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U. S. Jobless
10 Million

Huge Totals Revealed By
Census Ignore Recent
Crisis Lay-Offs

Having finally set into motion
the unemployed census, the federal
administration, which had long in-
gisted that such a scheme was
merely a feature of Hooverism,
now finds its census practically
out-of-date due to the new mil-
lions thrown out of jobs by the
new crisis.

Using the method of postcard-
volunteered information as the
basis for its census, the authori-
ties discovered a total of 7,822,912
unemployed. Of these, 5,821,035
were totally unemployed, while
2,001,877 were engaged in various
forms of work-relief, properly con-
sidered as unemployed in this
survey.

In view of the weaknesses of a
voluntary registration, a check-up
was made by a house-to-house can-
vass in 1,864 areas, distributed
thruout the United States. This
suvey showed that approximately
72% actually reported their un-
employment. Applying this ratio to
the entire survey, it can be seen
that the ranks of the unemployed
reach about 10,870,000—for the
period covered by the census.

However, it is important to re-
alize that this period, November
1937, represents the first period
in which the effects of the new
crisis were beginning to be felt.
Since then, there have occurred
additional huge lay-offs in auto,
steel and other industries. It is
quite certain that the complete
effect of the new crisis, has not yet
been felt by the workers, that the
maximum of lay-offs will not be
reached till March at the very
earliest.

The fifth year of the New Deal
brings the masses of workers in
this country to essentially the same
point as it started with, as far as
unemployment is concerned. The
recently completed census, which
appears to be a very sober, con-
servative estimate of the number
of unemployed, is testimony to the
ravages of the capitalist system
and the unceasing agony which it
imposes upon such a huge section
of the population.

Tobin Checks CIO
Story On “Peace”

In a signed editorial in the
January 1938 issue of the Team-
ster, Daniel Tobin, president of
the International Brotherhood of
Teamsters and member of the
A. F. of L. Executive Council, last
week confirmed the account of the
breakdown of A. F. of L.-C.I.O.
‘“unity” negotiations given by Phil-
ip Murray, head of the C.I1.O. nego-
tiating committee. “The committee
representing the A. F. of L.,” To-
bin declared, “had no power to
make any kind of agreement with-
out reporting back to the Execu-
tive Council.” He furthermore
stated that the Federation had
agreed to take back only the ten
or twelve “original” unions but
had refused to open the door to the
C 1.0. as a whole.

In these respects, Tobin’s state-
ment flatly contradicted the version
of Matthew Woll and agreed with
that of Philip Murray.

DEMOCRACY IN
Ii ALABAMA

HE election of a Senator

is a simple and inex-
pensive matter in Alabama,
one of the great divisions of
our “great democracy.” When
it came to fil:ing the Senate
seat of Justice Black, Gov-
ernor Bibb Graves of that
state announced that the can-
didate winning the Democra-
tic primaries would be con-
sidered elected without fur-

II ther ado and thus the com-
monwealth wou:d be spared ||
the additional expense of a
general election! Such touch-
ing regard for pubic eco-
nomy is another evidence of
the advantages of democracy
—not to mention, of course,
the opportunities it affords
for the people freely to ex-
press their desires and pre-
ferences thru their political ‘

parties.

Form L.N.P.L.
In California

A F.L. and C.I.O. Forces
Join To Set Up Labor
Political Group

Los Angeles, Cal.

The initial convention of the
California branch of Labor’s Non-
Partisan League was held in San
Francisco, December 11 - 12, 1937.

There were 355 regular dele-
gates, representing 215 organiza-
tions, including 74 A. F. of L.
'ocals and 7 A. F. of L. Central
Labor Councils and 96 C.I.O. locals
and 14 C.I.O. local councils. In
addition to the regular delegates,
there were 71 fraternal delegates.

A. F. Gaynor, legislative repre-
sentative of the Brotherhood of
Railway and Steamship Clerks,
was elected state chairman and
Vernon Burke, San Francisco web

(Continued on Page 4)

Support the

LaFoliette-

Ludiow Amendment!

Y their enemies shall you know
them!

The united front of the war-
mongers that has been built up
against the LaFollette-Ludlow
Amendment calling for a referen-
dum before a declaration of war
by Congress, should be the best
recommendation of this measure in
the eyes of the masses of the
people.

Henry L. Stimson, Herbert
Hoover’s Secretary of State, is
against it. And so is Cordell Hull,
Roosevelt’s Secretary of State. Alf
M. Landon, defeated candidate of
the Liberty League in the 1936
elections, is against it. And so is
Franklin D. Roosevelt, New Deal
President. The New York Times
has devoted a whole series of edi-
torials to a bitter attack upon this
proposal, in which it has been sec-
onded by almost the entire press,
reactionary and liberal alike. Most
vociferous in its hostility to the
war-referendum plan is the Daily
Worker, the organ of the Stalin-
ites, who denounce it as a “fascist
manouver”’!

Why this united front from Lan-
don to Browder against a proposal
to allow the American people to
vote on whether war should be de-
clared or not? Why such frantic
abuse poured on a measure provid-
ing that “Except in the event of
an invasion of the United States
or its territorial possessions and
attack upon its citizens residing
therein, the authority of Congress
to declare war shall not become
effective until confirmed by a ma-
jority of all votes cast thereon in
a nation-wide referendum.”

We are told that it would “im-
pede” American diplomacy and un-
dermine “national unity.” What is

meant is that it might possibly
hinder the imperialistic intrigues
of the State Department designed
to protect the interests of big-busi-
ness and financial groups at the
expense of the masses. What is
meant is that it might possibly
hamper the war-makers in whip-
ping up a frenzy of jingoism in
support of their imperialistic ad-
ventures, They are so furiously op-
posed to the LaFollette-Ludlow
Amendment because they want to
leave the road open and clear for
war!

But the masses of the people
think otherwise. The masses hate
war and want peace. They are sus-
picious of the intrigues and mani-
pulations of imperialistic diplomacy
They don’t want to be driven head-
long into another world slaughter
as they were driven into the World
War, simply and solely in the in-
terests of Wall Street. That is why
they support the war-referendum
idea so overwhelmingly. According
to recent surveys, 73% of the peo-
ple as a whole are registered in
favor of it. They look upon it as
some sort of protection against the
swelling tide of artificially created
war fever threatening to over-
whelm them.

We understand quite well that
the LaFollette-Ludlow Amendment
is by no means an infallible rem-
edy against war. For one thing, it
provides for a referendum on a
declaration of war—but wars nowa-
days are usually not declared; they
are just waged and then it is too
late to debate about declaring them.
Even on the referendum itself, the
war-makers are likely to have the
press, the radio, the movies and all
other instruments for creating pub-

(Continued on Page 4)

Business Hails

Roosevelt Talk

Message Calls For Billion Dollar Arms Outl:y And
Relief Cuts; Threatens Labor With Restrictive
Laws; Reaction Finds Policy “Reassuring”

Within a few days after the delivery of opening address
to Congress, President Roosevelt transmitted to that body his
budget message. The budget for the fiscal year 1939 amounts
to about seven billion dollars, involving a $950,000,000 deficit.
It calls for approximately one billion dollars for relief and
an equal sum for rearmament, especially naval ccnstruction.
But, whereas the sum set aside for relief implies a reduction
of one-third below the present appropriation, the billion dollars
for arms represents a tremendous increase, a record-breaking
peace-time budget for war preparations.

*

A

*

carefully studied effort to reassure big business marked
the Presidential message on the “state of the Union” del-

ivered last week before a joint session of the two houses of
Congress. Extremely conciliatory in tone, the message was sub-
stantially a mild restatement of recent New Deal objectives,
coupled, for the first time in Presidential messages, with a sharp
rebuke to labor and a thinly disguised threat of restrictive legis-

lation in the future.

French Tax
Rise Voted

Thru skillful manouvering based
on an understanding that the com-
munists and socialists would not
abandon the People’s Front no
matter what the price, Premier
Chautemps and Finance Minister
Bonnet put over the new French
budget which places an increased
tax burden on the masses. Not only
were new taxes imposed but a 10%
rent-reduction decree, originally is-
sued by Pierre Laval three years
ago, was abrogated.

While the Chamber of Deputies,
nominally People’s Front, raised
some protest, in practice, it fol-
lowed the dictates of the Radical-
Socialist Senate, which led the fight
for placing the burden on the
masses. That the Radical-Socialists
are in the People’s Front is a bitter
commentary on the increasing
strength of the reaction and the
leaderlessness of the workers and
petty-bourgeois masses, hog-tied
by the communists and socialists
thru the People’s Front.

The number of those insured
under the national insurance
scheme, has been increased by a
decision that all those earning
under 25,000 francs (about $1000)
must pay their share. Taxation on
movie fees as well as bus and sub-
way fares have also been raised.
These and other taxes will con-
siderably increase the already high
cost of living for the French
masses and will naturally intensify
the friction within the People’s
Front. The Radical Socialists in
the meantime are taking full ad-
vantage of the political impotence
of the masses to jam thru their

program of reaction.

Saturday

January 15
1:00 P. M.

cop

JAY LOVESTONE SPEAKS TO
And All Needle-Trades Workers

on

““LABOR AND
THE CRISIS”’

o

DRESSMAKERS

Hotel Center
106 West 43rd Street

Admission 10 Cents

Summarized, the main points of
the President’s message were:

1. Foreign policy: Reiteration
of the theory that the “democratic”
powers, such as the United States,
Great Britain and France, are
truly peace-loving and that the on-
ly war-makers are the fascist gov-
ernments—followed by a ringing
call for a vast rearmament pro-
gram and huge naval expenditures
for America.

2. Business. A plea to big busi-
ness to cooperate with the govern-
ment to help remove certain “abu-
ses” of the capitalistic system so
as to preserve and strengthen the
system itself. The President made
it clear that his criticism referred
to only a “small minority” of busi-
ness men presumably responsible
for these abuses. There was none
of the slashing attack upon the
“economic royalists” and ‘business
overlords” that had characterized
the President’s earlier pronounce-
ments or the more recent addresses
of Secretary of the Interior Ickes
and Assistant Attorney General
Jackson. The President announced
that existing laws would have to
be changed to regulate “the rela-
tionship of government to -certain
processes of business,” details to
be supplied later in a special mes-
sage. At a press conference the
next day, the president indicated
that, despite all the recent “trust-
busting” talk, what he really hal
in mind was some arrangement to
enable business and the govern-
ment to determine production pol-
icies, as under the N.R.A , without
regard to the anti-trust laws.

3. Budget: No possibility of a
balanced budget for the fi .cal year
1939 but a decreasing deficit.

4. Taxes: Modify certain pro-
visions of the tax laws “where
they are proven to work definite
hardship” but no decrease in the
total income of the government. A
revision of the taxes especially ob-
noxious to big business is, the c-
fore, to be expected.

5. Relief: A vague and general
promise to provide work relief for
the unemployed.

6. Agriculture: Continuation of
the crop-control and “ever-normal
granary” program, as initiated at
the special session of Congress,
with the declared objective of rais-
ing the purchasing power of the
farm population.

7. Wage-hour law: A general
reiteration -of the necessity of such
legislation to increase purchasing

(Continued on Page 4)
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“PEACE” MOVEMENTS

S the war-like aims of the administration’s

. foreign policy become more clearly defined,
there is beginning to emerge a strong peace sen-
timent among large sections of the American people.
Newspaper observers have commented on the rather
cool reception that the President’s Chicago address
received from the man in the street in many parts
of the country, and even the showing of the Panay
films has not been able to whip up the customary
jingoistic frenzy. According to the unusuaily reliable
survey conducted by Dr. Gallup, 73% of the people
are in favor of a referendum on the declaration of a
foreign war. There is no doubt about it: the Amer-
ican masses want peace!

Indeed, a “peace movement” is already beginning
to arise in various sections of the country and the
war-mongers are beginning to adapt themselves to
it and to carry on their nefarious activities in the
name of “peace.” If we are to counteract the psy-
chological preparations for war under way today,
it is necessary to expose and isolate these dangerous
demagogues who are trying to misuse the peace
sentiments of the masses for their own sinister ends.

First, there are the bourgeois isolationists, those
who advocate a “hands off” policy in foreign affairs
as far as Europe and the Far East are concerned
either because they are primarily interested in the
exploitation and enslavement of Latin America or
else because they sympathize with Italy, Germany
or Japan. These people—Hearst is their spokesman
—are thoroly reactionary and imperialistic; their
immediate interests or political predilections just do
not happen to fall in line with the administration
policy. Naturally, they hide their predatory aims
behind all sorts of “peace” slogans but they remain
imperialists and war-mongers anyway. Just touch
them where their own economic interests are in-
volved and you will see how ioudly they howl for
gunboats, intervention and war!

Then, there is the fraudulent “peace” movement of
the Stalinites and their “liberal” allies. In the name
of “peace,” they support Roosevelt’s rearmament
program, oppose the withdrawal of American
Marines and war vessels from China and denounce
the LaFollette-Ludlow war-referendum amendment.

In the name of “peace,” they urge a policy of “col-

lective security,” that is, they ask the American
people to put their trust in an imperialistic com-
bine of the so-called “democratic” powers. In the
name of “peace,” they fight frantically against the
Oxford Pledge, a declaration against support of the
American government in any war it may wage. In
the name of “peace,” they set up organizations,
such as the “People’s Congress for Peace and De-
mocracy,” which are really agencies to mobilize the
masses for war and for the military dictatorship
that must accompany war. In short, in the name of
“peace,” they open the way for war and try to entice
the masses to take the road that can lead on’y to
disaster,

But apart from these two groups, which are ap-
parently so different and yet fundumentally so much
alike, there is a genuine peace movement of large
sections of the people who remember the last war
and are, therefore, gravely alarmed at the prospect
of being driven into anoiher one under the same
old, b.ood-drenched slcgan of “making the world
safe for dzmocracy.” It is a movement still unform-
ed, still full of illusions, vague, unclear, immature—
but it is a movement sincere in its hatred of war anl
in its deep-seated suspicion of the diplomatic trick-
ery that prepares the way for war. It is a movement
embracing in its sweep million of workers, farmers
and middle-ciass people in this country, frequently
unable to make themselves articulate but therefore
all the more determined not to let themselves be
again driven over the brink of the precipice.

As international socialists, we are keenly aware
of the serious iimitations of this movement, its nar-
row aims, its naive confusion as to how peace may b:
preserved, its equally naive conception of imperialist
politics and diplomacy. The great masses of the
people still do not see the organic relation between
capitalism and the forces making for war, nor under-
stand how the latter inevitably grow out of the
former. They still do not see the inherent connec-
tion between capitalist reaction at home and war-
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ILP. LEADER TELLS OF
POUM. IN PRISON

(We publish below some para-
graphs from the report of John Mc-
Govern, Independent Labor Party
member of the British Parliament, on
his recent visit to loyalist Spain.
McGovern formed part of a socialist
delegation to investigate the condi-
tion of the anti-fascist prisoners in
Spain. The full report appeared in
the London New Leader of December
10, 1937.—The Editor.)

* * *

had a two-hour interview

with Senor Irujo (Minister
of Justice) and his personal secre-
tary. We had a very frank discus-
sion over the question of prisoners
and the possibility of an amnesty
for all anti-Fascists. Senor Irujo
informed us that the question of
an amnesty had been considered by
the government and that every
member, with the exception of the
communists, had been wholly in
favor of releasing every genuine
anti-Fascist prisoner. The commun-
ist members of the government
were violently opposed to the re-
lease of any of the prisoners. On
November 21, a large army of
workers from-the C.N.T. and other
militant socialist bodies went to
the gates of the Valencia Prison
and threatened to pull down the
prison if the prisoners were not
released.

1 raised the question. of the ex-
change of Joaquin Maurin, who is
now in Saragossa Prison (in Fran-
co’s territory). I submitted a list
of possible persons in government
prisons. Senor Irujo again inform-
ed us that the question had been
before the government and that all
but the communist members were
in favor of an attempted exchange.
He agreed, on behalf of the gov-
ernment, to negotiations by myself
with the British Foreign Office
with a view to the exchange of
Maurin.

He finally assured us of his
genuine desire to speed up the
machinery and gave us an official
letter to the Director of Prisons
to inspect all prisons and to inter-
view prisoners. Both the Minister
and his secretary repudiated the
suggestions of communists of as-
sociation between the P.0.U.M. and
Franco.

Our first prison visit was to the
Carcel Modelo Prison, where there
are 500 anti-Fascists, 500 Fascists
and 500 criminals. The director and
doctor gave us complete freedom.
We spent two hours interviewing
anti-Fascists. We were locked in
the prison wing and freely inter-
viewed members of the P.O.U M.
(Gironella, Adroher, Eurique).
Everyone wanted to tell us of the
operation of the Russian Cheka,
of threats of death, detention and
third-degree. The anti-Fascists
were from Spain, France, Belgium,
Germany, Italy, Holland, Greece
and America. Many were wounded
and had fought at Madrid.

We saw one remarkable drawing
by an Italian prisoner. The scene
was an underground cellar with
an armed guard at the door. The
prisoner was pinned against the
wall by two armed guards with
rifles and bayonets and a Cheka
officer was pointing a revolver at
his heart. There was a large sewer

like imperialism abroad. They are,
therefore, still very, very far from
any revolutionary socialist struggle
against war. But they are against
war, according to their own lights
and within their own limitations.
And it is our task and duty, as
revolutionary Marxists, to cultivate
every spark of anti-war sentiment
among the masses; to prevent the
camouflage-chauvinists operating
in the name of “peace,” the bour-
geois isolationists and Stalinites,
from smothering it; to feed it and
purify it and fan it into a vast
flame that will drive the war-mak-
ers of all stripes to cover!

at the side into which, he was in-
formed, his body would be thrown
after he had been shot.

We met Senor Fernandez, who
had been in prison for over three
months. He was the Chief of Police
when John MecNair and I arrived
at Barcelona in November 1936.

Before we left, the entire army
of prisoners sang two C.N.T. songs
and the International and then gave
deafening cheers for C.N.T., F.A.
I, P.0.U.M,, and L.L.P. delegations.
They also hissed the Spanish
Cheka. This was a scene that I
will never forget.

The Director asked us to go
quietly. He had never seen the
prisoners so moved and feared a
revolt. Here was indeed a tragedy:
hundreds of genuine anti-Fascists
crowding at the iron bars with
clenched fists that were half salu-
tation and half defiance.

The Home Secretary, Senor Zu-
gazagoitia (of the Prieto wing of
the U.G.T.), saw us for a further
two hours. He deplored the disap-
pearance and death of Andres Nin
and Kurt Landau and assured us
that he was still having energetic
inquiries made. The accusations of
association with Franco were, he
believed, outrageous. He explained
the difficulties raised by refusal
of the French Ambassador to per-
mit the return of French sub-
jects who were prisoners or to
allow foreign prisoners to go thru
France. He accused the Ambassa-
dor of Franco sympathies.

1 asked: “How is it that Fernan-
dez, Chief of Police in the previous
government, is in prison for the
killing of an official by his men
while Burillo, communist Chief
during Nin’s disappearance and
murder, is free ?” He could not ex-
plain why. He answered, in reply
to an allegation of Cheka domina-
tion: “Well, we recieved aid from
Russia and had to permit certain
actions which we did not like.” He
also promised to speed up amnesty
of all genuine anti-fascists.

Our most sensational, illuminat-
ing and tragic experience was our
attempt to enter Calle Vallmajor
Prison, which is held by the com-
munists. We had credentials from
the Director of Prisons and the
Minister of Justice but these were
treated with contempt. We were
met with a complete refusal to all-
low us to see either prison or pris-
oners. Following this, we went to
the Cheka office but again, from
a Russian and a German, we were
refused permission. I said: “We
have credentials from the Director
and Minister of Justice. Are you
more powerful than the govern-
ment ?”” They were taken aback by
my question but still refused to
grant admission.

This was indeed a challenge to
the government. We were now on
tip-toe of expectation as to the re-
sult. The secretary of the Minister
of Justice assured us that he
would secure our admission. He
said: “You must not leave Barce-
lona with the impression that the
government does not govern this
prison.” We waited. We paid three
further visits by arrangement, to
the secretary. He could not secure
a permit.
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Soviet “Elections” Characterized
As Stalinist Political Humbug

London, December 27, 1937.
HE following facts cast a most revealing light
on the hidden political significance of the Soviet
elections,

1. Of the candidates registered in the original
lists, 41 were stricken off, among them the brothers
Mezhlauk, one of them a Central Committee member,
for many years secretary of the C.C., Commissar
for Machine Industry, etc.; and Alksniks, head of
military aviation and one of the alleged judges at
the alleged secret trial of Tukhachevsky and the
other Soviet military leaders.

2. Of the .71 members of the Central Committee
of the C.P.S.U., only 28 are to be found among
those put up for the Soviet parliament; of the 68
alternates, only 14.

3. Of the 618 members of the Central Executive
Committee of the Soviets, the old Soviet “lower
house,” only 43 were again slated for office. Of the
150 members of the Council of Nationalities, the
old Seviet “upper house,” only 11.

4. Of the 66 elected deputies of the Red Army,
all are cofficers with the exception of 4 non-com-
missioned officers. Not a single rank-and-file soldier
is to be found in the delegation.

This is indeed a “Stalinist parliament!”

CCORDING to official sources, 99.15% of the
Moscow electorate voted, 96 3% in Leningrad
and 99.6% in Minsk.

The ertire party and soviet apparatus was mob-
ilized to tring every voter to the polls. Considering
the tremendous pressure exerted by these organi-
zations, the results were not surprising. It was im-
possible to stay away from the polls or to strike
out the official candidates or to vote for other than
the official candidates. The “elections” were staged
merely to show the power of the burocracy.

“It is impossible to describe the noble sentiments
that swayed the people of the Soviet Union during
the elections yesterday. . . . It was a magnificent
triumph of Soviet democracy . . . in voting for the
candidates of the Communist Party and for the non-
partisans, everyone voted for Stalin, first in the
heart of his people.”

Thus, Izvestia after the elections!

With the exception of the Stalinites, nobody out-
side the Soviet Union has even pretended to take the
elections seriously. The Soviet masses obviously did
not believe this hocus-pocus. The Stalin burocracy
was so afraid of any opposition that it did not per-
mit any free choice between several candidates as
originally promised by Stalin, and as provided by
law; nor did it permit a negative vote.

In his last speech to the voting public, Stalin
reminded them of their right to recall any deputy at
any time and to have a new election. The right of
recall is an integral part of proletarian democracy.
Under present conditions, however, under the ter-
rorist rule of the Stalin clique. this reminder merely
signifies that Stalin is already taking measures to
prevent any opposition that might arise in the Soviet
parliament, tho all the candidates were carefully
selected by the Stalin burocracy.

The “elections” proved the following:

1. That the Stalin burocracy was strong enough
to carry out this farce;

2. That the Stalin clique is so panicky that it
would not grant the slightest concession along dem-
ocratic lines.

The elections were organized to assure Stalin’s
personal dictatorship. The party press views the
results in this light. All preparations have been made
to give the actual personal dictatorship its official
cloak. Stalin himself said in his speech of December
11th: “. .. You may rely unhesitatingly on Comrade
Stalin!”

TALIN’S terror campaign has now invaded the

diplomatic field. The following diplomats have
either been demoted or arrested: Krestinsky (Lit-
vinov’s under-secretary), Karachan (Ambassador to
Turkey), Bogomoloff (China), Jurenjev (Germany),
Rosenberg (Spain), Kollontai (Norway), ete. Litvi-
noff alone remains. For how long ? The disruption of
the Soviet diplomatic staff signifies the collapse of
the foreign policy of the Soviet Union, which has
been based on an alliance with “democratic” im-
perialism. Those who carried out Stalin’s policy will,
as usual, be made scapegoats.
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What Kind Of
Wage-Hour Bill?

By M. PETERS

N the second anniversary, al-

most to the day, of the Su-
preme Court’s nullification of the
N.R.A., President Roosevelt sent a
message to Congress urging adop-
tion of a wages-and-hours bill that
was recognized by all to be the re-
incarnation of a section of the
N.R.A., drafted in such a way as
to evade the constitutional obsta-
cles which brought the N.R.A.
down.

In the months since that mes-
sage was sent to Congress, the
Black-Connery bill, known as the
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1937,
has gone thru a transformation so
complete that there is virtually no
resemblance between the original
bill and what was sent back to
committee by the special session of
Congress.

The sad fate of the Black-Con-
mnery bill may be attributed not on-
1y to the misfortunes of the Roose-
velt administration in the first year
of its second term and the rapid
retreat of the New Dealers from
their own liberalism, but also to
the division and confusion of the
labor movement. John L. Lewis ap-
peared before the joint Congres-
sional hearings on the bill to op-
pose an important part of it, but
Sidney Hillman hastened to Wash-
ington to ‘“correct” the impression
created by Lewis and to offer a
hearty endorsement of the bill as
introduced by the administration
without any significant amendment.
On the other side, William Green,
in the unenviable position of being
a hostage of the craft-unionists,
hid his outright opposition to any
sort of minimum-wage legislation
behind an alternative propositiof,
the introduction of which seems to
have been timed so as to do the
most harm.

For the labor movement today,
the problem is not simply to re-
store the bill to its original form
for, just as its predecessor, the
N.R.A,, the Black-Connery bill con-
tained much that was objectionable
together with a measure of benefit
to labor. The problem today is to
work out a program completely
adapted to labor’s needs. To clarify
the issues involved, it will be worth
while to review the original bill
as well as its legislative history.

The Original Bill

Declaring that the employment
of workers under “sub-standard”
labor conditions in interstate com-
merce burdens the free flow of
goods in interstate commerce, the
bill would empower a Labor Stan-
dards Board of five to enforce “non-
oppressive” labor conditions. Tho
it was not specified in the bill, it
was understood that the minimum
wage would be 40 cents an hour
and the maximum work-week would
be 40 hours, with provisions for
time-and-a-half for overtime in
certain exceptional circumstances
with the permission of the Board.
In addition to the wages-and-hours
standards set in the bill, the em-
plovment of child labor and the
use of strikebreakers or labor spies
were expressly forbidden. These
minimum standards were to be con-
sidered not as either ‘‘fair” or
“reasonable” but rather as the
rock-bottom conditions for any kind
of labor in interstate commerce on
the basis of the demands of “health
and decency” standards. The pow-
ers given the Board to enforce
these standards were wide enough
to guarantee fairly rapid applica-
tion.

In addition to these rock-bottom
standards, the bill contained an-
other set, embodied in the much-
disputed Section 5; these were
quite different and far more open
to objection on the part of labor.
According to this section, where

collective bargaining did not exist
or where it was inadequate, caus-
ing employers in certain regions
to have an unfair advantage over
their interstate competitors, the
Labor Standards Board could step
in and, after due public hearings,
order the wage rates revised up-
ward and the total weekly hours
downward and thus establish “fair”
or “reasonable” standards—with
the proviso, however, that these
standards might not be set so high
as to give workers an annual wage
of over $1,200 a year or an hourly
wage of over 80c, except for over-
time. In determining what these
conditions should be, the Board was
instructed to take into considera-
tion “the cost of living and other
relevant circumstances affecting
the value of the service” and to
“be guided by like considerations
as would guide a court in a suit
for the reasonable value of ser-
vices.”

It was against this section that
considerable opposition was ex-
pressed by John L. Lewis. And it
was this section which was most
warmly defended by Sidney Hill-
man and various spokesmen of the
administration as the very heart
of the bill. This section became the
point of departure for every at-
tempt to formulate a position on
the Black-Connery bill—and quite
naturally, since it is at this point
that labor’s independent aims in
wage-hour legislation diverge from

AN ALIBI FOR
CAPITALISM

“FFYHE charge that there

has bezen a deliberate
strike of business against the
administration is encouraged
here to establish a popular
excuse and to offer the public
an easily visualized villain.
But, in private, when con-
s.dering what ought to be
done, the administration does
not take that talk seriously.”
—Raymond Clapper, in the
New York World-Telegram,
January 5, 1938.

The Roosevelt administra-
tion is anxious to cover up
the bankruptcy of the eco-
nomic system of capitalism
as well as the failure of its
own measures to rehabilitate
this system. It is, therefore,
intent on establishing a
“popular excuse,” an “easily
visualized villain”—in short,
an alibi for itself and capital-
ism. Hence the theory of the
“sitdown strike of big busi-
ness.”” And the Stalinites,
ever-ready to lend a hand to
capitalism in  difficulties,
chime in with the same re-
actionary cry: “The capital-
ist system is sound—the mis-
deeds of a small group of
capitalists are responsible
for all our troubles.”

the aims of the New Dealers. At
the same time, it is this section
which most clearly revives the
price-fixing aspects of the N.R.A,,
thus incurring the hostility of the
(Continued on Page 4)

Industrial Spying
In Trade Unions

By D. S.

N important chapter was added

to American labor history
with the publication, on December
21, of the report of the LaFollette
Senate sub-committee on labor
espionage. Dunn, Howard, Levin-
son, Huberman and others have
written extensively on this cancer-
ous core of capitalism but their ex-
poses have always bred in the
popular mind the suspicion of par-
tisanship and propaganda. But the
indictment in the LaFollette report
is authoritative and indisputable
because it bases every paragraph
on the voluminous testimony forced
from unwilling witnesses at the
Senate hearings.

“A Blue-Book Of American
Business”

There are two startling features
of the report. First is the list of
firms availing themselves of spy
services, described in the report as
“reading like a blue-book of Amer-
ican business.” Since it is a full
newspaper column long we omit it
here, following a precedent set by
that distinguished advocate of a free
press, the New York Sun. Even
more astounding was the list of
positions within the trade-union
world held by labor spies. Of the
304 Pinkerton operatives who were
union members, one hundred held
union offices, distributed as fol-
lows: 1 national vice-president, 14
local presidents, 8 local vice-presi-
dents, 2 local treasurers, 20 local

Austrian Socialists on U.S.S.R.

(Concluded from last week)

INCE the Russian Communist
SParty has created a god of Stal-
in, from whom zll wisdom and good
is derived, it needs a devil for all
faults, errors and calamities which
cannot be denied. This devil is
Trotsky and Trotskyism.

But we, on the contrary, must
point out ever and again that the
imperfections in the Soviet Union
of today are an unfortunate in-
heritance out of the past. We must
point out that the Stalinist ter-
rorism and the principal political
features of Trotskyism are both of
the same origin, despite all per-
sonal feuds and political antagon-
isms; that Trotsky, historically, is
partially responsible for the vehe-
mence of the internal conflicts
within the Russian Communist
Party and for the barbarous meth-
ods used in settling political dif-
ferences in the Soviet Union; that
the political complexion of both
sides has been formed under the
special Russian conditions before
and after the revolution, when an
undeveloped working class could
give to the socialist party the
strength of its revolutionary pas-
sion indeed, but not also a proper
valuation of intellectual independ-
ence, nor a respect for inner spir-
itual freedom and the energies
which spring from it,

Trotskyism And Stalinism

Today, therefore, in all countries,
Trotskyism is a by-product of the
Communist Party. . . .

Trotskyism is a political sickness
in the body of the Communist
Party. The more it is treated by
Stalin’s methods, the more it
spreads. However much Stalin com-
bats the Trotskyists, he is only
striking at phantoms created by
himself.

Therefore, the international la-
bor movement cannot hope from
Trotskyism the salvation which it
has expected in vain from Stalin-
ism. It must reject the former as
decisively -as it condemns Stalinist
terrorism.

In considering the Soviet Union
from our point of view, we may
calmly ignore the outbursts of re-
action, the plaints of disappointed
scribblers and, just as much, the
petty-bourgeois, reformist “clever-
ness” which seeks to prove to us,
from the example of the Russian
revolution, that every revolution
must inevitably lead to such de-
generation and that the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is a disas-
ter, since it means the destruction
for generations of any socialist
hopes of freedom.

Workers, do not let yourselves
be duped by anybody with such
theories!

If the Soviet Union, after twenty
years, shows aspects which alarm
us, that gives no ground to the
socialist working class to believe
the petty bourgeoisie and the reac-
tionaries who see in these aspects
the “true nature of communism.”

We must understand and explain
to the whole working class that
every people can only build fur-
ther on the basis of its own tra-
ditions, its own high or low level
of culture, its own narrow or wide
past experiences, which weigh
heavily on the minds of the pres-
ent generation and that, according-
ly, all new initiative also bears the
stamp of the past.

The characteristics of the Rus-
sian past up to the revolution,
were inhuman slavery, serfdom.
the police knout, enslavement and
forced labor, the brutal Czarist
burocracy and the spiritual misery
of the masses. This helps us to un-
derstand the difficulties of social-
ist construction in the Soviet
Union, to understand the severity
and long duration and also the
present degeneracy of the dictator-
ship. But it proves to us also that
a decisive turn in the development
of the Soviet Union can only be
brought about by successful work-
ing-class revolutions in the ad-
vanced capitalist countries.

A real change in political meth-

ods will only come if the advanced
and highly trained European work-
ing class, in the great decisive
conflicts foreshadowed in the po-
litical unrest of our time, takes
to heart the revolutionary energy
of the Russian example and, in
exchange, lends to the Russian
working class the strength to fin-
ish the work begun and to crown
their many victories by the ulti-
mate triumph of true socialism, by
the complete emancipation of man-
kind.

Study—Not Copy—Russia

The working class in the ad-
vanced capitalist countries will not
copy the Russian revolution but
will everywhere make its own rev-
olution in such forms as circum-
stances may dictate. It will over-
come the phase of dictatorship,
historically necessary for the de-
struction of the key positions of
capitalist-class domination, more
quickly where the economic condi-
tions of a country are more favor-
able and the masses more political-
lly mature. It will preserve, even
in the midst of revolution and in
the difficult period of socialist con-
struction, as much freedom as it
develops within its own party.

Even tho the Russian workers
are still far below that higher
range of personal and material
liberty which only socialism can
foster, vet they have achieved in-
finitely great things. Above all, we
see the unquestionable realities
which the power of the workers
has brought about: the destruc-
tion of feudal and capitalist power;
the abolition of private ownership
in the means of production and of
capitalist economic chaos; the ini-
tiation of socialist planned econ-
omy and the construction of a
powerful, modern industrial sys-
tem, without profit or exploita-
tion. . . .

Therefore, we, too, join in unison
with the world’s downtrodden
millions: Long live the Socialist
Soviet Union! Long live the work-
ers revolution!

secretaries (a highly-prized office
since it gives access to the mem-
bership rosters), 14 recording sec-
retaries, 14 trustees, 3 business
agents, 3 organizers, 3 delegates
to central bodies, 1 shop chairman,
6 committeemen, 4 financial secre-
taries, 4 executive board members,
1 division chairman, 2 local chair-
men. The above-mentioned 304
Pinkerton operatives were operative
altogether in ninety-three unions.

Notice that these figures are
from only one agency and cover
only five or ten per cent of the
spies active in unions. Unpalatable
tho it may be, there is only one
honest conclusion to be drawn from
them—that detective agencies and
their slimy minions are one of the
important forces in the American
labor movement. In the guarded
filing cabinets of Burns, Pinkerton
and Corporations Auxiliary lies a
secret history of trade unionism
perhaps more complete than any
scholar has ever published.

The techniques of the labor spy,
outlined in the report, are fairly
familiar from previous studies om
the subject. Providing material for
blacklists of active unionists, fos-
tering premature strikes, stirring
inner-union dissension, undermin-
ing ‘morale——these are the stock
activities of the spy. A new light
was shed on the spy-employer’s
side of the picture by the account
of the triple set of spies hired by
General Motors and the vast net-
work of conspiracy and counter-
conspiracy that resulted from the
corporation’s distrust of its cor-
rupt hirelings. Just as the partners
in a bucket-shop spend as much
time cheating each other as they
do their customers, so in this taint-
ed business both the spy-hirer and
the spy-supplier view each other
with blackest distrust.

A dismal picture indeed is that
painted by the LaFollette report. It
shows not only how widespread is
labor espionage but how deeply in-
grained it is in the history and
traditions of business. The ruth-
lessness of American employers,
their inbred hatred of unionism,
their determination to fight it to
the last ditch, have made the labor
spy a vital and, from the employ-
ers viewpoint, an essential part of
every major industry. Herman
Weckler, general manager of the
DeSoto Corporation, stated this
viewpoint succintly, saying: “Labor
espionage has been a practice that
has been in existence for years. It
is a practice we have grown up
with.”

How To Eradicate This Vicious
System

Is there any way for this vicious
system to be rooted out of the em-
ployer-employee relationship? Wil
American business itself shake off
so ancient a habit and exorcise the
spy? The LaFollette report has
this to say:

“As a result of this committee’s
exposures, a number of detective
agencies made a gesture of self-
purification. On April 20, 1937, the
directors of the Pinkerton Agency
passed a resolution giving up their
. . . business of espionage ... On
May 2, 1937, the National Metal
Trades Association abandoned en-
tirely its industrial espionage ser-
vice. . . . Corporations Auxiliary

. . informed its clients . . . that it
had decided to liquidate its busi-
ness. ...

“The committee, in view of its
experience, can scarcely receive
these announcements of renuncia-
tion at face value. . . . Industrial
espionage is too deeply rooted a
Labit to be voluntarily relinquished.
Employers deprived of the services
of the commercial espionage agen-
cies are known to turn to the estab-

(Continued on Page 4)



WORKERS AGE

POUM ACTIVE THRUOUT SPAIN

(The following report on the ad-
vance of the revolutionary forces in
Spain comes from an article by Fen-
mer Brockway, secretary of the Inde-
pendent Labor Party of Great Britain,
in the London New Leader of De-
cember 24, 1937.—The Editor.)

2 B W

ESPITE the forced resigna-

tion of Senor Irujo, it must
not be assumed that the Commun-
ist Party is increasing its influence
in Spain. In government circles it
may still have power but, among
the mass of the people, there is
evidence that its influence is drop-
ing. I have spoken to many recent
vigitors to Spain other than Mec-
Govern and they report that mass
indignation is rising against the
Communist Party not only in the
ranks of the C.N.T. but in the
U.G.T. and among workers gen-
erally.

At the same time, the revolu-
tionary sections of the working
class are becoming bolder in action.
This is specially true of Valencia
and Madrid. The P.O.U.M. is sup-
posed to have been declared an
illegal organisation but it is now
acting openly in both these towns.

At the recent Valencia demon-
stration to commemorate the first
anniversary of the death of Durut-
ti, the P.0.U.M. representative was
publicly advertised as such to
speak at the meeting. He has re-
mained on the City Council ever
since the suppression of the par-
ty; his fellow-members, C.N.T.,
U.G.T. and liberal, declined to de-
pose him. It was after the Durutti
meeting that thousands of workers

Espionage
In Unions

{Continued from Page 3)

lishment of their own private spy
systems.”

On this last point it is interesting
to note that Ford, master of
America’s most thoro spy system,
is not mentioned in the report—
because his is a private affair!

Very correctly believing that in-
dustry will never purge itself of
this evil, the committee ends its
report with a promise to present
appropriate legislation to Congress.
There is cold comfort in this last
pledge not only because an anti-
spy law is going to be difficult to
frame and pass but because the es-
sential nature and operation of in-
dustrial espionage puts it largely
outside the realm of court prose-
cution. At best, a law against spies
can only be supplementary to ac-
tivities which must spring out of
the unions themselves.

A large measure of responsibility
for the success of espionage in
America must be laid to the chaotic
conditions in the unions. Lacking
any solid tradition of organization,
mistrusting leaders too often cor-
rupt and burocratic, alternating be-
tween misguided militancy and
cowed timidity, workers have some-
times al.owed the shrawd, dema-
gog.c labor spy to creep in. An end
of these conditions is a far hciter
guarantee of the end ot espionage
;};an any Congressional action can

An undisciplined union, rife with
that peculiar sort of rank-and-filis:n
that acts on hysteria rather than
analysis, is the ideal home for the
spy. A union which selects its offi-
cers for their demagogy rather
than their accomplishments is one
where the provacateur may most
easily rise to power. But, when
trade unionism begins to grow up,
when it develops a capable and
stable leadership, when it achieves
a workable union democracy, when
the members have learned a disci-
plined militancy—then will the day
of the labor spy be over.

demonstrated outside the prison,
demanding the release of the P.O.
U.M. leaders and others.

At Madrid, where the C.N.T. was
comparatively weak at the begin-
ning of the civil war, its daily
newspaper now .has a circulation
greater than the combined circula-
tion of the right-socialist and com-
munist papers.

All the signs indicate that the
social revolution will come back
in Spain.

Rail Union for

Labor Embargo

London England.

The national executive of the
National Union of Railwaymen met
in London recently. The question
of the union taking action, calling
on the men not to handle Japanese
goods, was raised. A vote was
taken after a very lengthy discus-
sion resulting in 11 for the union
taking immediate action and 11
against. A further resolution was
put, asking the Trade Union Con-
gress to take action, calling on all
workers and affiliated organiza-
tions not to handle Japanese goods
This second resolution was carried
and, altho it takes away from the
N.U.R. the necessity for giving
a call and delays the decision, it
nevertheless shows that, among the
leading committees of the most im-
portant trade wunions, there is
strong desire for independent
working-class action. It is signifi-
cant that the N.U.R., which is not
noted for its left-wing executive,
should record such a close vote.

L.N.-P.L. IS SET UP
IN CALIFORNIA

(Continued from Page 1)
pressman, was elected state secre-
tary.

Elected by caucuses of delegates
from the various counties, the state
executive board includes 15 A. F.
of L. unionists and 10 C.I1.O. union-
ists.

No candidates were endorsed at
this convention; a special meeting
will be called sometimes between
May 1 and June 12, 1938, for this
purpose.

However, it is clear that a policy
of ‘“capturing” the Democratic
Party will be followed. A resolu-
tion introduced by I. Feinberg of
the I.L.G.W.U. which would have
laid the groundwork for indepen-
dent working-class political action
outside the old parties, was de-
feated. While he was speaking in
favor of his resolution, Fein-
berg was booed by the Communist
Party people and their stooges as
an enemy of “progressive unity”!

While all progressive trade
unionists in Ca ifornia will hail the
formation of the California section
of Lzbor’s Non-Partisan League ar
the initial step toward working-
class political action, care must be
taken that we do not become the
dupes of capitalist politicians, no
matter how “progressive,” and that
we unceasingy work to build a
b.na-fids labor party.

D. BENJAMIN

speaks on

War and the Workers
n
Sunday, Jan. 16th - 11 AM.

n
2075 - 86th St. Bath Beach,

Brookllyn, N. Y.

EDUCATIONAL FORUM
Local 117, LL.G.W.U.

Murray at
ILGWU Meet

More than 1,500 dressmakers at-
tended the first of the five monthly
C.I.O. forums being conducted by
the Educational Department of
Local 22, LL.G.W.U., to hear an
extremely interesting address on
“Labor in Steel” by Philip Mur-
ray, chairman of the Steel Workers
Organizing Committee of the C.I.O.

The chairman of the forum was
Charles S. Zimmerman, Manager-
Secretary of Local 22, who recalled
that at the A. F. of L. convention
two years ago the leaders of the
opposition to industrial organiza-
tion had said: “Show us.” And, de-
clared Zimmerman, “the C.I.O.
has shown them by organizing
nearly 4,000,000 workers.”

Philip Murray paid a high trib-
ute to the work done by the LL.G.
W.U. for the C.I.O. and the prin-
ciples of unionism that it repre-
sents.

The audience was tense as Mr.
Murray told the dramatic sto-
ry of the struggle to unionize the
steel workers, and the story was
punctuated by round after round of
applause.

As head of the C.I.O. committee
that discussed unity with the A. F.
of L., Murray spoke at some length

STALINITES IN
THE C.1.O

“ OR, of course, is the

CJ1.0. a communistic
outfit. It is a mass trade-
union movement. . . . Lewis
and the rest of the C.1.O.
were unwilling to engage in
Red-baiting, which would only
confuse things.... It is true
that, every once in a while,
General Secretary Earl
Browder of the Communist
Party sends out a release
boasting of how much his
party is doing to keep the
C.1.0. going, but that is for
his superiors in Moscow. In-
cidentaily, he acts as a heol-
low, pretentious stooge for
Bill Green and Tom Girdler.”
il —TLouis Adamic, in the
Forum for November, 1937.

on the great need for labor unity.
He denied vigorously and unequi-
vocally the charge that the C.I.O.
was opposed to unity and that it
was responsible for the breakdown
of the unity negotiations. “Labor
unity, which we all want,” he said,
“must assume a form that permits
organization of the millions of un-
organized workers in mass produc-

tion industries.”

ROOSEVELT TALK HAILED BY
BUSINESS AS “REASSURING”

(Continued from Page 1)
power, with emphasis on the reten-
tion of geographic differentials and
the avoidance of “too drastic” a
change of conditions under which
industry operates.

9. Labor: A sharp rebuke to
labor for the division of its ranks
and for “putting class-conscious-
ness ahead of the general weal,”
that is, for its recent militancy. In
the same connection, the President
reiterated more than once that la-
bor must show the “responsibility”
that accompanies its power. He also
repeated the demand, raised in his
recent message on housing, that
hourly wage-rates, especiaily of the
building-trades workers, be slashed.

As may be imagined, the Pres-
idential message was received with
enthusiastic applause by the em-
ploying-class press thruout the
country, altho occasional disagree-
ments on specific issues were
voiced. Trailing after and clutching
at the coat-tails of the capitalistic
press came the Daily Worker, the
organ of the Stalinites, which
hailed the Presidential address as
an “encouraging New Year’s greet-
ing to the American people.”

As a matter of fact, the latest
Presidential message is, from the
viewpoint of labor, the most omi-
nous administration pronounce-
ment made in a long time. The
conservative political commentator,
David Lawrence, gleefully points to
this aspect of the message in his
column in the New York Sun of
January 4:

“There are phrases in the mes-
sage that should be read and re-
read. Taken in the smooth flow of
words, they seem casual. Excerpted
and held up to view, they carry a
new significance. The warning to
labor is a case in point. . . . For
years, the National Association of
Manufacturers and kindred bodies
have been saying . .. that assump-
tion of power by labor organiza-
tions must be commensurate with
responsibility. The President takes
their phrase and applies it to both
capital and labor but it is the first
time he has said it bluntly to la-
bor. . . . So far, the conservatives
will be inclined to agree because
all along they have been urging
that the President say sometning
to labor about its responsibility.”

It is obvious that the President’s
remarks on this subject were del-
iberately calculated to prepare the

way for federal legislation “regu-
lating” the trade unions, perhaps
in the form of amendments to the
Wagner Act. Senators McNary and
Copeland have already declared
their intention of introducing such
legislation and have pointed to the
Presidential message as their justi-
fication. Chairman Norton of the
House Labor Committee has stated
that she would not oppose amend-
ing the Wagner Act if it would
“strengthen” it.

But most pregnant with danger
is the President’s reiteration of the
line of foreign policy laid down by
him in the notorious Chicago ad-
dress and pursued in recent
months. It is a policy of huge
armaments and war preparations
under cover of “peace” talk; it is
policy of the militant pursuit of
the imperialistic interests of Amer-
ican big business and finance under
cover of maintaining ‘“national in-
tegrity.” It is a policy that leads
straight to war and military dic-
tatorship.

SUPPORT LUDLOW
AMENDMENT

(Continued from Page 1)
lic opinion on their side, enabling
them to misrepresent the issues,
deceive the people and inflame the
war-spirit to the point of endors-
ing a declaration of war.

But we also understand that
the present sentiment for a war-
referendum amendment is an ex-
pression of the deep and sincere,
tho not always very clear, hostility
to war so widespread today among
the masses. The issue raised by the
LaFollette-Ludllow proposal is al-
ready beginning to set apart the
pro-war from the anti-war forces
in this country, those who are
heading for war and mil.tary dic-
tatorship from those who demand
some measure of democracy on a
question of such direct and vital
concern to the people. Under pres-
ent conditions, with popular oppo-
sition to war as yet in its most
elementary stages, a powerful
campaign to win broad mass sup-
port for the war-referendum
amendment is one of the best ways
of rallying and strengthening the
anti-war movement and of driving
it forward to higher stages of con-
sciousness and clarity.

Stimson and Landon and Knox| |

Wages-Hour
Bill Needed

(Continued from Page 3)
anti-New Dealers in the ranks of
the employing class.

New Deal Aims

In passing judgment on the
Black-Connery bill, it is well to
bear in mind the different aims em-
bodied in it. On the part of the
administration, minimum-wage leg-
islation does not have as its prim-
ary purpose the raising of general

labor standards. Thru such meas-
ures, the administration is trying
to act as the direct agent of the
capitalist class as a whole, inter-
vening to eliminate some of the
more extreme “abuses” in the capi-
talistic system in the interests of
the system itself, even tho certain
sections of the employing class
may not relish it. Thus, President
Roosevelt pointed out in his wage-
hour message to Congress:

“The truth of the matter is that
the exponents of the theory of
private initiative want to improve
the lot of mankind. But, well-in-
tentioned as they may be, they fail
for four evident reasons—first,
they see the problem from the point
of view of their own business; sec-
ond, they see the problem from the
point of view of their own locality
or region; third, they cannot act
unanimously because they have no
machinery for agreeing among
themselves; and, finally, they have
no power to bind the inevitable
minority within their own ranks.”

Frances Perkins further revealed
the underlying aim of the admin-
istration at the Congressional hear-
ings on the Black-Connery bill,
when she said: “I hope that the
committee . . . will not be deterred
by the objection raised in some
quarters that a bill which contains
merely labor provisions is one-
sided. . . . One of the objects of
such a bill as this is to make cer-
tain that competition will work in
favor of efficient management and
high standards of productive qual-
ity. The overwhelming majority of
American business men will gain a
new sense of security if the law
provides that basic labor standards
bz stabilized and hence removed
trom the arena of unfair competi-
tion. Only where there is definite
uniformity of labor standards can.
mansgement be assured that effi-
ciency will be rewarded.”

From these two quotations, the
whole pattern of the N.R.A. clear-
ly emerges. It is the attempt all
over again to center control of
competition, prices, and wages in
the hands of the administration.

(Concluded next week)

and Roosevelt and Hull and Brow-
der and virtually the entire em-
ploying-class press are against the
LaFollette-Ludlow Amendment.
For exactly the same reasons, we
favor it and must do our utmost
to rally all trade unions, all work-
ing-class and middle-class organ-
izations behind it!
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