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AT FIRST GLANCE

by Jay Lovestone

TRUE WORDS

E do not wonder why the great metropolitan press did not find it
necessary to report to any substantial extent the significant speech

on American foreign policy 'made by Senator Borah on March 24. Here
is the reason: The Idaho Senator and dean of the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee said in part: o

“What they (the democracies) are contending for is the realization
of their imperialistic schemes and not the destruction of Nazism, .

“A representative of the Brilish government let Berlin know that
it might be well for Europe if Austria passed into stronger hand§. -

“During the dismemberment of Czecho-Slovakia, no mention was
ever made of the teachings and practises of Nazism or of the danger of
enlarging its influence in Europe. Altho they were turning over a vast
number of people, some of whom, it was too well-known, bore the mortal
enmity of their new master, no suggestion was ever made in the settle-
ment of territorial matters in behalf of or as to proper treatment and
reasonable protection of these people.”

Sad but true—and nothing truer has been uttered in the United
States Senate in many a moon.

DANGEROUS CRITERIA

HE Tory Observer wields considerable influence in England. It is
owned by Viscount Astor— a flashy hero in the Cliveden Set. This
coterie is notorious for its pro-fascist sympathies in British foreign and
domestic policy. It is the same pack against which the Daily Worker has
—until a fortnight ago—been raving solely because it did not favor a
pact with the U.S.S.R. and did vigorously advocate the Chamberlain
“appeasement-of-Hitler” game.

For upholding Chamberlain’s helping hand to Hitler, any paper, per-
son or outfit ought to be branded. But that cannot be the only yardstick
of reaction. In the camp of British imperialism, there have been differ-
ences over the methods best suited to defend the Empire. Boosting a
“hard” course against Hitler or even a momentary military understanding
with the Soviet Union—in the interest of British imperialism—has been
the stock-in-trade of the Edens and Winston Churchills. Such devotion
and such strategy do not make this pair any less loyal to British im-
perialism or any more progressive than Chamberlain or Sir John Simon.
For one thing, these imperialist leaders may—as Chamberlain is showing
signs of doing—at any time change their position in regard to the
tactics most effective for British imperialist defense. These people do not
differ over objectives but only over means of obtaining their common
objectives. ‘

Hence, it is folly to prefer one pack to another in the ranks of
British imperialist luminaries. It is likewise fatal to estimate their degree
of “progressivism” on the basis of their being’ in favor of or opposed to
one or another policy for the protection of British imperialist hegemony.
For instance, recent events have led the same notorious Observer to de-
clare (March 19, 1939): “One thing now certain is that, without pre-
judice and doubts, England and France should seek a working understand-
ing with Soviet Russia. ... War or peace in our time depends on the kind
of relations which exist between London and Moscow.” Here is ad-
vocacy with a vengeance of “collective security” as offered by Stalin and
his Comintern in the honeymoon days of this futile shibboleth.

According to the Daily Worker of New York and London, this de-
claration, occasioned by a Hitler’s seizure of Prague, transforms this re-
actionary rag into a champion of progressivism, freedom, democracy and
happiness. That such an approach is suicidal, the coming weeks will tell
—unfortunately—in costliest fashion.

WHY THIS SILENCE?

UROPEAN events as well as yarns spun in Patagonia will intensify
Washington efforts to penetrate Latin-American economic, political
and military life. The twentieth-century edition of the Monroe Doctrine is,
of course, sold under the trade name of “good neighborliness.” Latin-
American governments and ruling cliques being given loans and subsidies
in these days will automatically become “genuinely democratic” as a
result of this generosity suddenly overflowing their boundaries from the
North.

How do we know all of this? What makes us print it? Well, we
need but refer our readers to that blatant drummer of American im-
perialism and its celestial generosity, the Communist Party. In its Daily
Worker of March 11, we are asked, advised, and ordered to believe that:

“The move of the government to help Brazil with about $120,000,000
of credits and other financial aid is constructive and statesmanlike.

“What it does is to make President Roosevelt’s Good Neighbor policy
a policy of deeds, backing up the coming together of the anti-Hitler forces
of South America at the recent Lima conference.

“The loans and credits will be financed thru the government’s Ex-
port-Import Bank, something different from the piratical Wall Street
banks which have in the past gouged the South American countries.

“In this way, the New Deal loans to Brazil will not only strengthen
the fight of democracy In the Western Hemisphere; they will also act as a
stimulant t. Brazil-United States trade and stimulate production here.”

It would be very cruel on our part to remind this saffron sheet that
this same Brazilian government is quite fascistic and that in its prison
and torture chambers are found many working-class fighters against
fascism and oppression. It would be mean to refresh the memory of the
tenants in Stalin’s edifice on New York’s East Thirteenth Street -that
only a few years ago they were waging spirited campaigns to secure
the release of such class-war prisoners in Brazil. The latter are still
languishing in the Brazilian dictator’s dungeons. We can still hear their
cries of anguish, their call for freedom. Why have the Communist Party
of the United States and its entire daily press from coast to coast sud-
denly gone silent on this score? We have strong suspicions. We would
like to have their own answer.

Dubinsky Warns Against
C.P. Tactics in Unions

Scores Stalinists at Nelson Installation

New York City

President David Dubinsky of the
International Ladies Garment Woxk-
ers Union, took the occasion of his
appearance at the installation of
newly-elected officers of Knitgoods
Workers Union Local 155, last week
to launch a vigorous attack
upon the machinations of the
Stalinists in the labor movement.
He characterized them as a
“menace.”

Two thousand knitgoods workers
who jammed Webster Hall for the
occasion cheered President Dubin-
sky’s speech with special enthusiasm
because their progressive adminis-
tration, headed by Manager Louis
Nelson, had just won an overwhel-
ming victory in a straight fight with
the Stalinists. Manager Nelson
delivered a comprehensive report on
the growth and development of the
union as well as on the many-sided
activities in which his administra-
tion had participated.

President Dubinsky spoke in glow-
ing terms of the .administration of
the knitgoods union and severely
condemned its Stalinist critics who,
during the campaign, had resorted

to the most slanderous attacks
against the administration. He pre-
sented figures on the activities of
the union and complimented Man-
ager Nelson on the economy and ef-
ficiency with which it was adminis-
tered.

“Fhese attacks,” Mr. Dubinsky
continued, “were not based on fact.
They were purely political. Nelson
was under fire because he opposed
the united front with the Stalinist
group in his union.”

Discussing the attempt at “united-
front” actions by the Stalinists, he
said: “They are merely manouvers
for sowing division and dissension.
Those who oppose these manouvers
are doing a real service to the labor
movement.”

Mr. Dubinsky denied that the
Communist Party had changed its
line. “True,” he said, “they no
longer do the same name-calling.
They no longer call me a crook, a
traitor, an enemy of the workers, a
class-collaborationist. They use other
words but the aim is the same. The
aim of dominating and controlling
remains, That’s what makes the

(Continued on Page 2)

Union Heavily Hit
By Anti-Trust Law

Hosiery Local Assessed $711,932
In Triple Damages for Sit-Down

Philadelphia, Pa.

Damages totaling $711,932 were
assessed in the United States Dis-
trict Court here last week against
Branch 1 of the American Federa-
tion of Hosiery Workers, a C.I.O.
affiliate, and its president, William
Leader, who were held responsible
for damages during a forty-eight-
day sit-in strike at the Apex
Hosiery Mill in the Spring of 1937.
By a joint stipulation of the plain-
tiff and defendants, however, the
16,000 individual members of the
union were not affected and their
property was held exempt from at-
tachment. Three other officers of
Branch 1, originally included among
the defendants, were absolved of
responsibility by the jury.

This verdict, believed to be the
first in which a union has been held
liable for damages allegedly caused
during a sit-in strike, was reached
under the Sherman Anti-Trust Act,
which awards triple compensation
for injuries caused by acts in “sub-
stantial interference with the free
flow of [interstate] commerce.” The
jury found, as the plaintiff corm-
pany 'maintained, that the union head
“actually authorized the seizure and
occupation of the plaintiff’s plant by
the sit-down strikers” and had
actually “authorized and ratified in-
jury” to the plant equipment during
the strike. The defense maintained
that the sit-down strike was not
planned in advanced or “authorized”
or “ratified” by the union but was
a spontaneous act.

Observers familiar with the situ-
ation stated it as their belief that
the verdict, if allowed to stand,
would have the effect of destroy-
ing Branch 1, one of the most ef-
fective sections of the hosiery-
workers union. Sylvan H. Hirsch,
chief counsel for the company, as
well as Apex officials, expressed
“great pleasure” over the verdict.
On the other hand, M. Herbert
Syme, counsel for the union, em-
phasized that labor “cannot allow
this verdict to stand.” Mr. Syme
declared that he would ask for a
“judgment  notwithstanding  the
verdict,” that is, he would ask the
court to give judgment to the de-
fendants instead of the plaintiffs, on
points of law. Should that move be
unsuccessful, he added, an appeal
would be taken to the Federal Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals.

UNION LAWER’S
STATEMENT

In a statement made somewhat
later, Mr. Syme declared that the
verdict “repeals the Sherman Anti-
Trust Law against everybody but
labor.”

“By virtue of the Standard Oil
case,” he said, “the Supreme Court
established the rule that, in order
that industry may be held for vio-
lation of the Sherman Anti-Trust
Act, it must be shown that there has
been substantial interference with
the free flow of commerce.

“Here is a case where an employ-
er manufactures 3% of the country’s
hosiery. A complete paralysis of
operations of Apex would have no
effect on the flow of commerce, yet
it is held by this decision that the
union is guilty of a violation of
the Sherman Anti-Trust Act. It

Stimson Urges

War Policy

Washington, D, C.

Hearings on neutrality legislation
began last week before the Senate
Foreign Affairs Committee with the
testimony of Henry L. Stimson,
Secretary of State in the Hoover
administration. Mr. Stimson, one of
the most ardent champions of the
“collective-security” position in this
country, urged the adoption of the
Thomas amendment to the Neu-
trality Act, which would give the
President power to “name the ag-
gressor” in any foreign conflict and
to apply all the restrictions of the
neutrality law one-sidedly against
that f*aggressor.” What such revi-
sion of the present neutrality legis-
lation would really mean, Mr. Stim-
son made quite clear when he em-
phasized that he favored this coun-
try “taking the field at once” in
support of England and France
should the latter, together with So-
viet Russia, engage in a war with
the “dictators.” To Mr. Stimson,
amendment of the Neutrality Act
along the lines proposed by Senator
Thomas and others was desirable
because it would ease the way for
American participation in war on
the side of the “great democracies.”

A note of racial jingoism was in-
jected by Mr. Stimson into his
testimony in his warning that “our
present Caucasian civilization is
threatened with the gravest danger
with which it has been confronted
for four centuries.”

seems that the rule of reason is to
be applied to industry and the rule
of unreason to labor.

“The import of this decision, in
so far as labor is concerned, will be
that, wherever a picket line is
established and some act of violence
is committed and there is the slight-
est interference with commerce a
union will be dragged into the fede-
eral court, sued under the Sherman
Anti-Trust Act and whatever dam-
ages are recovered will be trebled.

“The act that was designed to
prevent monopolies and the growth
of trusts by this decision is used to
prevent collective bargaining and
the growth of organized labor. The
last important case under the Sher-
man Anti-Trust Act was the case
of the Coronado Coal Company
versus United Mine Workers. That
case was tried in 1922, The attorney
for the union was Charles Evans
Hughes, the present Chief Justice
of the United States Supreme
Court.

“In that case the mines were
dynamited and thirteen people were
shot and killed. The Supreme Court
there held that, while the violence
was regrettable, there was no viola-
tion of the Sherman Anti-Trust Act.
The case was thrown out.

“As I have repeatedly stated dur-
ing the trial of this case, we do not
advocate the sit-down, we do not

(Continued on Page 2)

320,000 Out in
Mine Tie-Up

Deadlock In Bituminous
Parleys Continues

Failure of negotiations for a new
contract between soft-coal operators
and the United Mine Workers re-
sulted last week in a shut-down of
about three-fourths of the country’s
bituminous industry.

The old agreement, in effect two
years, expired at midnight March
31. The operators demanded down-
ward revision of standards, which
the U.M.W. refused to grant. Some
operators, indeed, seemed eager to
break relations with the union alto-
gether and to try to operate on a
non-union basis or thru so-called
district agreements. Negotiations
began some four weeks ago in New
York City but have hitherto re-
mained without result. After an in-
terruption, they resumed last week
and will continue, as far as the
miners representatives are concern-
ed, indefinitely until a satisfactory
result is achieved. If there is any
walking out done, U.M.W. spokes-
men made clear, it will be the
operators who will do it.

Meanwhile, with very few excep-
tions, no coal was being brought up
in the shafts of bituminous mines
anywhere in the Appalachian area,
which furnishes 70% of the coun-
try’s soft coal. It was emphasized
that the shut-down was neither a
lock-out by employers nor a strike
by employees—being, rather, a
stoppage resulting from the absence
of any contractual basis for con-
tinued operations. “No contract, no
work,” has long been a standing
rule of the U.M.W.

In  western Pennsylvania, ap-
proximately 125,000 miners were
out; in West Virginia, about
110,000. Elsewhere, in central Penn-
sylvania, northern Kentucky, east-
ern Ohio and the soft-coal fields
of Virginia, the situation was the
same. In Alabama, 20,000 were out.
Altogether, the shut-down affected
nearly 320,000 men. In parts of
Ohio, Illinois and Indiana, opera-
tions continue, many of the com-
panies having agreed to keep on
working on the old mid-west con-
tract scale pending settlement of
the eastern negotiations.

(Read the article on the UMW.
demands on page 2.—Editor.)

Labor Peace Parleys
Are Postponed

Peace parleys between A. F. of
L. and C.I.O., scheduled to resume
last Wednesday, were postponed
without definite date last week be-
cause both sides were busy with
other pressing duties. The post-
ponement was arranged by John L.
Lewis and Matthew Woll. Renewal
of the negotiations is expected to
take place in the near future on a
“mutually satisfactory date.”

Both C.I.O. and A. F. of L. lead-
ers will be taken up with the hear-
ings on the Wagner Act beginning
before the Senate Labor Committee
this week. In addition, Messrs. Lewis
and Murray are busily engaged in
difficult negotiations with the soft-
coal operators.

Imitating
The Dictators

o4 ENERAL Robert Wood

believes it would be a
good thing if, in the United
States, every youth would
give six months or a year of
his life to the state. . . ‘It
might not he a bad idea to
imitate one thing in the total-
itarian states,” he told the
Young Men’s Supper Club. of
Boston, ‘and to force every
youth to give six months or a
year of his life to the state,
either in labor service or mili-
tary service or both. Of
course, the cry of regimenta-
tion would be raised but I am
convinced it would be a fine
thing for our youth ...’ ”—
Associated Press dispatch,
April 1.

Who is this General Wood,
who is so enraptured with the
labor camps and militarization
of totalitarianism? None
other than adviser on business
relations to Secretary of Com-
merce Harry Hopkins, New
Dealer No. 1!

xis Powers

Defy

nglo-French Bloc

Italy Acts to Occupy Albania; New

German Move Is

Tension between the two rival
imperialist camps in Europe—on
the one side, the ‘“great demo-
cracies,” England and France; on
the other, the Rome-Berlin axis—
increased almost to the breaking
point last week as a clash seemed
imminent at more than one point on
the Continent.

Acting as the spearhead of the
fascist alliance, Italy invaded Al-
bania, rushing troops and warships
across the Adriatic in accordance
with a plan previously formulated at
a joint conference of Italian and
German chiefs of staff at Innsbruck.
The objective of the move seemed to
be to convert Albania, already an
Italian sphere of influence, into an
outright protectorate. At Tirana,

NOT A BAD IDEA

TSN'T 1T ABOUT T(ME
WE PRACTISED

A LITTLE

COLLECTIVE BARGAINING
AMONG OVRSELVES?

Stalinists

Control

ClO’s UAW Board

New Outbreak of Faction War Seen

(Special to the Workers Age)

Cleveland, Ohio

The Communist Party and its al-
lies in the convention of the C.I.O.
faction of the United Automobile
Workers of America struck back in
the waning hours of the convention
by taking a better than two-to-one
grip on the incoming International
Executive Board of the union.

The voting for board members
came after ten days of haggling
during which all others questions
were submerged in the all-pervading
struggle for power and control of
the union. It was generally conceded
here that, left alone, the candidate
of the Communist Party for the
presidency of the union, whether
Richard Frankensteen or George
Addes, could easily have been elect-
ed. This was more than proved in
the election of board members. It
was the direct intervention of the
C.I.O., fearing a violent reaction in
the membership in the event a com-
munist or fellow-traveler was elect-
ed, that assured the election of Ro-
land@ J. Thomas to the presidency.
The election of George Addes to the
office of secretary-treasurer was
most welcome to the Communist
Party for it gave it the power
to check Thomas in running the
union if he should prove intractable.

With the adoption of the Thomas-
Addes slate for officers, the scene
shifted to a long-drawn-out contro-
versy over the number of vice-
presidents. The C.P. held out for five
in order to assure the reelection of
Richard Frankesteen, Wyndham
Mortimer and Ed Hall, the leaders
of its forces in the union, and
simultaneously to assure itself a
majority of the governing body of
the union. When this proposal was
finally rejected upon the direct in-
tervention of John L. Lewis who
spoke up against any vice-presi-
dents, the Stalinists then desperate-
ly sought the election of three board
members at large to assure places
for Frankensteen, Mortimer and
Hall. But this proposal also failed
and the leading Stalinists, forced to
stand for reelection on their merits,
were miserably defeated. “Whiskey
Ed” Hall, as he is popularly known

in the ranks of the auto workers,

discreetly obliterated himself and
left his Stalinist mate, William
Cody, to carry the ball. This he did
and none too well either for he
nosed out former board member F.
J. Michel by a mere six votes, the
tally being 100 for Cody as against
94 for Michel. More surprising was
the failure of Mortimer to secure a
place on the board from his own
Ohio region. It is said that neither
Reisinger nor Miley cared to move
over to make place for him. The
talk now is that, in order to keep
Mortimer in the swim, he will be
appointed regional director for the
East, since this region will not elect
its board member for three months.
Best of three C.P. stalwarts in the
showing he made was Frankensteen.

(Continued on Page 2)

Expected Soon

capital of the small kingdom, re-
ports were rife that the govern-
ment would submit to the Italian
invasion, resulting in another
victory without fighting for the
Axis powers.

The drive to take control of Al-
bania was one of the moves of the
Axis powers in connection with the
efforts of the British government to
build up a “Stop Hitler” movement.
The keystone of this structure was
a ‘“pledge” given by Prime Minister
Chamberlain that England and
France would come to the assist-
ance of Poland in defense of its
“independence” against any “ag-
gressor.” This declaration was later
extended to cover other countries
menaced by Hitler. The author-
itative London Times, however,
pointed out that this “pledge” re-
ferred to “independence” and not
to “integrity” and would, presum-
ably, not apply to a German move
against Danzig. As a matter of fact,
there were fairly well-founded ru-
mors that the British Foreign Office
was advising Poland to yield Dan-
zig and allow Germany to build a
military road across the Polish Cor-
ridor in order to “reduce Hitler’s
claims,” another form of the old
“appeasement” policy.

The “Stop Hitler” movement also
included efforts to bolster up finan-
cially and diplomatically a number

“Robert Briscoe, Jewish member
of the Irish Parliament, told a meet-
ing of the Men’s Club of Congrega-
tion Mt. Sinai, Brooklyn, last night
that he ‘would like to see in the
last thousand years a single instance
of the English government having
kept a promise.’ ”—News item.

of countries already in the orbit of
the Axis powers or being rapidly
drawn into it. Rumania and even
Albania came into consideration
here.

In Germany, government-inspired
publicity took a form that seemed
to point to some sensational devel-
opment at any moment. The agita-
tion about Danzig, with its threats
and atrocity stories, continued and
to it was added the loud cry of “en-
circlement.” As things stood, it ap-
pealred certain that, while Hitler
would allow Mussolini to come to
the fore this time in Albania, an-
other German move of aggression
would be initiated very soon there-
?fter or perhaps: even simultaneous-
y.

In this whole situation, Russia
continued aloof, holding off. Soviet
spokesmen were openly dubious of
the value of Chamberlain’s pledges
and warned that the entire “Stop
Hitler” movement might end in
further concessions to Germany and
Italy, in a “miniature Munich,” as it
was put. The Russian news agency
Tass issued an official denial of the
reports that Moscow had obligated

litself or would obligate itself to

supply war ‘material to Poland in
case of war and to close its raw-
material market to Germany. The
Journal de Moscou, Soviet Foreign
Office organ, also emphasized that
to bank on Poland, especially on the
Poland of Colonel Beck, was to
“invite disillusionment and disaster.”
In fact, there was a distinct under-
tone of suspicion in Soviet circles
that the net result, and perhaps
even the essential purpose, of the
Anglo-French diplomatic manouvers
might be an attempt to divert

Hitler towards the East again.

British Royalty May
Call Off U. S. Visit

Frank Howard’s Weekly Washington Letter

By FRANK HOWARD

Washington, D. C.

F you have heard rumors that the

King and Queen of Great Britain
will not come to this country on a
visit in June, you can believe the
news. In any case, the State Depart-
ment is passing out this informa-
tion thru usually reliable inform-
ants. The reason for the cancella-
tion of the visit is that the outlook
for war in Europe by Summer is
good or bad, depending on where
you stand; war seems inevitable. An-
other factor, however, is the increas-
ing awareness on the part of the
representatives of the British Crown
who have been - arranging for the
visit that the King and Queen are
not so popular here. New Dealers,
whether pro-war or anti-war, are
against this visit. They consider
Their Majesties to be even more
potent reminders of British imperi-
alism, rather than democracy, than
Chamberlain himself. Consequently,
they have been suggesting all kinds
of things. Some favor egging on

the Irish-Americans to cut up a bit.
Others had Winchell propose in his
column an umbrella picket-line at
the dock when the Queen Mary
comes in. These suggestions from
high-up places—as high-up as the
heads of major departments and
cabinet members—excited the Secret
Service no end and deeply pained
the British Ambassador. London
heard about it and is probably
thanking its lucky stars that a bona-
fide excuse can be given soon for
postponing the visit.

The most exciting guessing game
in Washington today is: Who has
the greatest passion for anonymity ?
If you can answer this one, you may
be able to predict who will be ap-
pointed to the six posts open to
presidential assistants at $10,000 per
year. The much-emasculated Reor-
ganization Bill provided for these
assistants and everyone realizes that
the appointees political complexion
will be indicative of the present
mood of F.D.R. Ben Cohen is on

(Continued on Page 3)
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CIO and AFL in the
New England Area

Federation Makes Gains on Many Fronts

By S. D. R.

Boston, Mass.
T is becoming increasingly ap-
parent in Massachusetts that the
strength of the A. F. of L. is in-
creasing and, with each such gain,
the corresponding loss of strength
and prestige in the C.I.O. becomes
manifest. We might divide the act-
ivities of both the A. F. of L. and
the C.I.O. into three categories:

LEGISLATIVE
ACTIVITIES

1. Legislative, or activities in be-
half of labor legislation.

2. Organizational, or activities
to organize unorgazined workers,

3. Consolidation of present
strength.

Under the first (legislative act-
ivities), the C.I.O. is but a poor
tail to the A. F. of L. kite. The
legislative agent for the A. F. of L.
is one Kenneth Taylor, whose voice
commands respect at committee
'meetings and assemblages in the
State House. He is following direct-
ly in the footsteps of his predeces-
sor, Bob Watt, who made ,such an
excellent name for himself in
fighting for labor legislation in
Massachusetts. The initiative for
all labor legislation emanates from
the State Federation of Labor, and
Ken Taylor is the voice of the
Federation. He appears before com-
mittees, speaks over the radio, has
an excellent office and research staff,
and capably presents labor’s case
before legislative bodies. The legis-
lative agent for the C.I.O. is Daniel
Boyle. Politically, he is a well-mean-
ing individual, who combines his
job of legislative agent for the C.
1.0. with the position of financial
secretary of the State C.I.O. Indus-
trial Council. Altho he makes a
good financial secretary and is a
Democratic wheel-horse, he lacks
the knowledge needed for pressing
the passage of bills because the
C.I.0. does not have adequate re-
search and secretarial staffs neces-
sary to supply the legislative agent
with sources and material, He rare-
ly, if ever, is ready to present a
good case in behalf of labor legis-
lation. The Stalinist stooge in the
C.I.O. legislative agent’s office is
David Boynick. Boynick gets his
orders from the Communist Party,
and apparently those orders are
“Back the A. F. of L. in every legis-
lative endeavor”’—which, consider-
ing the type of legislation sponsor-
ed by the A. F. of L., is not at all
bad advice. The fly in the ointment
is that, in appearances before the
legislative committees, Boynick is no
credit to the C.1.0. Compared to the
stature of a Bobb Watt or a Ken
Taylor, Boynick appears the sly op-
portunist politician, always curry-
ing favor. This does not enhance the
prestige of the C.1.O. It is very sig-
nificant that, whereas two years ago,
and even one year ago, sensible
trade unionists in cither camp were
outspokenly for unity in the labor
movement, such desire among A. F.
of L. trade unionists is no longer
apparent.

IN ORGANIZATIONAL
FIELD

In the organizational field, the
initiative is all on the part of the
A. F. of L. The C.I.O. unions are fal-
ling apart, as, for instance, the case
of the textile workers, the rubber
workers, and others. On the other
hand, the A. F. of L. has initiated
a tremendous organizational drive
in New England. Organizers are
being sent into every region, ex-
ploring the possibility of organiza-
tional growth. The C.I.O. in Massa-
chusetts has done nothing. There is
but one organizer on its staff. There
is no coordination whatsoever of or-
ganizational activities within the
C.1.0. movement.

On the other hand, the A. F. of
L. has coordinated its organizational
drive very well, so that every city
central labor wunion, every New
England state federation and na-
tional organization, is actively par-
ticipating. On all labor fronts, it is
evident that the C.I.O. is now on
the defensive.

It is true that, during the form-
ative stages of the C.I.O. and its
amazing growth in the early period,
the A. F. of L. also gained added
strength and numbers. But, where-
as the A. F. of L. has solidified its
strength and its organizational
structure, the C.I.O. has permitted
unions to disintegrate because of
factionalism inspired by the C.P,,
and the ineffectuality of the leader-
ship in the C.1.O. office. The C.I1.O.
needs unity within the labor move-
ment to save the labor organizations
within the C.I.O.

Frank J. Manning, formerly New

England regional director for the
T.W.0.C. has been appointed New

"| England director for Labor’s Non-

Partisan League. A convention of
the League has been called for Sun-
day, April 16, in Boston, Mass. It
promises to be an interesting con-
vention, for then it will be decided
whether the League will fulfill its
promise of an independent labor
party or become an instrument to
promote the policies, both foreign
and domestic, of the Democratic
New Deal. I venture to make a pre-
diction— the convention will be pro-
Democratic along C.P. “democratic-
front” lines, It will adopt “collec-
tive-security” resolutions. It will
follow Lewis’s lead into the De-
mocratic primaries in an effort to
“capture” the Democratic party for
the New Deal. It will prove utterly
ineffective and futile.

WORKERS AGE
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HARD-COAL MINERS MEET IN NEW YORK

John L. Lewis,bb;e'sidéx.lt of the United Mine Workers of America, addressing the Tri-District
Anthracite Convention, held recently in New York City. This convention included delegates from
Districts 1, 7 and 9. It formulated demands to be presented to the operators.
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Problems

In Knitgoods Vote

Significance of Recent Local 155 Elections

By LOUIS NELSON

(Louis Nelson is manager of Knit-
goods Workers Union Local 155, I.L.
G.W.U.—Editor.)

New York City
LECTIONS in the Knitgoods
Workers Union are over. The
jury has rendered its verdict and
this verdict will have to be accepted
by all. But it is important to point
out the big issues in this hot cam-
paign, altho, of course, not all knit-
goods workers recognized the issues
as they were.

THREE VITAL
ISSUES
There were three vital problems

Iinvo]ved in the campaign: (1) the

question of political domination over
trade unions; (2) the question of so-
called “united fronts” within the

UAW Meets

to Map

Demands on Operators

Improved Working Conditions in Fore

HE deadlock of the joint confer-
ence of the Appalachian 'mine
operators and the United Mine
Workers of America has centered
attention once again on the demands
put forth by the U.M.W.A. in this
conference as well as on the pending
negotiations with the anthracite
operators.

The chief demands of the U.M.W.
A. in the soft-coal fields are; 6-hour
day, 5-day week as against the 7-
hour day in the existing contract; in-
crease of 50 cents a day for all in-
side and outside workers, others to
receive an increase of 15 cents per
ton; guarantee of 200 days pay per
year; tonnage men to be paid $6.50
per day for every day less than 200
worked, others at regular daily rate;
two weeks vacation with regular pay;
lay-offs be be carried out on basis
of length of service and reemploy-
ment to follow same rule; elimina-
tion of all differentials within or be-
tween districts; clarification of union-
recognition clauses and the provi-
sion for a standard check-off system.

The tri-district convention of Dis-
tricts 1, 7 and 9 of the UMW.A.
(anthracite field) met in New York
City on March 23 and formulated a
26-point program to be incorporated
in the contract which the union hopes
to secure from the hard-coal opera-
tors of Pennsylvania. :

Big Send-Off
For LLLA.
Delegation

New York City

ORE than 850 members and
friends of the Indenendent La-

bor League of America filled Rivera
Hall to overflowing at the send-off
party for the international delega-
tion of that organization. The affair
took place Satur'day evening, April 1.

An enthusiastic reception was
given the various speakers who re-
presented FEuropean working-class
parties and who expressed their
solidarity with the aims of the in-
ternational delegation. Among those
heard were spokesmen of the
P.0.U.M,, the Italian Socialist Par-
ty (Maximalists), the Jewish Bund
of Poland, the “Wege und Ziele”
group of Austria, and others.

The representative of the Italian
socialists, a veteran revolutionary
and participant in the Zimmerwald
conference, urged international
solidarity in support of the Euro-
pean working class oppressed by the
brutality of fascism. Especially
necessary, the speaker said, was the
recreation of revolutionary faith in
the ideals.

Straight from the front lines of
the Spanish civil war were Miguel
Pons and Meri Pardo of the P.O.
U.M. who stressed the agreement of
their party with the need for inter-
national revolutionary socialist col-
laboration.

Among the American speakers
were Benjamin Stolberg, Lewis
Corey, Bertram D. Wolfe and Jay
Lovestone,

Lovestone greeted the interna-
tional delegation and pledged the
full support of the LL.L.A. to ef-
fecting its aims.

The speeches were followed by an

hour of Tbrilliant entertainment,
hugely enjoyed by the audience.

Union Heavily Hit Under
Anti-Trust Law

(Continued from Page 1) \
condone the violence, but we do say
that labor must and will wage a
persistent battle against heing
placed under the punitive provisions
of the Sherman Anti-Trust Act.”

DANBURY CASE

RECALLED
The verdict in the Apex case, in-
volving the heaviest damages

hitherto assessed against a union,
recalls the famous Danbury hatters
case of thirty-seven years ago in
which the boycott as a union weapon
was virtually outlawed and the
United Hatters of North America
were assessed $262,130 damages in

favor of D. E. Loewe and Co., of
Danbury, Conn.

The litigation began in 1902 when
the notorious Anti-Boycott Society
of America supported Loewe & Co.
and the American Federation of La-
bor lent its backing to the hatters
union.

Loewe & Co. brought suit against
240 members of the United Hatters,
alleging that conspiracy existed to
injure theé business of the plaintiffs,
soft-hat manufacturers, because
they refused to unionize their fac-
tory. During several trials, evidence
was offered that certain labor unions
had instituted a boycott against the
plaintiff’s business. A verdict of a

The following are the major de-
mands formulated: 6-hour day, 5-day
week at existing rates plus nominal
increases; equal division of work;
all lay-offs and rehiring to be deter-
mined by seniority or length of ser-
vice; abolition of contract system;
minimum rate of no less than $4.62
for 6-hour day; time and a half for
overtime and double time for Sunday
work; no replacement of regular
men by monthly men or foremen
duridz idle time; supplies to be
union made and charged at no more
than wholesale prices; abolition of
physical examinations on hiring or
rehiring; two weeks vacation with
pay.

New Revolt
In ClIO Office
Unionin N.Y.

New York City
EVOLT in the Stalinist-domin-
ated C.I.O. office-workers union
in New York flared up again last
week, this time in Local 30 of in-
dustrial-insurance  agents. Two
weeks before, 500 members of Local
16 had voted to sever their affilia-
tion with the C.I1.O. and to join the
A. F. of L. organization of office
workers.

In recent months, rebellion against
the intolerable behavior of the
C.I1.0. union’s International officers
grew rapidly among the membership
and officers of Local 30. Finally,
Louis Merrill, Stalinist International
president, feeling he could not hold
down the lid any longer, decided to
execute a coup d’etat. In a letter
sent out on March 31, he “sus-
pended” all seventeen members of
Local 30’s executive board! He also
declared the local to be in a “state
of emergency” .(martial law) and
announced that it would be “taken
over” by an “administrative commit-
tee,” headed by Allan Haywood,
C.L.O. regional director in New York.

Eight of the seventeen ‘“sus-
pended” board members, thru their
attorney, Joseph G. Glass, announced
that they would fight the “suspen-
sions” in court if necessary. They
assailed Merrill’s action as “dicta-
torial” and “autocratic.” “We charge
that under your term in office,” they
declared in a reply to Merrill, “the
membership of our union has been
drastically reduced. What was once
a powerful local union is now but a
shell of its former self. In your mad
endeavor to gain control of our local
union, you have foisted upon us so-
called organizers who were incom-
petent, arrogant, lacking in experi-
ence and who know only of one loy-
alty, subservience to the Communist
Party. We charge that you have
driven from our ranks more than
3,000 members.”

From all indications, Mr. Merrill
is likely to find that his Hitler-like
stroke, far from crushing the rising
rebellion of the rank' and file of
the organized industrial-insurance
agents of Local 80, will only in-
tensify their determination to be rid
of the entire Stalinist crew that is
ruining the C.I1.O. office-workers
union.

little more than $84,000 damages,
tripled mandatorily under the
Sherman Anti-Trust Act, was final-
ly upheld by the Supreme Court in
1915.

Many members of the hatters
union faced the loss of their homes
when the government foreclosed on
them to satisfy the judgment.
Loewe & Co. previously had at-
tached union members savings ac-
counts totaling $70,000. The A. F.
of L. finally came to the rescue with
$165,000, raised from union mem-
bers and sympathizers thruout the
country. A settlement was reached
and Loewe & Co. signed a release
on the homes.

In the Coronado case in 1922, to
which Mr. Syme referred in his
statement quoted above, the
Supreme Court held the acts alleged
against the U.M.W. had not inter-
fered with interstate commerce and
so the Sherman Anti-Trust Act could
not be invoked.

Dubinsky

Blasts C.P.
Tactics

(Continued from Page 1)

Stalinists a menace wherever they
are active, be it among the auto-
mobile workers, the office workers,
the " seamen or the agricultural
workers.”

“The Cleveland convention of the
United Automobile Workers,” Mr.
Dubinsky continued, “is living proof
of this attempt to control and do-
minate the labor movement. This
convention represents a complete
vindication of President Martin’s
fight to rid the union of these dis-
rupters.” He recalled that, when
Martin suspended five officers of his
union almost a year ago for Stalin-
ist intrigue to take over the .union,
the Stalinists and the C.I.O. could
find no language strong enough to
abuse him. Sidney Hillman and
Philip Murray of the C.I1.O., he con-
tinued, finally forced their reinstate-
ment. “But, at Cleveland, Mr. Hill-
man and Mr. Murray had to fight
these very elements as communists.
They abolished the offices they
formerly held. Three of them are
completely out of the leadership;
one has been demoted and only one
has retained his post.”

Mr. Dubinsky expressed himself
as opposed to barring from mem-
bership anyone working in the in-
dustry for his political opinions. But
that is no reason, he stressed, why
the destinies of the union should be
entrusted to people who seek con-
trol and domination. He agreed, he
said, that in some cases rules might
be necessary to prevent such ele-
ments from holding office.

Discussing united-front activities
generally, President Dubinsky said
he was in favor of such united-front
actions as “advanced the cause of
labor” but he was unalterably op-
posed to united fronts with Stalin-
ists forces because of their mania
for control and domination.

“What I say about the commu-
nists,” - Mr. Dubinsky concluded,
“would apply also to Socialists,
Lovestoneites, Democrats, or Repub-
licans if their aims and purposes
were the same as those of the com-
munists. Fortunately, their purposes
and aims are not the some. Only the
Communist Party has this objective
and there is therefore only that one
problem.” Mr. Dubinsky also scored
the Coughlinites and Nazis as a
growing menace in the unions.

Congratulatory speeches were
made by Manager Charles Zimmer-
man of Local 22 and Manager Max
Cohen of Local 60. A large knit-
goods-workers chorus made its first
appearance under the direction of
Lazar Weiner and was very well
received. Hundreds of telegrams and
dozens of floral presentations were
received from local unions and shops
in the industry.

—

“Justice”

On the W.PA.

To the Editor of
New York Post:

I am a W.P.A. electrical
worker and have been work-
ing on the W.P.A. for four and
a half years. During these
years, I have deprived myself
and family of necessities of
life to save some money for a
rainy day and the amount was
$200.

I was put out without an
investigation and was told to
use the money up before ap-
plying for home relief not W.
P.A. work. I have used the
money in paying unpaid bills
and clothing for my family.
Now they tell me I should not.
have used the money and I
will have to live without any
aid for three months.

Is that justice? Why don’t
they put the politicians, that
have soft jobs and generous
incomes, out instead of a man
who is trying hard to get
along on $84 a month?

A DISGUSTED CITIZEN

Read — Spread
WORKERS AGE

New National Union of

Jobless Launched

Plans Militant Campaign Thruout Land

Detroit, Mich.

A NEW national union for unem-

ployed and W.P.A. workers
was organized at the recent con-
vention of the United Automobile
Workers of America in this city. The
new organization, which has already
enrolled 15,000 dues-paying mem-
bers, is known as the United W.P.A.
and Unemployed Workers of Amer-
ica.

Altho originally the U.A.W. or-
ganized the unemployed into an
auxiliary, the new union is auto-
nomous, with jurisdiction and cover-
age extending to all types of unem-
ployed and W.P.A. workers. The
locals are self-financing. National
organizers are already in the field
working under a National Organ-
izing Committee, of which William
B. Taylor is the chairman.

It is intended that the new or-
ganization shall have the closest
possible connections with the organ-
ized trade-union movement, and
steps to that end have already been
taken. A provisional constitution
has been adopted which will serve
until the organizing convention,
scheduled for December 1, 1939,
takes place.

The main purpose of the unem-
ployed union is to establish an or-
ganization which will really defend
the interests of the workers, with-.
out regard to the political dictates
of any outside group. In the fore-
word to the program of the organ-
ization, strong opposition is express-
ed to the burocratic domination of
the Workers Alliance which, as is
well known, is a Stalinist agency
operating to prevent the unemploy-
ed from pressing for their rights so
as not to “embarass” the New Deal.

A seven-point program for unem-
ployed and W.P.A. workers, based
on the fact that the unemployed get
only what they can force the gov-
ernment to give, has been issued
by the United W.P.A. and Unem-
ployed Workers of America. The
program declares that the union is
dedicated to the following object-
ives:

1. To unite all work-relief and un-
employed workers regardless of
race, color or creed in a strong, de-

mocratic, autonomous national
union,
2. To eliminate discrimination

from all branches of work relief and
relief,

3. To the continuance and exten-
sion of a socially-constructive works
program until all employables are
engaged in useful work.

4. To obtain for relief clients a
relief budget commensurate with an
American standard of living.

5. To use the political strength of
this organization to bring about a
progressive program of social legis-
lation in city, county, state and
federal legislative bodies.

6. To raise the wages and improve
the conditions of workers engaged
on federal works projects.

7. To work ‘owards a system of
economic abundance in which the
benefits of modern science and mass-
production industry are extended to
every worker. .

A conference with Colonel Har-
rington, national administrator of
the W.P.A., is on the early order of
business of the new union. A pro-
gram of concrete demands for the
unemployed and W.P.A. workers
will be shortly presented to him by
William B. Taylor.

Stalinists Take Control of
ClO’s UAW Board

(Continued from Page 1)
He ran second to Walter Reuther in
the Detroit region vote for four
board members.

STALINISTS TAKE
EXECUTIVE BOARD

Smarting under the defeat ad-
ministered their slate for the two
leading offices and the vice-presi-
dents, the Stalinists determined to
strike back and assure their influ-
ence and control of the organization
thru taking a majority on the board.
In fact, the more conservative forces
in the convention and even the
“middle-of-the-roaders” were aghast
at the display of strength on the
part of the C.P. and its reflection in
terms of board majority.

The following is the International
Executive Board elected: Eastern
region, to elect within three months.
Southern region, L. Smith, succeed-
ing the conservative Fred Pieper.
Ohio regions reelected R. Reisinger,
P. Miley and E. Krameyx. Detroit
region elected Walter Reuther,
Richard Frankensteen, Leo LaMotte
and Richard Leonard. Reuther and
LaMotte were on the previous
board, Frankesteen having been a
vice-president. Defeated for reelec-
tion from Detroit were Morris
Field, former educational director
of the union; Tracy Doll, from the
Hudson local; and Loren Houser,
from Motor Products. From eastern
Michigan, three board members were
elected —. Arthur Case, William
McCauley and Reuben Peters.
Charles Madden, former board mem-
ber, failed of reelection. R. Mer-
rill was defeated, Indiana electing
Leroy Roberts. Wisconsin defeated
former board member F. J. Michel
and elected William Cody. Missouri
returned Delmond Garst; Califor-
nia elected L. H. Michener; and
Canada turned down Charles Mil-
lard for reelection and sent George
Burt to the board.

The presence of so large a num-
ber of Stalinists on the board will
undoubtedly be the basis for new
faction struggles in the organiza-
tion. This is especially probable be-.
cause of the defeat of so many of
the non-Stalinist forces. Already
there is talk in Stalinist ranks of a
“purge” of anti-Stalinist elements
in the organizing staff. The Stalin-
ist majority of the board assumes
even greater significance in the light

of the fact that the Cleveland con-
vention has cut down the powers of
the officers and has increased the
powers of the board.

Many in the union hope that the
C.I.O. will continue to serve as a
restraining force upon the Stalin-
ists and point to the fact that the
Coordinating Committee of Hillman,
Murray, Thomas and Addes, re-
mains to guide the union. In addi-
tion, it is said that the Michigan
C.I.O. office is befng reorganized
so that “closer attention” (read:
domination) can be given to the U.
A.W. But there is a serious question
as to how far the C.I.O. can go in
interfering in U.A.W. problems,
thereby exposing the almost total
absence of autonomy in that union.
Despite the thick layer of C.I.O. of-
ficialdom at the Cleveland conven-
tion, a number of localized and
abortive revolts could not be squel-
ched and some very harsh words
relative the C.1.0.’s domination were
heard. Much more of the same will
be heard when the delegates get
back home and try to explain how
and why they placed the union in
the hands of the Stalinists.

The convention also served to il-
lustrate an interesting point in
Stalinist strategy relative to the
Negro question. A proposal to place a
Negro worker on the board thru an
election at large was' turned down
by the Stalinists. Even the socialists
made no fight. For the former
feared that a place taken by a
Negro would cut down their repre-
sentation. The objection was, of
course, couched in very high-sound
ing phrases about opposition to
electing a Negro by “jim-crow”
methods.

It is expected that the Stalinists
will further attempt to strengthen
their position by securing board
action for the appointment of Hall
and other Stalinists to leading posts
and by setting up an administrative
committee to make sure that Pres-
ident Thomas does their bidding.

MARTIN FORECASTS
RESULTS

Commenting on the course of the
Cleveland convention, President
Homer Martin declared in a radio
broadcast last week: “The Cleveland
caucus has, in many respects, been
a remarkable demonstration of the
truth of every accusation we have

trade unions; and (3) the issue of
war and fascism.

Altho the Communist Party has
denied time and again that it wants
to dominate the unions, it has shown
in every union where it has had any-
thing to say that not only does it
want to dominate but that, in the
event it cannot achieve its ends, it
is ready to wreck and destroy the
union in question. It is rule or ruin!
Realizing this, we were determined
not to allow the C.P. to get a grip
over our organization.

This election showed that, altho
the Communist Party can make a
great deal of noise and create the
impression upon the outside world
that it has the workers with them,
when it comes to a showdown the
healthy instinct of the workers pre-
vails and the C.P. can get only a
handful to follow it. And even of
this small number not all by any
means agree with them. In every
labor union where you have to deal
with thousands of workers, it natu-
rally happens that not all the time
can a business agent or a complaint
clerk adjust all matters to the satis-
faction of each and every individual.
There will, therefore, always be a
number of discontented and-dissatis-
fied workers and the Communist
Party is always there to fish in
troubled waters and to exploit all
grievances for its own ends.

The tactics of “united front” ra-
ther than a united union has some
significance. As long as a trade-union
leader “works with” the Communist
Party, accepts the party line and
participates in all of the party’s
“appendix” organizations, such as
the League for Peace and Democra-
cy, the L.LL.D. and the rest, then even
if he is thoroly reactionary, even if
he has actually and literally be-
trayed the workers, as has Ossip
Wolinsky in the pocketbook-workers
union, yet he is declared “kosher”
by the C.P. and taken into their
“united front.” This is the real
meaning of the “united front” as it
appears in many local unions of the
LL.G.W.U, as well as in the labor
movement generally.

The progressive administration of
our union refused to bargain on
principles or policies, refused to en-
Zage in horse-trading with the Com-
munist Party. We have never barred
C.P. members from activity in our
anion but we have refused and we
still refuse to recognize them as a
constructive force within the labor
movement or in our own union. We
judge them by their policies and
their actions.

ON WAR
AND FASCISM

On the issue of war and fascism,
we also made our position clear. We
are opposed to “collective-security”
and faith in the so-called “democra-
cies” because this is a policy leading
to war, which would bring fascism to
this country. We are for partici-
pating actively in every movement
directed towards keeping America
out of war and fighting the menace
of fascism.

We are for unity in the labor
movement, for one united A. F. of L.
We are for industrial unionism and
we believe that, if the labor move-
ment were united, we could achieve
industrial unionism  within the
framework of the A. F. of L. On all
of these issues, which we stressed in
our campaign along with the indus-
trial issues affecting the knitgoods
workers, we were overwhelmingly
sustained by the membership.

_ I do want to warn the progressives
in our union that they should not
get dizzy with success and forget
their duties and the hard work ahead
of them. Thousands of knitgoods
.workers are still unorganized. Con-
ditions in the shops will have to be
maintained by hard day-to-day fight-
ing. The prosperity that the Roose-
velt Administration has been prom-
ising is still around the corner and
the problem of many millions of un-
employed still confronts us.

The progressives in our union
realize that we are not an isolated
force. The progressive movement in
the trade unions has an historical
mission, the mission of bringing the
message of clarity, consciousness
anq militancy to the workers in the
unions.

The incoming progressive adminis-
tration of the Knitgoods Workers
Union will fulfill its duties and obli-
ggtions to the knitgoods workers. It
will live up to its pledge to continue
tl}e work for a powerful, progres-
sive, militant union playing its
proper part in the general labor
movement.

made against the so-called leaders
who have sold themselves to the
Communist Party. You can be sure
that whatever comes out of Cleve-
land, the Communist Party will
have its pound of flesh.”

Mr. Martin made this statement
before the Cleveland convention
elected its International Executive
Board. He also made an appeal to
all local unions and to the member-
ship, regardless of its opinions on
the present controversy, to get to-
gether on the basis of autonomy and

democracy for the automobile work-
ers.

“This is the moment for the
United States to be unneutral . . .
Sooner or later, we would be in-
volved in any war, and it is better
to show our hand now,” the Penn-
sylvania director of the League of
Nations Assocation is quoted in the
press as having declared recently.
The League of Nations—a “force

for peace”!
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“"National Defense” and

Munitions Industry

Government Aids Arms Dealers In Foreign Sales

By ROSE M. STEIN

ELLING airplanes or other in-
struments of warfare to for-
eign nations is an old American
custom.. It dates back to before the
World War. It is a custom, moreover,
engaged in by American manufac-

" turers under both Republican and

Democratic administrations, and one
which has been claimed to be in the
interest of national defense. The
line of reasoning follows somewhat
along these lines:

A nation must be ready at all
times to defend itself by 'means of
war; industry is an indispensable in-
:strument of war; therefore, industry
is part of the national defense. If
industry is to provide adequate na-
‘tional defense, and is to be in con-
stant readiness for large-scale pro-
duction such as a war emergency
demands, it must be kept in practise
.and therefore in operation between
‘wars. Industry would, of course,
profit from being kept thus in prac-
‘tise even when there is no immedi-
ate need for its products, but that
would be purely coincidental. The
primary aim is national defense.

WHERE’S
‘THE CATCH?

It is a grand scheme, but it has
one serious obstacle. Where are the
orders to come from? There are
only two possible sources: one, the
government can make a special ef-
fort to supply munitions plants with
as many as possible of its own
orders, even tho it might be able to
produce the same materials in its
-own plants much more cheaply; two,
government agencies can use their
influence in aiding American pro-
ducers to dump their wares abroad.
Both expedients have been employ-
ed, but they have not always had
easy sailing. The most recent out-
burst on the airplane sales to France
is an example of the occasional
storm that has to be weathered.

Obstacles far more serious than
‘this one have been overcome, and the
public either knew nothing about
them or promptly forgot what they
knew. Take, for instance, the mat-
ters of government orders necessary
to keep the “industrial defenders” of
the nation in practise. Munitions

" producers euphemistically refer to

them as “educational orders.” From
the close of the war down to very
recently, these producers have beg-
ged, pleaded, and demanded from
Congress special appropriations for
“educational orders,” and, for as
many years, Congress resisted the
demand, knowing full well that the
scheme lends itself to tremendous
abuse. Back in 1923, a duPont execu-
tive, annoyed at this stand on the
part 6f Congress, gave expression to
these sentiments:

“Countries have been served and
sometimes saved by the individual
patriotic efforts of private citizens
when those in charge of the govern-

.ment were too short-sighted to do.

what those patriotic citizens saw
had to be done. Congress is too
short-sighted to see the necessity for
appropriating funds to keep private
manufacturers of military materials
in business. The army and navy
would spend money for this pur-
pose if they could get it; and be-
cause they cannot, they are doing all
they possibly can do, and that is to
help us make sales to other nations.

This is our country and not the’

country of Congress.”

Proponents of the scheme never
wearied; resistance finally broke
down about a year ago, and “educa-
tional orders” are now ' part of our
national defense program,

Every possible aid has been ex-
tended to the “merchants of death”
by United States government of-
ficials in an effort to boost their
sales abroad. U. S. navy vessels have
served as “sample cases” in demon-
strating to foreign nations the
operation of anti-aircraft guns man-
ufactured by American producers.
The Department - of Commerce,

under the headship of the “pacifist,”.

Herbert Hoover, no less than under

CAAAAAAAAAAANAANAN NAANAANANAAANAAAAANAAAA Y

Full Synopsis - Outline
of the course on

“DEMOCRACY, FASCISM,
SOVIETISM”

by Will Herberg

24 pages —— 25 gents
INDEPENDENT LABOR
INSTITUTE
131 W. 33rd St, N. Y. C.

A AN AN AN NI PN PN NSNS NN

 AAAAAAAAASAAANAAAAAAAANAAAAAAAAAAANNAAANAAA

Special Offer
WORKERS AGE

Bound Volume, 1937 — $1.75
Bound Volume, 1938 — $1.75
BOTH VOLUMES
FOR $2.50

Shipped postfree in the U. S.

x

WORKERS AGE BOOKSHOP
131 W. 33rd Street, New York

the others, promoted sales of Amer-
ican war ‘materials in Europe, Latin
America, and the Far East. The
Buro of Aeronautics cooperated
with American private firms in the
selection of military pilots to organ-
ize training schools abroad. Amer-
ican companies sold airplanes and
airplane engines to Germany even
before Hitler openly defied the Ver-
sailles treaty, and Pratt and Whit-
ney, a United Aircraft subsidiary,
back in 1933 licensed the Bavarian
Motor Works of Munich to build
cooled aircraft engines similar to
those used by the U. S. army. Amer-
ican naval missions advised Latin-
American countries what naval
equipment to buy, and even State
Department representatives have
often been called upon to say a good
word for the munitions produced by
their countrymen. Latest devices in
aircraft, chemical warfare and mili-
tary propellants are constantly be-
ing disclosed by our government as
an aid to private producers.

When theé Senate Munitions Com-
inittee made these facts known, gov-

ernment officials could not figure
out what the shooting was all about.
That is precisely our policy, they
pointed out. It is all part of the na-
tionai defense.

If these contentions are true, then

patriotic deed. If, however, such a
sale is a misdeed, then American
manufacturers have been engaged in
such misdeeds since the World War,
and have done so, in the main, with
the aid and blessing f gevernmental
departments.

In the final analysis, it comes
down to the question: Wha' do we
mean by national defense? What
and whom are we defending? ifas
the problem ever been made clear to

the sale of airplanes to France'is a|

the people? Does labor understana
its role in this program? These are
some of the questions that will be
discussed in the subsequent three
articles in this series.

(This is the first of a series of four
articles by Rose M. Stein, author of
“M-Day.” These articles first appeared
in Kenosha Labor.—Editor.)

WORKERS AGE

Fiscal Year
Hoouver’s last budget

1933 $293,344,496
Roosevelt’s budgets

1934 205,305,921
38,023,229

1935 212,186,712
61,298,999

1936 373,014,977
9,639,105e

1957 349,757,734
19,204,505e

1938 421,985,682
i 9,579,207p

1939 482,902,400
(est.) 12,000,000p

1940 472,059,100
{est.) 8,000,000p

(#)—emergency funds.
(p)—public-works funds.
(est.) —estimates.

War Department

message, january, 1939

. [
And the Billions Pile Up

(U. S. War Budget, 1933-1940)

plus $215,000,000 proposed in special defense

Navy Department Total
$349,561,924 $642,906,420
274,388,386
243,329,150 22,640,904¢ 297,029,290
540,358,440
321,410,530
273,485,711 115,037,329 436,447,859
709,933,570
391,424,149
382,654,082 137,607,516e 529,031,665
911,685,747
489,000,511
368,962,239 59,800,730e 548,801,241
917,763,480
(including e) 588,828,854
431,564,889 7,449,446p 596,278,300
1,027,843,189
616,635,250
494,902,40Q 20,000,000p 636,635,250
1,131,537,650
676,498,800
480,059,100 20,000,000p 696,498,800
1,176,557,900
1,391,557,900

We Arm the
Dictators

By HENRY LEE

(These paragraphs are from an arti-
cle, “We Arm the Dictators,” appear-
ing in the New York World-Telegram
af March 28, 1939.—Editor.)

HERE is an American iron and

steel scrap industry most solici-
tous of the growing pains of the
Axis. From about $2,000,000 export
business in 1932, it spiraled to
$79,000,000 in 1937. Last year it slid
off, but still was the second highest
year on record, and for the first
three quarters was 1.5% of the val-
ue of our total exports.

In 1936-38, the years of imperial-
ism, it supplied the three fascist
powers with 5,771,652 tons of scrap
and received $96,515,000. This was
more than the total foreign dollar
sales of American munitions in 1938.

The world was ransacked dry for
serap. Brazil studying a plan to re-
claim a million tons of rotting hulks
and junk, Nicaragua scooping thir-
ty-year-old wrecks out of the sand
for Japan. The Axis, nonetheless,
has had to come back to us.

Last year, thru November, Italy
took 68% of all her scrap imports
from us. More than 63% in 1937. On
:he basis of Nazi admissions that a
million tons had to be imported last
year, Germany relied on us for a
fourth of her imports. Japan’s pur-
chases, of course, are notorious, her
dependence on us pathetic.

Of our three-million-ton exports
last year, the Axis took more than
two-thirds.

And here are the figures for the
last three noisy years to bear it
out: :

TONNAG’ENH 1938

Count 1936

Germanyry 6,799 88,152 228,700
apan 1,058,000 1,912,000 1,380,000
taly 285,000 381,000 432,000

PAYMENT

Germany $ 122,000 $ 1,610,000 $ 2,945,000

Japan 14,177,000 39,386,000 22,035,000

Ttaly 3,564,000 6,640,000 6,036,000

By CHARLES VINCENT

: Paris, France
HE French bourgeoisie is divided

by the contradiction between

its imperialist interests, which lead
it to oppose Italy and Germany, and
its class interests which induce it to

vanguard of world reaction. The
tendency now prevailing, which is
represented by the majority of con-
servative politicians and the Radical
ministers, Daladier and Bonnet, con-
siders that “collective security” is
dead and gone and is ready to re-
cognize Germany’s “right” of ex-
pansion in eastern Europe: France
should limit itself to the Anglo-
French alliance and the defense of
her empire, reach a compromise with
Mussolini and Hitler and intervene
only when her “vital” interests are
at stake. Another tendency, whose’
point of view has been best express-
ed by de Kerillis, wants to form a
coalition of all the states menaced
by Germany and strengthen or re-
new the alliances with Poland,
U.S.S.R. and the Little Entente.

However deep the cleavage be-
tween the two groups may be, they
will always be reconciled in case of
emergency. The “peace” party was
ready to hand over the Sudeten dis-
tricts to Hitler provided Czecho-
Slovakia could be “neutralized” and
allowed to retain her army. But,
when Hitler put forth new claims—
immediate military occupation of
Bohemia, control of Czech foreign
policy and seizure of the Skoda
factories, owned by a big French
armament firm-—the “pacifists” be-
came just as hysterical as the “war-
mongers.”

The same is happening today with

Spain. Some are waiting anxiously

(Continued from Page 1)
everybody’s list. He really does have
this passion we have been talking
about. If Tommy the Cork gets one
of the jobs, however, the description
of the post will have to be changed.

Corcoran, or “Gardiner,” has devel-
oped a knack for publicizing himself.
He is still one of the most influen-
tial men in Washington, whether he
beecomes officially an assistant or
whether he remains the actual chief
assistant of the President.

LABOR PEACE
PROSPECTS

The peace negotiations (A.F. of L.
and C.I.0.) may not be progressing
so well now but the majority of
Washington experts continue to be-
lieve that unity of some kind will be
achieved. Hillman and Tobin are
leading the way as F.D.R.’s messen-
gers within the joint committee.
Lewis is privately (and not too pri-
vately at that) expressing bitterness
toward the President and his program
and his attempt to bring peace at a
time when the C.L.O. is not able to
play its best hand. Lewis does not
speak the language of the Stalinists
in his attacks on Roosevelt and it
will be interesting to watch how
long they can stomach these attacks.
They have many interests to con-
serve in this connection, of course,
but their basic political line will in
the end triumph over their trade-
union interests. When they break
with Lewis or he breaks with them,
you can be sure that there will be
some juicy scrapping.

Adding to my report of last week
on the prospects.for the New Deal
in 1940, I can simply say that mat-
ters are moving from bad to worse.
So puzzling is it to some Roosevelt-
ians as to why the Chief has not
spoken out against Garner and Far-

 |ley that they begin to wonder if the

President may not have convinced
himself that Farley and Farley alone
can salvage whatever can be sal-

vaged at this time and therefore that

British Royalty May Call
Off Visit to America

he will back Farley or Farley’s man,
with definite written commitments
which will tie Farley’s administra-
tion, if he wins, with bands of steel
to his New Deal program. This does
not make Corcoran and Co. happy
at all.

There are already signs that the
new anti-British, as well as anti-
German, orientation of the Soviet
Union has upset many liberals and
fellow-travelers here. They simply
cannot understand why Litvinov
does not heartily agree to work with
Chamberlain now that Chamberlain
is coming around to the “collective-
security” ideas of the Soviet Union.
This shadow on the escutcheon of
the Soviet Union is a surprisingly
great encouragement to talk to
those liberals who have wanted to
raise some questions about the So-
viet Union and the C.P. in this coun-
try but who feared for their jobs
or disliked a scene. The atmosphere
is less totalitarian these days and
the results are immediately evident.
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encourage fascism as the militant

. [supposed to preserve peace.

French Labor Divides
On the War Issue

Reflects Views of Capitalist Groups

for the final victory of Franco and
hope to be able to reach a com-
promise with Mussolini. Others fear
that the permanent occupation of
the Balearic Islands by Italy will
endanger France’s communications
with her African empire. But “paci-
fists” and “bellicists” alike are
united when Mussolini threatens to
annex Tunisia. )

Both parties will always join
hands in their hatred of labor and
popular freedom. Daladier’s “peace”
is based upon the strength of the
army and navy, on the one hand,
and upon the repression of the colo-
nial and working-class movements,
on the other. He speaks of “uniting
the nation” against foreign aggres-
sion, but he persecutes thousands of
strikers who wanted the rich to pay
the heavy armament expenses.
And his government is responsible
for the suppression of Tunisian
trade unions and the shooting of
Arab demonstrators demanding poli-
tical freedom.

The tragedy is that the French
working-class organizations have no
policy of their own; they are divided
into two tendencies which merely
reflect the point of view of the two
capitalist groups. The communists
invoked the danger of foreign ag-
gression to prevent the strikes of
June 1936 from developing into a
revoluticnary movement. They
agreed with the reformist trade-
union leaders to sacrifice the 40-
hour week to rearmament, the class
struggle to “national unity.” They
used the builders strike as a means
of pressure upon Daladier at the
time of the Munich crisis but, when
mobilization was proclaimed, they
called off the strike and urged the
strikers to “do their duty on the
battlefields for justice and democra-
cy.” Again, last November, they
used the general strike against the
government attack on the standard
of living and trade-union rights
merely as a weapon against Dala-
dier’s foreign policy at the time of
Chamberlain’s visit. The strike was
delayed and insufficiently prepared,
workshops were not occupied and
the workers were defeated.

After pinning their hopes on Da-
ladier or Reynaud, from whom they
expected a firm attitude in the
Czecho-Slovakian affair, they are re-
duced to applaud frantically de Ke-
rillis when he declares: “An officer,
the son and grandson of officers, I
have been brought up with my eyes
fixed on the Rhine line. I have been
taught to beware of the Germany
that has been menacing our frontiers
for the last thousand years.” De
Kerillis, who never concealed his
hatred for the Soviet regime and,
not so long ago, advocated an alli-

ance with Franco as a ‘means of sup-

planting Germany in Spain! But,
in spite of their display of chauvin-
ism, the communists are accused by
most of the sections of the bour-
geoisie of sabotaging national de-
fense while they are doing their best
to involve France in a war.

As for Blum, when he was prime
minister, he abandoned Spain to its
fate in order to strengthen “nation-
al unity” and the alliance with the
British Conservatives. This was
Blum
called himself a disciple of Jaures.
But the mere rumor of the landing
of German troops in Spanish Moroc-
co was sufficient to make him forget
his pacifism and send an ultimatum
to Germany which brought France
to the brink of war. The crisis of
September 1938 brought him nearer
still to the communist point of view.
At the last conference of the Social-
ist Party, his opinion prevailed
against that of his old friend Paul
Faure; they both agree, of course,
on rearmament and the defense of
French imperialism, but the latter
approves the Munich agreement
while Blum stands for mutual-assist-
ance pacts against Germany. Most
significant was Blum’s declaration
that it was no longer possible to
fight war by socialist means and by
concertéd action of the international
proletariat. In the recent debate on
Spain in the French Chamber, he
said that an “awakening of national

energies” was necessary, and har-

Books of

AMERICAN LABOR, by Herbert
Harris. Yale University Press,
New Haven. 1939,

HIS is a distinctly inferior work.

It has few 'merits and in-

numerable faults. In fact, it is dif-

ficult to see why it was ever writ-

ten; it certainly adds nothing but

confusion to an already confused
problem.

Mr. Harris’s queer notion of the
forces and tendencies at work in the
American labor movement in the
nineteenth century, to a general re-
view of which he devotes his first
two chapters, can be seen from his
conclusion that the triumph of the
A. F. of L. over the Knights of La-
bor was “a triumph of leadership
over logic,” the logic of history ap-
parently being with the Knights.
Now, of course, exactly the opposite
is true. The A, F. of L. was able to
supersede the Knights not only be-
cause of effective leadership but
above all because, despite all its
faults, it did represent realism and
modern unionism as against the
utopianism, panacea-mongering and
multi-class “inclusiveness” (which
the author mistakes for industrial
unionism!) of the latter. Naturally,
a profound mistake of this sort viti-
ates practically everything Mr. Har-
ris has to say about the earlier his-
tory of American labor.

The body of the book is made up
of seven chapters treating the
United Mine Workers, the Brother-
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, the
American Newspaper Guild, the
LL.G.W.U., the railroad unions, ‘the
U.A.W. and unionism in textiles,
respectively. There is not a really
good one in the lot, not even the
one on the LL.G.W.U. which is
easily the best. In general, these
chapters are superficial, distorted in
emphasis and judgment, often
biassed, not infrequently downright
ignorant. Some examples:

To Mr. Harris, the policy of en-
tering into trade agreements with
employers is the very antithesis of
class-struggle unionism. He must
have read some old I.W.W. tracts
and never got over it.

“Certainly,” Mr. Harris tells us,
“the rise and decline of sit-down
popularity resembled that of Mah
Jong and Tom Thumb golf.” This
we may take as an example of
profound social analysis. .

From Mr. Harris’s account, one
must conclude that the building-
trades unions are little more than
racketeering outfits run by a group

by Jim Cork

mony should reign between parties
—*“but a harmony excluding all
spirit of repression or retaliation
and attacks on the advantages and
rights which have further increased
the love of the workers for their
country.” So he is humbly begging
the bourgeoisie to moderate its at-
tacks so that the workers should be
}"eadier to fight for French imperial-
ism,

As a reaction against Blum and
the communists, some of the reform-
ist trade-union leaders have hailed
Daladier and Chamberlain as the
saviors of the world. For them,
peace must be purchased at any
price, even if it means accepting
capitalist servitude and abandoning
te their fate those who fight fascism
in other countries. This is ‘merely an-
other form of nationalism and class
collaboration and encourages Daila-
dier in his imperialist war plans. Up
to the present, only the Socialist and
Workers and Peasants Party (P.S.
0.P.), the anarchists and the revolu-
tionary opposition in the trade
unions, have adopted a true prole-
tarian and internationalist attitude
on the question of peace and war.
These are only minorities. But un-
doubtedly French workers will learn
their lesson very soon. One
thing is clear: only by recovering
their fighting capacity which has
been so - greatly injured by the
blunders and betrayals of their pre-
sent leaders, will the French work-
ers be able to put up an effective
resistance to the danger of war.

(This article was written before the
recent collapse of the Loyalist regime
in Spain.—Editor.)

the Age

of particularly degraded wretches.
They may be all that, but is that all
there is to the story?

The strategy of launching a
“unionizing campaign . . . by . ..
getting the employers to help start
it” is quite correctly characterized
as “dubiously astute” when it refers
to the A. F. of L. in the automobile
industry but not a word is said in
criticism of the same strategy, just
as ‘“dubiously astute,” when it is
applied by Hillman in the textile in-
dustry, altho Hillman is, of course,
the best known exponent of this
practise in the country. Indeed, the
whole chapter on textiles is nothing
but a lyrical eulogy of Hillman and
Hillmanism.

When a man is able to say, as
does the author, that David Dubin-
sky is “less a labor leader in the
customary usage of the term than
an efficiency expert,” he certainly in-
spires no confidence in his under-
stagnding. When he describes the
Jewish Bund, so thoroly socialistic
and anti-nationalistic in character,
as a “kind of Jewish Sinn Fein,” he
reveals how limited is his knowl-
edge of ordinary matters. But when
he speaks of Heywood Broun—
Broun, the defender of the Moscow
“trials”; Broun, the apologist for
every Stalinist vileness and atrocity
—as the exponent of a “radicalism
. .. firmly rooted in the moral-
righteousness tradition of the Whit-
tiers and the Garrisons, the Chan-
nings and the Cobbs,” he merely
shows the source of his inspiration
and ideas. Not that Mr. Harris is a
supporter or adherent of the Com-
munist Party; he is probably op-
posed to it in all sincerity., But with
a few excisions, a few changes in
phrases and footnotes, the book
might well be fathered by one of
the “labor experts” of the New
Masses,

The final chapter, “Conclusion,” is
no better than the rest. A hurried-
ly assembled, ill-digested mass of
information, with most conclusions
and judgments all wrong as usual.

The “bright,” smart-alecky jour-
nalistic style in which the book is
written is a distinet annoyance,
while the distressing habit of never
mentioning anybody without an ad-

jectival  epithet—*ca-canny  (Mr.
Harris thinks this word means
cautious or shrewd, whereas it

actually means industrial sabotage!
—W. H.), Scotch-born Philip Mur-
ray”; “shrewd]! sardonic Len De
Caux”; “brainy, ebullient Isadore
Nagler”; “thoughtful, handsome
Julits Hochman”; “hard-working,
conscientious Francis J. Gorman”—
gave me a slight headache.

On the whole, I didn’t like the
book.

Reviewed by W. H.
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[Issues Behind

Fight Over
Neutrality

By WILL HERBERG

(Concluded from last week)
HESE are the proposals that aim
at undermining and destroying
the neutrality legislation; but there
is also a movement to improve and
strengthen the existing law. Senator
Nye’s bill is one of them. It is a
bill to prohibit the export of arms,
and munitions in time of peace as
well as in time of war. There is
also the proposal not yet introduced
in Congress (altho it is included as
a detail in the Pittman amendment),
to exclude civil wars from the scope
of the Neutrality Act, where they
never belonged anyway, having been
included not in order to keep Amer-
ica out of war but in order to help
Chamberlain implement his treacher-
ous policy of “non-intervention”
against Loyalist Spain. Another
plan widely urged in Washington
is to extend the definition of arms
and implements of war, trade in
which is absolutely forbidden with
belligerent, to materials such as
oil, quite essential for war but not
hitherto regarded as armaments.
Then there is the demand that
the Neutrality Act be so amended
as to make it much more mandatory
than it now is in the sense of re-
quiring that it be invoked auto-
matically upon the outbreak of arm-
ed conflict abroad, whereas today
the President may invoke it or not
as he wishes, depending on whether
or not he “finds” that a “state of
war” exists, (This seems to be the
intent of the Nye-Clark-Bone bill
just introduced in'the Senate, accord-
ing to which either the President or
Congress would be empowered to
proclaim the existence of a “state or
war.”)

PURPOSES OF

NEUTRALITY LAWS
Fundamentally, the purpose of

neutrality and related legislation is

|double: (1) to restrict and hedge in

as much as possible the arbitrary
power of the President in foreign af-
fairs and thereby reduce the danger
of involvement in war behind the
back of the people; and (2) to pre-
vent the rise of an arms economy in
this country geared to the mili-
tary neéds of any belligerent or
group of belligerents, a development
that would serve as a noose to drag
the United States into the war on
the side of the powers to which it is
bound by the economic ties of war
finance and arms production. These
are purposes with which all those
really opposed to war must neces-
sarily sympathize and which they
must support. And these are the
touchstones by which we must, at
this juncture of affairs, test all pro-
posals ot amend or modify our neu-
trality legislation.

Altho strictly speaking it has lit-
tle to do with “neutrality,” the pro-
posed constitutional amendment to
forbid Congress to declare a foreign
war unless authorized by a popular
referendum belongs in this discus-
sion because its whole object is to
extend and strengthen popular con-
trol over foreign policy. In its
present form as in past versions, it
has many grave defects, which are
pretty obvious at first glance. For
one thing, it gives its approval, by
implication, to the doctrine of “con-
tinental defense,” which is the mask
under which American imperialism
operated in Latin America. Yet this
shortcoming and others like it are
of little consequence by and large.
The main thing is that the war-
referendum idea is an anti-war idea,
the vehicle by which the deep hostil-
ity to war of the American masses
can come to effective expression.
And therefore it must get our full
and active support.

The campaign against neutrality
legislation is now under way, guided
and inspired from the White House
and the State Department. But even
those leading the onslaught re-
cognize that the matter is a very
“delicate” one, that great “caution”
has to be used. “Some members of
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee,” reports the New York
Times of March 24, “expressed the
fear in talks that the present [neu-
trality] law had become so fixed in
the popular mind as a means of
keeping clear of war that any
tinkering with it might alarm the
country and make many citizens
believe that the nation was about to
be plunged into a general conflict.”
They will therefore try to accomplish
their ends by indirection, by round-
about schemes to “improve” neu-
trality and “bring it up to date”
rather than declare outright that
they want to destroy it. But we need
not be deceived if we keep our wits
about us and hold tight to the fun-
damentals outlined in the above
paragraphs.

We are in favor of any measure:

1. that restricts and limits the
power of the Executive in foreign
affairs and extends popular control
over th's field.

2. that “isolates” this country
from any entanglements, financial,
economic or diplomatic, with foreign
imperialist powers, whether “demo-
cratic” or fascist.

We are opposed to any measure:

1. that increases and extends in
any way Presidential discretion or
power in foreign affairs.

2. that tends to tie up the eco-
nomic machine of our country with
the military needs or arms eco-
nomies of foreign imperialist
powers, thus creating involvements
making for war.

3. that aligns the United States
diplomatically, directly or indirectly,
with any imperialist power or coali-
tion of powers, “democratic” or fas-
cist.
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THE APEX DECISION

HE verdict of the federal district court in the Apex case, as-
sessing nearly three quarters of a million dollars in damages
against a branch of the American Federation of Hosiery Workers
for injuries to company property said to have been inflicted
during a sit-in strike in 1937, is obviously part of the concerted
drive against organized labor that the employing class has un-
leashed on many fronts. It is closely related to the campaign to
“amend” the Wagner Act out of existence and to the movement to
force incorporation or governmental regulation upon the trade
unions. It is a direct expression of an increasingly hostile “public
opinion.” It is a significant sign of the times.

The effect of the Apex verdict, if it is allowed to stand, would
be not only to destroy the union directly involved but to throw a
pall of terror over the labor movement as a whole. On the basis
of this decision, any time any injuries are alleged in connection
with any strike or labor struggle in which a union is involved, that
union and its officers—and members, too, altho they were exempt-
ed by stipulation in the Apex case—may be dragged into court
under the Sherman Anti-Trust Law and made liable for triple
damages. Subject to such harrassment and persecution, a union
engaged in a labor struggle is necessarily hamstrung and handi-
capped from the very beginning. Indeed, such a precedent is
virtually an invitation to all sorts of provocations to “injurious
acts so that the unions can be brought into federal court under
the Sherman law with its triple damages. Just as the Danbury
hatters case did in 1902 and the Coronado miners case in 1922, so
does the Apex case today directly and immediately affect the
vital interests of the entire labor movement. It is up to the labor
movement, A. F. of L. and C.I.O. alike, to take up the challenge
unitedly and with closed ranks.

First of all, it is necessary to support the hosiery union in its
legal fight to overturn the Apex verdict, a fight that will very
probably reach the Supreme Court. But, in addition, labor must
press for effective legislative relief—and none of the trickery of
the Clayton Act either. The Apex decision must not be allowed
to stand and become a precedent.

SUICIDAL “SPITE’, POLITICS

WHAT happened in the House of Representatives recently.on
the agricultural-appropriations bill is certainly something
that deserves close attention and comment. A cut of $250,000,000
was voted in the funds for agriculture, including various forms
of agricultural relief. The cut was put thru on the initiative of
the reactionary Republican-Democratic “economy” block but a
great many of the votes that made the slash possible came from
Congressmen from the urban centers who resented the part
played by representatives from the farming communities in help-
ing to slash W.P.A. appropriations. Among those who engaged
in this bit of shabby politics were many ardent New Dealers, even
Congressman Marcantonio, whose soul is split between the A.L.P.
and the Republicans.

It is not difficult to understand the state of mind of many
of these New Deal Congressmen from urban centers where
thousands are threatened with acute distress because of the slash
in W.P.A. appropriations. If these fellows from the farm states
won’t vote relief funds for people in the cities, they say, why
should we vote relief for their constituents? But such “spite”
strategy is not only short-sighted and self-defeating; it is an at-

titude that is full of grave danger for both farmers and workers|-

under present conditions in the United States.

If there is one principle that the producing classes must ab-
sorb in their very flesh and blood if they are ever going to make
any headway, it is that the interests of the industrial workers and
the great masses of the farmers are substantially the same and
that the welfare of one group is largely dependent on the welfare
of the other. To deprive the farmers of much-needed relief because
their misrepresentatives in Congress are callous to the needs of
the jobless in the cities, is essentially cutting off one’s nose to
spite one’s face. Even worse, such tactics can only have the effect
of alienating the farming masses from the urban workers, of
easing the way for reactionary demagogues who thrive on hostil-
ity and bad feeling between these two great sections of the pro-
ducers. It is out of such a soil that fascism grows.

As Labor, the paper of the standard railroad unions, so well
points out, the “spite” action of many liberal Congressmen “will
cause great rejoicing among those who hope to herd the farmers
and industrial workers into hostilé camps in order that the
privileged few may continue to exploit the unprivileged many.”
That a Congressman supposed to represent the American Labor
Party should take part in such a discreditable manouver is a dis-
grace to the labor-party movement as a whole.

Organized labor everywhere must be aroused to the danger
of hostility between the farmer and the industrial worker. Close
cooperation and solidarity between the two are necessary for the
salvation of both..

“PARALLEL ACTION”

ESS than a week after the Daily Worker had assured the world

4 that the “United States would never recognize Franco,” the
State Department at Washington went ahead and did just that
very thing. In between Secretary Hull’s orations on “international
morality,” official recognition was extended, ambassadors ex-
changed, and “normal” relations set up—oh yes, and the arms
embargo against Spain finally lifted!

This rather precipitate action evokes more than one interest-
ing question. For years, the United States has refused to re-
cognize the Japanese puppet state of Manchoukuo on the high
moral ground that it was set up by violence, aggression and treaty-
breaking. But, in that case, how about Franco? Has not his state
been set up by violence, aggression and treaty-breaking on the
part of Italy and Germany? Why, then, the rush to recognize the
Insurgent regime ih Spain?

Perhaps we may be permitted to look for the explanation
beyond Secretary Hull’s sanctimonious platitudes or President
Roosevelt's ringing phrases. Perhaps we may find the explana-
tion in the rather curious connection between American foreign
policy and the ‘strategy of British imperialist diplomacy. In the
Far. East, the policy of “non-recognition” works in well with
closely related jmperialist interests of England and the United
States against Japan—and so “non-recognition” it is. In Spain,
however, the British Foreign Office long ago decided on a policy
of undermining the Loyalist defense and helping the fascists in
every “seemly” way—and our own State Department was right
there “doing its duty,” as Quincy Howe would say. It clamped
down the embargo on Loyalist Spain in order to implement the
bloody farce of “non-intervention” concocted in Downing Street.
And now it rushes headlong to recognize Franco so that Amer-
ican policy may be “aligned” with British.

That is what is called “parallel action.” The logic is plain.

ERE’S a bright idea going the rounds everywhere these days:
“We shall not be able to enjoy ourselves until Franco’s widow tells
Stalin on his deathbed that Hitler has been assassinated at Mussolini’s
funeral.”

Wednesday, April 12, 1939.

By CHARLES A. BEARD

(These paragraphs are from an arti-
cle by Charles A. Beard, entitled “We’'re
Blundering Into War,” appearing in the
April 1939 issue of the American Mer-
cury.—Editor.)

UDGING by all the weeping,
wailing and hand-wringing "in
the United States, the poor, little
peace-loving countries of Europe are
threatened by two monster powers,
Germany and Italy, and could not, if
they would, defend themselves
against these frightful Leviathans.
The truth of the matter is far dif-
ferent. The countries threatened by
Germany and Italy outnumber them
in population by at least three to
one. For every soldier that Germany
and Italy can put into the field,
they can put three or more. These
menaced nations far outstrip the
two foes in wealth, natural re-
sources, metals and war materials
of every kind. They have command
of the seas and can impose an iron
blockade on Germany and Italy. ...
Even if Japan should throw herself
on the side of Germany and Italy in
a new world war, the overbalance of
power for war would still be on the
side of the opposing nations immedi-
ately affected. . ..

FICTION OF
DEMOCRACY vs. FASCISM

What are the secret wishes, hopes
and manouvers of Great Britain and
France, so immediately concerned
with the doings of Germany and
Italy? . . . For the government of
the United States to operate on the
ostensible fiction that a mere test of
despotism and democracy is at hand
would be nothing short of childish.

Some obvious facts run counter
to the fiction. As to some real or
pretended issues, the objectives are
clear. The quarrel between France
and Italy is plainly over the spoils
of empire in Africa. Italy demands
more loot. The Italians were not
given their “share” of the German
spoils at Paris by the Treaty of Ver-
sailles. . . . Now Italy demands her
share of the loot. I do not say that
France should surrender it, but I do
say that the present quarrel between
Italy and France is openly, without
palaver and hypocrisy, a quarrel
over imperialist spoils.

Should the United States pour out
blood and treasure to help France
hold Tunisia or Djibouti, or even
Corsica?

And what has the Tory govern-
ment of Great Britain really been
doing in the past few years? I do
not pretend to know, but I suspect
that its primary aim is to let Hitler
liquidate Soviet Russia. Should the

25 YEARS AGO

APRIL 6 - 12, 1914

PRIL 6.—J. D. Rockefeller Jr.,

A testifying before the House
Committee on Mines, declares that,
rather than have the miners of the
Colorado Fuel and Iron Co. subject
to “union dictation,” he would close
up his mines.

April 6. — Morris Sigman, vice-
president of the I.LL.G.W.U., held on
murden charge. Arrested for alleged
killing of a man during the cloak-
makers strike in 1910

April 9.—Party of marines from
U S.S. Dolphin arrested upon land-
ing at Tampico, Mexico.

April 10. — Admiral Mayo de-
mands immediate apology and salute

of American flag by Mexican
authorities at Tampico.
April 10. — Coal operators of

Yorkshire, England, threaten to
break miners strike by importing
4,000 coal miners from Germany.

April 12, — Secretary of State
Bryan insists that Huerto comply
with demand of Admiral Mayo.

April 12.—Socialist International
issues call for tenth congress to be

held in Vienna in August.

America Is Drifting On
The Road To War

Dr. Beard Exposes False Slogans of War-Mongers

United States pour out blood and
treasure in support of the British
Tory policy?

If the countries of Europe that
are directly and immediately in-
volved in preventing German and
Italian domination are primarily or
even fundamentally interested in
that operation, they can call the
bluff and stop the peril within forty-
eight hours.. . . . They have the men,
the materials, the money and the
power. But they do not. ... And my
guess is that they do not for the
reason that other hopes, fears and
ambitions enter into their designs.

Convinced that this is the truth
of the business, I come to the con-
clusion that the intentions and en-
terprises which the United States is
asked to underwrite with blood and
treasure are only incidentally rela-
ted to the fear of German and
Italian domination. The business is
far more complex than any such
simple hypothesis. The internal con-
ditions of the countries affected, as
well as their external relations, are
involved in their manouvers. '

In saying this, I do not mean to
condone in any way the recent con-
duct of the German, Italian and Jap-
anese governments. It has been, in
most respects, barbaric, indecent,
cruel and inhuman, What I do say is
that. the underlying issues accom-
panying their conduct cannot be re-
duced to a single issue: democracy
against despotism, humanity against
inhumanity. . . .

WHAT ROOSEVELT
MIGHT HAVE DONE

If the Roosevelt Administratidbn
had really wished to put the screws
on Germany, at a cost far below
that of any war, it could have stop-
ped the sale of war ‘materials to
Germany long ago by applying pre-
existing law and without resorting
to any hostile acts under the laws of
war. . . . But it has refused to take
advantage of this power, while
clamping the embargo on Loyalist
Spain in clear violation of treaty
obligations and the established rules
of international law.

A still more important power be-
longs to the Administration under
our own tariff acts, which have been
on the books for years. ... Germany
has flaunted her defiance of [the
drastic anti-dumping provisions of
these measures] by dumping goods
into the United States and the Ad-
ministration has winked at it. Only
by violating anti-dumping rules can
Germany buy necessary raw mate-
rials in the United States. By apply-
ing these rules* the government can
stop this life-stream that flows into
Germany, without committing any
acts of hostility. . . .

U. 8. A. MUST
KEEP OUT OF WAR

Now as to policy: in my opinion,

the United States should and can
stay out of the next war in Europe
and the wars that follow the next
war. . . . Legally and economically,
abstention is possible. Will passions
permit it ? Is the prospect of a tem-
porary escape from the impasse in
American economic and political life
too great for politicians to endure?

To any Administration in power
at Washington, Republican or Demo-
cratic,. a foreign adventure in war
would be a temporary godsend—
after us the deluge. All the poli-
ticians, as well as business men and
the rest of the people, are bewilder-
ed, befuddled and baffled by the eco-
nomic crisis that has continued
practically unabated since 1929, They
talk bravely about lowering trade
barriers and other political thim-
blerig but they know that they have
no answer to the problem of busi-
ness stagnation and unemployment
that has stared them in the face for
nearly ten years and still stands
there before them, stark and brutal
in its reality.

Are there any politicians in Amer-
ica as courageous as Lincoln in
1861 ? The government of the United

* A step in this direction was taken re-
cently by the federal government in
placing “penalty duties” as high as
25% on German goods manufactured
under government export subsidies or

bounties.

o S

States was then in a frightful jam.
It confronted a major domestic
crisis. The slick and sinuous Wil-
liam H. Seward saw a way out for
his crowd in a war with Great
Britain. Lincoln would not have it.
He insisted on facing his domestic
crisis. The analogy is suggestive
and readers can make their own ap-
plications and deductions. . . .

AND THE
CONSEQUENCES?

Immediately and at a distance,
what would be the consequences [of
a war in which the United States
would be associated with Great
Britain and France against Ger-
many, Italy and Japan]? Practise
under the Wilson Administration
makes it as certain as death and
taxes that civil liberty would
perish in the United States as soon
as war is declared. We are not yet
rid of the persecution mania let
loose by the last world war and the
prospects of another emotional
rage are alarming to contemplate.
Nor are the almost certain effects
of a war upon our domestic eco-
nomy, now deranged and debt-
ridden, to be contemplated with
any less anxiety. . . .

And what of the consequences in
Europe and Asia? [Revolutions
would break out in Germany, Italy
and Japan should the latter be de-
feated.] But would the revolutions
to follow the defeat of these powers
be to the liking of the United States
and its associates. (Remember the
Allied and American intervention in
Soviet Russia!) Could the revolu-
tions be confined to the introduction
of Sunday School methods and the
moderation of the New England
town meeting ? If not, what will the
associates ao after the war has
nominally closed? . . .

What guarantee is there that so-
called “democratic purposes,” if act-
ually espoused by the United States,
would prevail in any coalition with
which this country may be associ-
ated? No guarantee. . . . No, the
United States could not hold the
war to any alleged democratic pur-
pose, and a rational adjustment of
the consequences would be beyond
the power of any government, in
Washington or anywhere else.

In these circumstances, under-
writing Great Britain and France in
advance, allowing them to count
upon the aid of the United States in
whatever hidden schemes they may
be pursuing, seems to me to be the
policy of reckless gambling, not of
reason or idealism. No better illus-
tration of the follies inherent in
such underwriting can be found
than the action of the United States
government in imposing an embargo
on the republican government of
Spain—presumably to aid the beau-
tiful “non-intervention” policy of
England and France. .

Hold Big N.Y.
Peace Rally

New York City
HE New York Keep America
Out Of War Congress held a
very successful rally on April 6,
honoring the Congressmen who had
voted against war in 1917. Over
2,000 packed Manhattan Center to
hear Bertram D. Wolfe; Norman
Thomas; Quincy Howe; Jeannette
Rankin, woman Representative in
1917; and Representative Knutson,
the last of the anti-war Congress-
man still in the House.

Bertram D. Wolfe, speaking for
the Independent Labor League, ex-
posed the war drive of the Adminis-
tration and paid tribute to those who
voted against the last war. He
placed special emphasis on the op-
position to war of the revolutionary
socialist leaders, Debs and Ruthen-
berg. It was their vision and under-
standing of the capitalist roots of
war, Wolfe said, that we must at-
tempt to emulate today.

(Bertram D. Wolfe’s address will be
printed in a coming issue of Workers

A ge.—Editor.)

Talking It Over:

Plans and Purges
by Bertram D. Wolfe

HE first and second Soviet five-year plans were primarily examples
of économic planning. They were carefully worked out in advance,
after much consultation and calculation and discussion, then revised on
the basis of subsequent developments and experiences. Gradually, the dis-
cussion was somewhat distorted and poisoned at its source, when matters
requiring practical consideration and dispassionate weighing and estima-
tion were perverted into faction matters. Any attempt at discussion or
difference with even chance guesses of the one infallible leader became
class treason.

Then the plans themselves had to be warped and twisted by adapta-
tion of the whole economic structure to the growing war danger, danger
increased by the destruction of the Comintern.

Next, the tempo of collectivization of agriculture became a football
of factional controversy with results that meant the death by starvation
of several million peasants of the rich lands of central and southern
Russia, the slaughtering of millions of cattle, and the alienation of great
sections of the Ukrainian and other peasant masses. Still, in the large tho
at frightful cost in proletarian democracy, in human life and in mass
welfare, the first two Soviet five-year plans were on the whole successful
and set a vogue in planning talk everywhere, calling the whole anarchistic,
planless capitalist system into question.

THE THIRD FIVE-YEAR PLAN

S to the Third Five-Year Plan—there was none. The evil seeds re-
ferred to above as sown in the first two plans sprouted and grew
apace, equalling and surpassing any analogous phenomena in capitalist
lands or in the whole sweep of recorded history, till the plan itself was
converted into a planned destruction of the very planners. The authors
and executors of the first two plans—not some of them, but virtually all
of them—were themselves executed. A planned economy, with all planning
heads decapitated, became impossible. So, instead of planning economy
in advance of economic events, the “plan” was announced three years
after the third five-year period was over! That the chaos was not even
greater is a tribute to the solidity of the work of the already executed
planners, the fragments of their great plan edifice being sufficient to guide
the work after the period of real planning was over. Naturally, capitalist
lands ceased to envy or pay tribute to Soviet planning.

PLANNED PURGES

HE new “planners” are N.V.K.D. or G.P.U. agents, carrying on a
planned war against all thinking and planning and all planners and
thinkers. Walter Duranty, famed for writing as Stalin pleases, has cabled
to the New York Times the following summary of the plan report at the
party congress:

“Premier Molotov gave the key to what Joseph Stalin meant, and
Lorenti Beria (head of the N.V.K.D.) added. He is nobody’s fool, this
Molotov. (Thus Duranty answers Lenin who dubbed Molotov the “incur-
able dumbbell”—“durak” to Duranty.—B.D.W.) . . . Mr. Molotov said
. . . Russia has emerged from the period of socialist construction and is
now entering the period of a movement toward communism. . . . Mr. Beria
took a slightly different angle—that the second five-year plan had
created Soviet unity and gotten rid of the country’s foes. . . . Both Mr.
Beria and Mr. Molotov, like Mr. Stalin, did some fast skating over some-
what thin ice when it came to talking of the purge.” (And so be it said
in passing, does Mr. Duranty.) At any rate, all of them are agreed that
the purge and the third “plan” are inseparable.

PURGING THE PURGERS

(44 HEN in Kiev, 57%,” continues Duranty, “in White Russia 60%,

in Archangel 63%, in Kursk province 70%, in Yaroslav 72%, of
all communists expelled from the party during the purge have later been
reinstated on the grounds that their expulsion was wrong—then an un-
biassed foreigner can venture to guess that the purge went a trifle too
far.” So the “unbiassed” foreigner, who is putting it mildly!

But what if the same percentage of injustice or higher prevailed in
the cases of the thousands and thousands of summary shootings? What
if seven out of ten of those shot in Kursk and Yaroslav (we are taking
their figures not ours!) were also guiltless? Can we any longer wonder
at the psychiatric breakdown of those instructed to carry out the frame-
ups and executions, on which Zhdanov reported, while the Communist
Party congress, according to Duranty, “received this line with shouts of
laughter.”

DOSTOYEVSKY’'S FORMULA

"BYHE “confessions,” which the G.P.U. itself now admits in many

instances were forced by tortures and threats to the family of the
prisoners (see Denny’s New York Times dispatches of January 2 and 3,
1939, and those of January 15, February 28 and March 1, 1939, and see
the testimony of the doctors in the trial of Yagoda)-—these confessions
Duranty once “explained” by referring to Dostoyevsky. I must publicly
acknowledge my debt to Duranty, at least for compelling me to reread the
works of Dostoyevsky and for finding therein the following explanation of
how Stalin holds what is left of the Communist Party together after
purging the majority of the central committee, the majority of the party
secretaries of the provinces, the majority of the provincial district com-
mittees, the majority of the premiers, the majority of the army and navy
and G.P.U. staff, the majority of the party editors, party leaders, youth
leaders, the majority of the diplomatic corps, of the planning commision,
of the heads of economic departments, and the majority of the founders,
“uilders, leaders and older members of the party.

“All that business of titles and sentimentalism,” Dostoyevsky has
one of his characters in “The Possessed” say to another, “all that business
of titles and sentimentalism is a very good cement, but there is ‘some-
thing better. Persuade four members of the circle to do for the fifth
on the pretense that he is a traitor, and you’ll tie them all together
with the blood they’ve shed as tho it were a knot. They’ll be your slaves,
they won’t dare to rebel or call you to account.”

STALIN AS NOVELIST

UT there is one piece of obscene cruelty that has come out in the
“purging of the purgers” (a purge which has not, of course, included
the Number 1 purger), that defies even the imagination of a Dostoyevsky.
In the city of Leninsk-Kuznetsk, the former head of the N.V.K.D.
(G.P.U.), Lunkov, admitted that he had framed and extorted confessions
from an unnamed number of little children. He did it (which gives some
idea of Jtalinist gangsterism), he says, in order to gain a reputation
for “vigilance against enemies.”

The arrested children were thrown into jails, tortured by ceaseless ques-
tioning day and night, denied a chance to communicate with their parents,
forced to sleep without bedding—when they slept—until they confessed
and answered “yes” to questions the very words of which were meaningless
to them.

Here is Denny’s summary of a Soviet press version of one episode:

“The case of one boy 10 years old, Volodya . .. was told in detail.
It was after midnight in Winter time and Volodya was very sleepy but
he was called for questioning before four men (the Stalinist system
breeds monsters in gangs and not just singly as exceptional cases.—B.
D.W.) These men . . . asked him questions again and again. This went
on for several days until Volodya was ready to give the desired answers.
“‘Were you a member of a counter-revolutionary, fascist, terrorist or-
ganization ?”’ Belousov asked him.

“Volodya squared himself, perhaps with juvenile bragaddocio (a sort
of Soviet Tom Swyer), and answered:

““Yes, I admit my guilt. I was a member of a counter-revolutionary
fascist organization?’”

The questioning continued. It appeared that he had joined the “fas-
cist organization” when he was a wee youngster, and in 1935, at the
mature and hardened age of seven, he was already recruiting other
youngsters for sabotage, wrecking, disclosure of military secrets and
espionage. The account almost suggests the receipt of prenatal intra-
uterine instructions from Leon Trotsky!

From all of which it appears that Joseph Stalin is a greater novelist
than Dostoyevsky and a greater terrorist than that Ivan who was sur-
named “the Terrible.” Wherefore, we can have no confidence in the
purging of some of the purgers by others of the same purgers till the
party purges itself of purgers, purging system and No. 1 purger! Com-
pared with him, Yagoda and Yeshov are small potatoes, even as Dostoyev-
sky and Ivan the Terrible,
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