ex-
pressed the view that any incentive wage
plan should be established through the nor-
mal process of collective bargaining be-
tween management and the union.

I COME now ‘to the final question: the

over-all organization of our war econo-
my, which so directly affects production in
every industry. The Chrysler tank arsenal
recently laid off twenty percent of its work-
ers and there have been other layoffs as a
result of the cutback in the production of
tanks, guns, and other items. Among the
explanations I have heard here are that
we have produced too much of this stuff;

_ that we don’t have the ships to transport

them; and that changing strategic require-
ments necessitate cutbacks in certain
weapons and a great expansion of aircraft.

In January 1942, President Roosevelt
announced the following production goals
for 1942: 60,000 planes, 45,000 tanks,
20,000 anti-aircraft guns, and 8,000,000
deadweight tons of merchant ships. There
were actually produced 49,000 planes,
32,000 tanks and self-propelled artillery,
17,000 anti-aircraft guns, and 8,200,000
deadweight tons of merchant ships. In
other words, we fell short of the mark in
everything but shipping. How then could
we have produced too much as a result of
having produced too little? That explana-
tion is straight out of Alice in Wonderland.

What about the alleged lack of shipping
to transport the stuff? Lieut. Gen. Brehon
D. Somervell, chief of the Army supply
services, sank that explanation when he
said in a recent speech: “In point of fact,
we are still not free from difficulties in
providing essential cargo for the shipping
which is available to us.”

The third explanation and the one I
have heard most frequently in Detroit, that
the cutbacks were made necessary by the
changing strategy of the war, which re-
quires greater emphasis on aircraft, is no

more valid. “The sky’s the limit on air-
craft,”’ a representative of General Motors
told me. Is it? That sky seems to have a
rather low ceiling. President Roosevelt set
125,000 planes as the goal for 1943. Only
recently it was announced that this has
been scaled down to less than 100,000.
And the other day C. E. Wilson, executive
vice-chairman of the WPB, revealed that
output in the first quarter was only twenty
percent of this reduced goal and in April
had fallen short of the 7,000 planes sched-
uled for that month.

FOR the real explanation let me again
cite General Somervell:

“Manifestly, the over-all strategy of the
war for both ourselves and our allies must
be planned with the availability of mate-
rials of war taken into consideration.
Strategic guidance indicated that at this
time emphasis in production had to be
placed on the aircraft, Navy and Maritime
Commission programs. As a result, our
production program for the ground forces
was reduced by twenty-five percent.”

In other words, instead of production
being adjusted to the needs of over-all
strategy, strategy is being adjusted to the
shortcomings of production. And since the-
goals can’t be reached or even approached
for all the tools of war, the program for
the ground forces, that is, tanks, artillery,
ammunition, etc., has been reduced twenty-
five percent despite the fact that “we are
providing our own troops in training this
year with only a part of major critical
items.”

Everything I have seen and learned in
Detroit points to the conclusion that this
state of affairs was not inevitable. Nor is
its continuation inevitable in the future—
that future in which the real test of Amer-
ica will come with the invasion of Europe.
The CIO and AFL, especially the former,
the House Tolan committee and the Senate
Truman committee long ago told what was
wrong and gave the remedies. My study
of the auto industry convinces me that if
these plants and the factories of the entire
country were operated in respect to pro-
duction (without affecting ownership or
the distribution of profits) as if under a
single management; if instead of our war
economy being the sum of a multitude of
conflicting private interests, the public in-
terest were made paramount in practice as
well as theory; if production, manpower
supply, and economic stabilization were
geared together under a central authority,
with management, labor, and government
jointly at the controls, the original pro-
duction goals would be left far behind and
we would be supplying all the fronts and
all our troops in training with all that they
need.

How would such a system work? The
details would have to be left to ex-
perts, but I think we can get a faint idea
if we take a look at General Motors. There
you have 112 plants strung all over the
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United States and Canada, belonging to
such companies as Chevrolet, Buick, Pon-
tiac, Oldsmobile, Cadillac, Fisher Body,
AC Spark Plug, Delco-Remy, etc., but all
tied together in the General Motors cor-
poration. I am referring here not to their
financial setup, but to their production ar-
rangements. Within this great industrial
empire, controlling from ten to thirteen
percent of the durable metal goods capacity
of the nation, there is over-all planning,
there is accurate scheduling of the manu-
facture of every part and the assembly of
many parts into the finished product, there

HOW FRANCE WILL WIN
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is pooling of facilities, there is complete
integration of all the factors in the produc-
tion process. The Ternstedt plant in De-
troit, for example, makes parts for the M-5
light tank built by Cadillac. Provided that
the materials are available, there is no
danger that Ternstedt will make more
parts than Cadillac can use or that Cadil-
lac tank output will be stymied for lack of
parts from Ternstedt. Each plant has its
own management, but the work of the
two is centrally coordinated.

Of course, all this is only partial and

imperfect since the “planned economy” of

General Motors functions within the un-
planned war economy of the country as a
whole. Moreover, GM production is ham-
pered by the fact that its more than 300,-
000 workers are not allowed an active role
in the planning and organization of the
company’s program. Yet even in a limited
sense here is a microcosm of centralized
planning. This war is too big and too tough
to run efficiently in any other way. Detroit,
which is capable of such prodigies of pro-

_duction, is a musclebound giant today. It

waits for its vast strength to be set free.

A. B. MagcIL.

Fernand Grenier writes on recent developments in the French underground. The significance of the

Council of Resistance and the resolution it passed recently.

London (By Cable).

Mr. Grenier, who escaped from France
several months ago, is the Communist rep-
resentative to the Fighting French Com-
mittee in London. He was the Communist
deputy from the Paris area. Mr. Grenier’s
article reached us shortly before General
-de Gaulle arrived in Algiers for his unity
conversations with General Giraud.

HE Council of French Resistance now

constituted on French soil after one
year of negotiations comprises the eight
large resistance groups operating in France,
also the two French central trade union
federations and five political parties, includ-
ing the Communist and Socialist. These
parties and various groups express the will
and aspirations of ninety percent of the
French population. The creation of that
Council is the most important political
event which has occurred in France since
June 1940. It testifies to the whole world
that the French are henceforth united as
never before in their history. It constitutes
a real national plebiscite in favor of de
Gaulle and Fighting France. It solemnly
demonstrates that the power of the Vichy
traitors is now supported only by German
bayonets and by unprecedented police
terror. Following the two fundamentals
agreed upon—first, to drive out the in-
vader; second, to reestablish the republican
institutions—each group or party repre-
sented on the Council of Resistance retains
its autonomy, its leaders, its newspapers,
but coordinates its activity with that of
others.

The resolution passed by the Council
means: (1) total confidence in the policy
defined by General de Gaulle; (2) the
Council’s wish that the meeting between
Giraud and de Gaulle should take place in
Algiers; (3) the will of the French people
that de Gaulle shall preside over the pro-
visional French government, Giraud tak-
ing supreme command of the French
armies; (4) that de Gaulle is recognized
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as the sole chief of French Resistance.
That resolution signifies the absolute de-
termination-of the people to eli