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LABOR DAY-1940

AGAIN LABOR DAY—and again a labor movement kept divided

despite very important steps
union movement.

Again Labor Day—and again a labor movement threatened as never| i

before by the reactionary forces of

in the direction of a united trade

America.

Where do we, the American labor movement, stand fifty-six years
after we were recognized as a powerful social force in American life?
Never before have the multiple problems of a complex society so chal-
lenged the trade unions and beset them with the very issue of existence.
There are forces now at work in Washington whose powers have been
unleashed by the hysterical war-mongering "defense’ drive of the Ad-
ministration. Anti-union sentiment, temporarily exiled by the power of
labor alone a few years ago, is riding high in the guise of "patriotism."
Profits must be preserved in order to defend America from aggression,

and in order to defend profits the

whole fabric of social reform must

be rent apart. It is the pressure from this direction, pressure to subjugate
the unions and remove all safeguards to the rights of labor, that con-
stitutes the greatest menace to our unions.

Labor has already spoken forth against conscription and the alien
mode of life it would bring to America. Yet it has also plunged whole-

heartedly and uncritically into the

so-called "defense" drive of the

Administration. This program, as we have pointed out before, has
meaning only in terms of a war overseas, not home defense. This pro-

gram by its very economic, social, and

olitical nature, expressed and

implied, undermines labor's rights and future. It creates a panic and
hysteria of which labor is the first victim. It pledges budgets of astro-
nomical proportions and of dubious necessity, without regard to the
source of the money and then hurriedly pushes forth tax bills which make

it clear that the masses and not big

business will foot the bill.

Behind this unplanned super-armaments, threatening our whole eco-
nomic structure in the long run, and our social needs in the immediate
sense, stands the Roosevelt Administration. It is in labor's adulatory sup-
port of this Administration, based on the possibilities it opened for the
labor movement five years ago and not on its dangerous anti-social war-
mongering of today, that there lies the nub of the problem.

But in addition to our domestic tasks, we are also faced with the

grave responsibility that comes to

one of the last large democratic

labor movements in the world. The Nazi conquests have already wiped
out the labor movements of Europe and seriously threaten the British
labor movement. A new and higher plane of political and social thought
and practice devolves upon us in these circumstances. '
On this Labor Day then, as in the past, the greatest immediate task

facing our movement is the achievement of unity

and a critical in-

dependence to further its own interests and these of the people as a
whole. Labor's great duty today is to devise an economic and political
program which will meet the problems of the day, as they can be met,
thru progressive not reactionary policies.

Tax Bills For
Defense Hit
By C.1.0.

Lewis Denounces Attempts
To Put Profits Before Wel-
fare Of American People

Following is the text of C.I.O.
President John L. Lewis’ letter an-
alyzing national defense taxation
bills now before Congress.

Labor is alarmed at the bold sabo-
tagz of national defense by repre-
sentatives of American corporate in-
dustry. There is increasing appear-
ance on the part of industry of a
willingness to sacrifice the welfare
»f the nation for profit. The present
propusals for the revision of taxa-
tion now before the Committee are
being forced upon the Executive and
upcn Congress by the high-handed
refusal of American industry to ex-
pand its resources for defense until
it receives immunity from proper
taxation. Many of the leaders in this
attacik on the nation’s welfare are
the corporations which have most
flagrantly violated the National La-
bor Relations Act.

Under the existing provisions for
financing the national defense pro-
gram, the government will pay the
cost of new plants amounting to bil-
lions of dollars and hand them over
to private corporations.

The so-called amortization plan
proposed by the subcommittee of the
House Way and Means Committee
would permit the corporations dur-
ing each of the next five years to
deduct 209% of the cost of this new
plant fro mtheir profits for the pur-
poses of all federal taxation. This
would greatly reduce profits subject
to taxation. Furthermore, the rates
proposed in the excess profits tax
are light. At the end of the five-year
period the corporation will own a
practically brand new plant, paid for
by the tax payers and on the profits
of which it will have paid little.

At the same time the limitations
upon existing profits on armament
contracts provided for by the Vin-
son-Trammell Act are to be re-
moved. This series of proposals
would substantially remove any re-
striction upon war profits. It would
in substance lay upon the American
people a shameful imposition.

Such proposals are in direct con-
travention to the promise of the
President of the United States that
excessive profits would not be made
upon our national defense. When
the American people understand
these proposals, I believe they will
not tolerate them.

We fully appreciate the necessity
for immediate expansion of our de-
fense industries, but we are con-
vinced that this expansion should not
be exacted from the American peo-
ple upon the exorbitant terms of
selfish interests. I would urge that
provision he made which would
guarantee the necessary expansion
upon proper terms. There is no rea-
son why American industry should be
bribed to ooperate in national de-
fense by. what amounts to a free gift
of plants. I would urge further that
the Congress enact an excess profits
tax designed effectively to recover
excessive profit arising from na-

Administration
Men Sneer At

Democracy

Washington Reporter Hears
High Official Irked With

War Rights of Congress

By FLORENCE BREWER BOECKEL

Washington, D. C.
A few of my friends—and perhaps
of my readers—have felt now and
then that I was unduly alarmed
about the threat to democratic gov-
ernment implicit in certain adminis-
tration policies. This last week one
of these friends has been in Wash-
ington. Having had an opportunity
to listen to the dinner table conver-
sation of men influential and more
or less influential in the Administra-
tion, he has honorably retracted his
criticism of my point of view. Among
other things which he heard said
and which goes beyond anything I
myself have heard, was this, “Why
keep talking about the right of Con-
gress to declare war, the Constitu-
tion doesn’t say that only Congress
shall have the power to declare
war—""!

To my mind, this extreme state-
ment made by a person of very real
influence, is only one more evidence
of a fact that I have frequently
pointed out—power blinds men to
the offect of the means they are
using and concentrates their atten-
tion tolely on reaching the ends they
desira.

Tlere is no one in the government
who wants more than the people of
this country want to have the United
Sta.es able to defend itself against
any and every foreign attack. But,
while men in the government, think
of a defense organization as a com-
pleted instrument to be used for a
specific purpose, the people think of
it in relation to their daily lives and
way of living, not only in relation
to its ultimate use as a machine.
The government and the people are
for this reason at odds over using
its method of conscription, to builld
an armed force, and once more the
people have demonstrated their
power to determine basic policies.
The conscription bill originally in-
troduced, it is now agreed, will be
drastically modified before passage.

It is interesting to note that in
Canada, too, the opposition of the
people against conscription has been
so strong that men are being con-
scripted only for defense action at
home and that for service overseas,
the volunteer system is to apply.

tional defense orders.

Labor stands second to none in its
desire for the establishment of the
most effective possible national de-
fense for our nation. We believe that
every group within the country must
cooperate to guarantee that our
shores shall not be invaded. We can-
not stand silently by, however, while
gard of the welfare of the nation
selfish interests with a-callous disre-
seek to present the nation with ulti-
matums,

Let American industry join with
the other people of the nation in
common cooperation.

- Workers Age

Weekly Paper of the Independent Labor League of America
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“Look Uncle, I've Got Dependents Too!”

——

from JFustice

Battle for Britain
Approaches Crisis

German Air Attack Furious: Chur chill
Appeals for Destroyers, Offers Bases

The Battle of Britain drew to-
wards a joining of the issues last
week as furious air and big gun
duels raged. German air raids over
Britain intensified tremendously, one
attack being carried out by 2,000
planes. London was bombed several
times, altho major efforts of the
Nazis were still devoted to ports
and industrial centers. The R.A.F.
bombed Berlin and claimed success-
ful retaliation in the Ruhr and
Rhineland regions. A new feature
mrking the intensification of the
fight was the bombardment on both
sides by big guns reminiscent of the
Big Berthas of the last war. It is
still impossible to determine the
actual extent of damage inflicted by
either side either on objects of the
attacks or on opposing planes. Coun-
ter-claims of British and Germans
were at such variance that very lit-
tle basis save guesswork existed as
to the ratio between planes engaged
and downed. Save for the raids on
London and Berlin both sides de-
nied any real effect of the other’s
raids on industrial and military ob-
jectives,

While rumors of important diplo-
matic developments under German
propulsion filled the air, Winston
Churchill made the most dramatic
move of the week appealing for
United States destroyers in return
for which he offered British imperial
holdings in the Western hemisphere
as naval and air bases for United
States defense purpose. Moves in
this direction appear to be confused
at present, for there is no doubt that

the Roosevelt Administration hesi-
tates to take any such step as deliv-
ering fifty destroyers to Britain in
view of the controversiality of the
issue and also since it is an election
year.

However, signs were not lacking
that behind-doors negotiations are
plentiful, since the United States
reached a defense agreement with
Canada, certainly with the knowl-
edge of London, and the latter an-
nounced that a base had been offered
the United States at Bermuda. Much
speculation is already evident as to
whether this is in return for aid al-
ready granted to England, either
gratiuitously or thru pressure from
the United States, or whether it does
not presage and act as a build up
for some new move of the part of
President Roosevelt.

The African war conducted by
Italy against Briitain resulted in
further advance for the Italians
when the British withdrew from So-
maliland. Increased pressure on
Egypt was now expected from Il
Duce’s forces in a struggle for the
Suez Canal. At the same time Italy
proceeded on her program to “re-
store” her mastery of the Mediter-
ranean, making advances in the di-
rection of Greece which previously
had a pro-British orientaion. A tem-
ptorary and partial settlement of
d'fferences appeared to have heen
arrived at, but it is doubtful if
Graece’s sovereignty will be long re-
spected.

C.1.0. Unions Bar Funds for
Communist "Peace” Move

A sharp clash in the New York
C.1.0. was precipitated last week
when 35 officials denounced Joszph
Curran, head of the Industrial Union
Council, for asking them to support
the Chicago rally of the Emergency
Mobilization for Peace. (Sece page 3
for the article dealing with the back-
ground of this so-called “peace” or-
ganization). The United Retail and
Wholesale Clerks of America led the
movement against Curran with a
special letter signed by thirty of its
national and local officers in which
they said:

“We consider your telegram of
August 21 asking for financial aid
for the so-called ‘peace mobilization
meeting’ in Chicago tantamount to
a request that we give sustenance to
a program which would benefit the
totalitarian nations and which is, in
our opinion, diametrically opposer to
the best interests of our country
anr of remocracy thruout th? world.
You can, therefore, expect no sup-
port from us.”

Louis Hollander, manager of the
New York Joint Board of the Amal-
gamated Clothing Workers said his
organization would have nothing to
do with the mobilization. Jack Ru-
benstein, general manager of the
New York Joint Board of the Tex-
tile Workers Union, announced that
the union here would ignore Cur-
ran’s appeal for funds.

Curran, head of the Maritime
Union, had sent a telegram to all
the C.I.O. unions asking them to
rush financial aid to the “mobiliza-
tion” thru the American Youth Con-

gress. When informed of the re-

sponse to this telegram, Mr. Curran
declared he did not wish to “dignify
thess persons by an answer.”

There appears to be no doubt in
the eyes of competent observers of
the New York labor movement that
a showdown with the communists in
the C.I.O. here is being prepared,
and that this occasion was seized
upon for such a demonstration. The
Emergency Mobilization for Peace
is widely known as the latest Com-
munist effort in that direction, and
raost of the bona-fide unions are pre-
paring to lineup for Roosevelt and
his armaments program. A state
convention of the C.1.0. is scheduled
for the latter part of September, and
this move of C.I.O. unions is looked
upon as connected therewith.

Declare Gantner
Strike Still On

In answer to rumors circulated
that the Gantner and Mattern strike
is settled, the Strikd Committee of
the LL.G.W.U. advited the public
that the strike is still going on. “We
are ready to continue this cam-
paign,” said Louis Nelson, eastern
director of the drive, “until the firm
is ready to negotiate with the union,
The Gantner and Mattern workers
are still locked out and we will not
give up until they are returned to
their jobs.” )

The firm manufactures bathing
suits under the trade names of
Wikies, Hi-Boy, Bo-Sun' and Golden
Gate.

LEON TROTSKY

STATEMENT OF

THE I.L.L.A.

Jay Lovestone, on behalf of the
Independent Labor League of Amer-
ica, issued the following statement
on the death of Lzon Trotsky:

“We condemn the murder of Trot-
sky as a dastardly crime against the
ranks of the international labor
movement and all humanity. No
matter how much one may differ
with Trotsky’s political conceptions
—and our organization has continu-
ally and consistently been opposed
to Trotskyism—yet it must be
underlined that Leon Trvotsky ranks
amongst the outstanding historical
figures in the revolutionary move-
ment of all times.

#“This murder is a crude job, per-
petrated by Stalin through his O.G.
P.U. which has been functioning
more and more as an International
Murdzr, Inc. It is a continuation of
the purge policy in Russia, the
murder of the P.0.U.M. leader, Nin,
in Spain, the assassination of the
Spanish revolution, and the degene-
ration of what was once the interna-
tional Communist movement. We
nezd but look at the Stalin-Hitler
pact to see the possible tragic and
sinister ramifications.

“The Independent Labor League
of America conveys its heartfelt con-
dolences to Comrade Mrs. Trotsky.”

EON TROTSKY lies dead, assas-

4 sinatad by an agent of Stalin’s
0.G.P.U. The great and heroic man,
last of the men of 1917, the flaming
orator and director of the October
uprising in Russia, commander in
chief of the Red Army and its
creator, outstanding spokesman of
world revolution, together with
Lenin symbol of revolutionary chal-

lenge to the old order, was struck by
a pickaxe wielded by one who had
professed to be his friend and fol-
lower. In this brutal manner, sig-
nificant of the end of an epoch and
the degeneration of a movement, the
last Bolshevik met his death.

Both the Daily Worker of New
York and the Tass Agency in Mos-
cow have informed their respective
readers that Trotsky’s death was
caused by a rift in his own ranks at
“the hands of the one that small
gang of dubious social elements and
provocatzurs who alone remained
for him to lead after he had long
been exposed as an enemy of the
working class.” At the same time
facts are piling up thru extended
investigation pointing indisputably
to the G.P.U. connections of the as-
sassin “Jackson,” who had various
alias®s. The latter is in the hospital
as the result of the actions of Trot-
sky’s bodyguard. It is reported that
he has claimed his hand was forced
by the G.P.U. which had threatened
the life_of his Russian relatives.

The Socialist Workers Party of
the United States, affiliated to Trot-
sky’s Fourth International has an-
nounced that it is attempting to
bring Trotsky’s body to New York
for a vast demonstration funeral,
both to pay tribute to the dead lead-
er, and to register the sense of out-
rage of New York’s radicals at this
latest bloody deed of Stalin.

In Mexico City, a symbolical
funeral was held, eulogizing Trot-
sky. Workers and intellectuals of
various political opinions paid hom-
age to the remains of the revolu-
tionary leader, the Mexican govern-
ment having official representatives
both in the cortege and the death-
watch.

Thomas Hits
Speech of
Willkie

Declares His Desire To Take
Part In Debate With Both
Old Party Candidates

“The people are faced with ne
real choice between the major party
candidates,” Norman Thomas, S
cialist candidate for President, de-
clared in commenting on the accept-
ance speech of Wendell L. Willkie.
“Any debate between Franklin D.
Roosevelt and Wendell L. Willkie
would involve little more than per-
sonalities and oratorical generaliza-
tions. If there is to be a real debate
on fundamental principles, I submit
that I must take part in behalf of
the Socialist Party.”

Mr. Thomas’
lows:

Wendell L. Willkie made a speech
which was a synthesis of Guffey’s
First Reader, the genealogy of In-
diana, the collected speeches of Tom
Girdler and the “New Republic.”

Both the Republican and Demo-
cratic candidates believe in the prin-
ciple of peacetime military conscrip-
tion and both dodge the details. I
believe that that principle is the
very heart of totalitarian tyranny,
not made necessary in America by
any crisis which cannot otherwise
be mét.

Both of the old party candidates
believe in all possible help to Bri-
tain short of war. I share their sym-
pathy with Britain against the Nazi
invader, but believe there is no fur-
ther important type of help which
will not logically mean war and war
means the extension of military fas-
cism to America.

Both these gentlemen believe that
a reformed private capitalism will
conquer unemployment and poverty
in America although it failed in Eu-
rope. They only differ as to who
shall carry on.

In other words, at one of the most
critical moments in our history, the
people are faced with no real choice
between the major party candidates.
Any debate between Franklin D.
Roosevelt and Wendell L. Willkie
would involve little more than per-
sonalities and oratorical generaliza-
tions. If there is to be a real debate
on fundamental principles, I submit
that T must take part in behalf of
the Socialist Party.

I believe that private capitalism
has had its day; that liberty as well|
as peace and abundance depend up-
on social control of investment to
raise the national income, and social
action to distribute it more equit-
ably. That is, I believe that to
escape militarism, imperialism and
eventual fascism and war, we must
have democratic Socialism. Here is
the only genuine basis for debate.

full comment fol-

COUNTS PRESIDENT OF
TEACHERS UNION

As we go to press, information
has come that the progressive slate
in the Teachers Union has deci-
sively defeated its communist con-
trolled opponents by a vote of two
to one. The next issue of Workers
Age will carry a detailed story
>f the convention—don't miss it!
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Garment Workers
Gain Wage Order

Washington, D. C.
VER 200,000 garment workers
thruont the country, including
about 19,000 in New York City, re-
ceived an increase in hourly wages
last week as a result of the apparel
wage order promulgated in May by
Colonel Philip B. Fleming, federal
wage-hour administrator. The na-
tional pay increases will total about
$10,000,000, according to unofficial
estimates.

The order establishes minimum
wage rage rates of 32%, 35, 37T%
and 40 cents an hour for twenty-
five divisions of the men’s and wo-
raen’s clothing trade.

By and large, official surveys in-
dicate, it will be the workers out-
side the lig garment markets who
will be moest. directly affected, since
hourly wage ratesin New York and
similar centers are already largely
above the minimums set. George B.
Kelly, New York regional director
of the Wage Hour Division, said
that less than 5% of the workers
in the dress industry would be af-
fected and about 8% of those in
the men’s garment field. In New
Jersey, 12,000 workers will get
higher wages and in Connecticut
bout 3,000 will be similarly bene-
fiited.
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Strong Fight Waged on Conscription

FDR Demands

Immediate
Passage

Despite Administration strategy
and pressure of all sorts, the anti-
conscription Senators are still put-
ting up powerful opposition to the
Burke-Wadsworth Bill for a peace-
time draft. Senator Barkeley, Ad-
ministration spokesman on the Sen-
ate floor attempted to stampede the
Senate into a vote last Saturday, but
the opposition refused to be denied
its right to speak against the meas-
ure. At one time during the debate,
observers reported that the Adminis-
tration forces were considering a

strategic retreat in the face of the
overwhelming fire from the isola-
tionist block, It was reported that
efforts were being made to get the
Maloney amendment accepted by
both sides. This measure would de-
fer compulsory conscription at least
until January of next year and then
only if voluntary recruiting had
failed to bring the army up to a
specified size.

While certain Administration ele-
ments felt that accepting such a
compromise was advisable in view of
the widespread opposition to con-
scription voiced by the people of
the country and expressed by the
Senatorial oposition, the extreme
militarist wing led by President
Roosevelt refused to yield. The Pres-
ident issued a special statement in
which he spiked all effort at com-
promise, demanding that Congress
pass a conscription bill within two
weeks. Wendell Willkie, Republican
candidate for President, so coy on
national issues for several weeks
past, finally spoke up for conserip-
tion. It appears likely that the Sen-
ate will debate the issue for at least
another week, after which the House
will consider the bill. The bill to
mobilize the National Guard for a
year’s training has already been
passed by Congress.

BULLITT SHOOTS
THE WORKS

Bill Bullitt, Ambassador to Paris,
spoke for the Administration in what
was virtually a plea for America to
enter Kurope’s war, only thinly
veiled in a discussion of the dangers
of invasion of this continent by Hit-
ler. Senator Clark of Missouri im-
mediately denounced this speech as a
“demagogic appeal to the American
people to go into a foreign unpro-
voked war.” No effort was made to
hide the fact that Bullitt spoke for
Roosevelt and the State Department
in an effort to whip up pro-war sen-
timent in this country. Thru his de-
tailed account of a possible Hitlerian
invasion of this country, Bullitt un-
doubtedly was also concerned with
pushing Administration plans in
Congress, especially as regards the
Burke-Wadsworth measure.

PACT WITH
CANADA

In a few short days, reflecting..
long and careful preparations, an
agreement for joint patrol and de-
fense of the western hemisphere
waters was reached between the
United States and Canada. A naval
base will probably be established at
Halifax for the United States. A
joint commission, including Mayor
Fiorello LaGuardia, will take up all
matters concerning joint defense be-
tween the two countries. It is ex-
pected also that an immediate effect
will be to release some units of the
British Navy from patrol duty in
these waters and enable them to re-
turn to the British isles.

American interests in the Carri-
bean increased in wlew of steps to-
ward 'hemisphere defense, and there
was talk in Washington of nego-
tiations for British bases there. At
the end of the week, Churchill of-
fered a base in Bermuda to the
United States but whether this will

be satisfactory is not yet known.

the standard railroad unions.—Editor.)

At Whose Doorstep?

(These paragraphs are from an editorial in Labor, the official paper of

ORD Lothian, British ambassador to the United States, suggests to a
New York audience that Hitler's success may be "the scourge of

God" to punish the democracies for their shortcomings. Why try to shift

the responsibility to God?

All the evidence indicates that the financiers, the politicians and the
militarists of the democratic nations are responsible for the catastrophe.
British and American bankers supplied Hitler with hundreds of millions
of dollars, and were equally generous with Mussolini. The militarists per-
mitted the dictator to build up a gigantic war machine right under their
noses, and the politicians looked on complacently, many of them be-

lieving Hitler would turn his weapons against Russia.

of power.

While all this was going on, the representatives of capitalism in all
the democracies were refusing to take effective steps to end unemploy-
ment and thus restore the physical strength and the morale of the men
they now expect to do the fighting.

It's difficult to find the hand of God in any of this, but it's easy to
detect the stupidity and greed of human beings who occupied positions
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Labor and Anti-Trust Laws _'

By MATTHEW WOLL

(This is the first of a series of
articles on labor and the anti-trust laws
Jrom a recent address by Matthew Woll,
vice-president of the American Fed-
eration of Labor.—-Editor.)

HE Sherman  Act  came  into
being fifty years ago. It came
into being because there was a
gencral  publie  apprehension that
capitalistic concentration was taking
place so rapidly that unless there
was some restraining hand placed
upon trends and tendeuncies at that
time, ultimately our whole in-
dustrial life would become paralyzed
and the comparatively few industrial
and financial interests who con-
trolled these combinations  would
come to wicld a greater power than
the government itsclf. Out of that
fear, out of that apprchension,
developed discussion which resulted
in the adoption of the Sherman Act.
The Sherman Act was predicated
upon. the power given to our na-
tional government to regulate com-
meree and trade between the several
states and with foreign nations. It
is based on what is known in law
as the conspiracy doctrine, the doc-
trine of two or more combining or
conspiring to do a thing which if
unlawful in its objective, or, if it
be lawful in its objective, to apply
means which themselves are illegal
altho designed for a lawful purpose.
It was upon those two predica-
tions—the power of the national
government to regulate interstate
commerce and foreign trade and the
conspiracy doctrine—that the Sher-
man Act was founded.

LABOR’S EARLY
ATTITUDE

At that time, American labor was
apprehensive of what was involved
in this legislation. The American
Federation of Labor was given every
assurance by both the Senate and
the House of Representatives that it
was not the intent of Congress to
include labor within the purview of
the Sherman Anti-Trust Act. As a
result of these assurances, labor
gave way because it, too, feared the
concentration of capital that was
then developing.

The law became effective. Lo and
behold, instead of the law being ap-
plied merely to business, to com-
mercial and industrial combination,
it was applied most vigorously
against labor. We soon found that
the assurances given to labor were
not being respected by the courts.
To the contrary, the courts in their
own way found a way of interpret-
ing the language of the act as well
as the discussions in Congress, so as
to enalle them to rule that labor
was not excluded from the provisions
of the Sherman Act.

It made no apparent difference in
the eyes of the courts that there is
a vast difference between corporate
enterprise engaged for profit in
trade, {ransportation, or commercial
fields and a trade wunion, the
members of which unite and or-
eganize their forces for the improve-
ment of their working conditions
and have nothing whatever to do
with the world of trade and com-
merce excepting in so far as in-
cidenta'ly their economic activities
might reflect upon trade or com-
merce. It made no apparent dif-
ference that Congress never in-
tended, when it used the expression
“restraint of trade and commerce,”
that the words ‘“trade and com-
merce” should be so interpreted as
to involve labor’s economic ac-
tivities directed toward the improve-
ment of conditions of work.

FAILURE TO
HALT TRUSTS

Tho originally conceived and
designed to restrain a growing de-
velopment of corporate combinations
and capitalistic concentration, ever
since we have had the Sherman Act
on the statute books, the greatest
financial, industrial and commercial
enterprises have come into being—
indicating clearly that the Sherman
Act has failed of its purposes as
originally conceived, while labor, not
intended to be involved, has become
the greatest sufferer under this as
well as subsequent acts.

Under the Sherman Aect, two
tvpes of activities were declared
illegal. First, “every contract and
combination in the form of trust or
otherwise, or as a conspiracy in

restraint of trade or commerce”
among the states, was declared
illegal. Secondly, any and every

attempt to monopolize trade or com-
merce or every actual monopoly of
itself was outlawed.

There were provided three types
of procedure by which to prosecute
alleged violators of the law.

First, the federal government
might seck the return by a grand
jury of a criminal .indictment lead-
ing to trial, Second, it might sue in
equity for an injunction restraining
violations of the law. And third,
injured private partics might sue
for damages. All of these proceed-
ings must be brought in the federal
courts. It is well to bear all this in
mind because later on we will see
how these procedures were enlarged
subsequently.

BUT LAW USED
AGAINST LABOR

Originally, only the government
could bring criminal or injunctive
proceedings against violators of the
Sherman anti-trust law. The only
civil procedure possible was open to
an injured party, by which he or
a corporate enterprise might sue for
injury sustained and receive what
is known in law as punitive or
triple damages. The Danbury Hat-
ters case came within the latter
category; it was Loewe and Com-
pany of Danbury, Conn., that

brought suit against the Brother-
hood of United Hatters and re-
covered triple damages for violation
of the Sherman Act.

This deecision resulted in the
taking away of the homes of many
of these hatters simply because they
had dared to ask the public generally
to sympathize with them in their
cenflict. with Loewe and Company
by urging them not to buy these
hats or to patronize any merchant
or retailer that might be selling
these hats. The courts declared that
such an appeal was an “unduc
restraint of trade” on the part of
labor and therefore in violation of
the Sherman Act.

Out of this act, not so much as it
applied to labor but as it applied
to business, the question immediately
arose as to what was meant by the
phrases in the act itself, “every con-
tract,” “every combination,” “cvery
understanding” tending to restrain
or to monopolize. The adjective
“cvery” caused all kinds of opinions
to be expressed by various courts
thruout our entire federal judiciary.
No two judges agreed and ultimately
the Supreme Court gave its opinion
on this adjective by saying it did
not mean every contract, every
agreement, every understanding,
every combination, but only such as
“unreasonably” restrained trade or
commerce.

Thus, the Supreme Court changed
the whole complexion of the law, in
so far as capitalistic enterprises
were concerned, and when I say
capitalistic enterprises, I mean com-
mercial, financial or industrial
enterprises. By holding that, if the
restraint was reasonable, then there
was no violation of the law, the
courts placed a much greater burden
on the government or complainant
as against those charged with viola-
tion of the law.

Then, too, there arose a multitude
of conflicts regarding the interpreta-
tion of other terms in the act. For
instance, the question arose as to
what was meant by “trade,” by
“commerce,” by “restraint of comni-
war, as a result of extensive re-
merce,” by “interstate trade and
confusing doctrines and fictions of
law, the act was practically nullified
in so far as industrial, commercial
and financial enterprises were con
cerned.

NO “RULE OF
REASON”
A confusion of decisions resulted.

However, not a single court applied
the “rule of reason” to labor that

had been applied to all of our com-
mercial, industrial and financial in-
terests and institutions— with one
exception. That one exception was
the National Window Glass Manu-
facturers case. In that case, therc
was an agreement between the em-
ployer and the employees, resulting
in a restriction upon trade. But this
was deemed essential because the in-
dustry was suffering a great depres-
sion thru fundamental changes
faking place within the industry
‘tself. In that instance, the employer
agreed with the union to an arrange-
ment which might ultimately provide
an opportunity of employment to all
workers who otherwise would have
been forced into complete idlencss.
The court, in that instance, held the
restraint or the restriction or the
limitation upon trade as a reason-
able one.

That is the only case where the
“rule of reason” was applied in a
labor case. In a different case,
another court attempted to devise
what is known as the doctrine of
“social harm.” This doctrine 1n-
volved the question: Was the com-
bination, was the restraint, in the
interest of the public good or against
the public good? That is the doctrine
which underlies the anti-combination
laws of England, France and other
foreign countries. Here in America,
this doctrine has never been follow-
ed by our courts.

Our courts, having once brought
labor under the Sherman law, went
all the way and even ruled that
where the objective of labor might
be lawful, if perchance it used some
“illegal” method—that is, illegal in
the eyes of the court—then the
whole combination itself would be
unlawful, so that even innocent,
perfectly lawful acts would be held
in violation of the Sherman law.

I shall not burden you with
various decisions of the Supreme
Court dealing with application of the
Sherman law, altho they are per-
tinent to the question that is now
involved. Assistant Attorney General
Thurman Arnold applies these older
rulings under the Sherman Act in
this modern day and time. It is upon
these decisions, and his own miscon-
ceived interpretation of both the
Sherman and Clayton Acts, that he
bases his whole procedure so destruc-
tive and costly to our trade-union or-
ganizations.

(The second ariicle in this series,
dealing with Clayton Act and subse-
quent legislation, will appear in the next
issue of this paper—Editor.)

By FAITH WILLIAMS

(This article is from the April 1940
issue of Labor Information Bulletin,
official publication of ' the U. S. De-
partment of Labor.—Editor.)

Washington, D. C.

HE Smiths may be trying to

keep up with the Joneses, but
they certainly do it in an individual-
istic way. Recent data from the new
study of the Buro of Labor Statis-
tics on how 'moderate-income fami-
lies in the United States spend their
incomes show wide variation in ex-
penditure habits. Even among fami-
lies with the same income and the
same number of children, living in
the same city, there are very grea}t
differences in the way income is
spent, and the kind of living avail-
able to each family member.

There is, however, a striking sim-
ilarity in the average expenditure;s
of families of the same economic
status from community to commu-
nity. When the pocket money and
the food allowance and the rent
money and all the rest of the money
families spend are added together
and the sums paid out by all the
Smiths and Joneses at a given eco-
nomic level are averaged, their ex-
penditures fall into very definite
patterns.

The resemblance of consumption
habits in one city to those in an-
other should not be taken to mean,
however, that these habits are not
susceptible of change. As a matter
of fact, the similarity in the expen-
diture patterns prevailing at the
present time in the various cities
where studies of family expenditures
have been made is the more striking
when the patterns of the present
day are placed against those of al-
most a generation ago.

TECHNOLOGY TAKES
A HAND

Everyone is aware that the tech-
nological changes of the twentieth
century have made great changes
in the lives of the Smiths and the
Joneses:! It is difficult to realize that
as late as 1919 motor cars seemed
a luxury to moderate-income fami-
lies in the United States. Passenger
automobiles had been produced com-
mercially since the nineties but the
cost of a car was for a long time
far out of the reach of the average
American family. In 1908, less ex-
pensive models were introduced, and
in 1922 the wholesale price of a cur-
rently acceptable touring car was
$298, f.o.b. Detroit. Approximate-
ly the same type of car would have
cost $525 wholesale at the end
of the war and $850 in 1908. It had
little in common with the automo-
biles which are purchased new to-
day but it met the requirements of
American families in the 1920’s.

The Buro of Labor Statistics has

comparable figures on the family

Survey Made Of Modern

Family Expenditure

Far-Reaching Changes Made in Past Twenty Years

expenditures of employed wage
earners and clerical workers at the
end of the World War and in 1934-
36. So few families owned cars in
the earlier period that expenditures
for automobiles, motoreycles and bi-
cycles were all classified together
when the data were tabulated. Fif-
teen percent of the families studied
in 1917-19 had some expense for
one or another of these vehicles, as
compared with 50% owning automo-
biles alone in 1934-36. Radios were
hardly known at the time of the
earlier study while more than three-
quarters of the families studied in
1934-36 reported radio ownership.

Changes in the houses where the
Smiths and the Joneses live are per-
haps quite as important to their
happiness as the addition of automo-
biles and radios. Slightly over one-
half of the families renting dwell-
ings in 35 large cities studied at the
end of the war had bathrooms, com-
pared with nine-tenths of the fami-
lies of employed wage earners and
clerical workers renting houses in
the same cities in 1934-36.

Electric power, which had been
available to few in the wage-earner
and clerical groups before 1918, had
declined in price over the period,
and dwellings wired for electric
lights and small electrical appli-
ances had come within the buying
range of the average employed
worker. As many as one-quarter
of the families covered in the ‘re-
cent study were found to have elec-
tric refrigerators. The amount of
modern plumbing facilities and the
number of telephones installed in
the homes of families of wage earn-
ers and lower-salaried clerical
workers has also increased markedly
during the last two decades.

SHIFTS IN
FOOD HABITS

The changes which have occurred
in food consumption since the World
War have had far-reaching effects
on American diets. At the end of the
war, as a result of extensive re-
searches into the needs of the hu-
man body, Americans for the first
time became aware of minerals and
vitamins in foods and their import-
ance in human nutrition. This new
information, together with lower
food prices in general and the low-
er prices of certain nutritionally
valuable foods in particular, and
also the greater availability of fresh
fruits and vegetables all the year
round, combined to produce strik-
ing changes in the food expendi-
tures of wage earners and clerical
workers.

Larger per-capita consumption of
milk, oranges, lettuce, spinach and
canned tomatoes was recorded in
1934-36 than in 1917-19. Tomato
juice and grapefruit are also con-
sumed in larger amounts by the fam-
ilies recently studied. In addition to

such standard foods as meat, pota-

WORKERS AGE

Newsmen Form New Union

Affiliated With A F.L.

Oppose Guild as Communist; Craft Form Adopted

(e publish below an appeal issued
recently by the American Newspaper
Writers Associalion, a newly formed
A, F.of L. federal local of newspaper
men. The organization, whose office is
al 265 West 14 Street, New York City,
iv headed by William L. Laurence, pres-
ident, and Joseph Shaplen. secretary-
treasurer, both of the New York Times.

Editor.)

To All Working
Newspapermen :

n

HIS communication is the open-
ing gun in a campaign to cr-
ganize the working newspapermen
of this city and vicinity in a craft
organization of their own choosing
and designed to function 2xclusively
for the protection of the interests of
working newspapermen,

To achieve this end there has been
formed the American Newspaper
Writers Association, chartered by
the American Federation of Labor.
We are a federal local, similar to
other such locals, functioning under
charters of the A. F. of L. Before
very long, a national council of all
such locals will be formed, preli-
minary to the establishment of a
full-fledged A. F. of L. international
of working newspaper.

The following categories of edi-
torial employes are eligible for mem-
bership in our organization:

Reporters, rewrite men, copy
readers, district men, editorial
writers on the regular payroll of
newspapers, writers on drama, music
and books on the regular payroll,
and all others on the regular pay-
roll who collect, write and edit
reading material,

Do not permit yourselves to be
misled by misrepresentations,
slander and character assassination

toes, flour, sugar, cabbage, string
beans, onions and apples. which
were important in the consumption
habits of families in both periods
studied, the 1934-36 'survey also in-
dicated the purchase of many other
foodstuffs which were not on the
market or within the reach of mod-
erate income families at the time
of the earlier study in 1917-19.

Clothing expenses have changed
materially, both in the total and in
the articles purchased. Nowadays,
when the average woman in the fam-
ily of a wage earner or a clerical
worker totals her clothing expendi-
tures, she finds that her silk stock-
ings have run away with more
money than any other single item
in her budget. Silk stockings were
a luxury to women in the moderate-
income group before the World
War. In most stores, the only kind
of silk hose sold was a very heavy
service-weight stocking, retailing at
$2 a pair. After the war, the much
more attractive sheer and semi-ser-
vice hose began to appear in all the
stores at a lower price. Now silk
stockings for everyday wear are the
rule even for women in moderate-
income families.

With the increase during the last
two decades of ready-made child-
ren’s and women’s clothes available
at reasonably low prices, many a
housewife has apparently given up
the practise of making her clothes
and those of the children at home.
This is indicated by the drop in the
number of families purchasing sew-
ing machines from 8% in 1917-19 to
less than 29 of the families of wage
earners and lower-salaried employ-
ees covered in the 1934-36 survey.
Total clothing expenditures in 1934-
36 were lower, on the average, than
would have been expected on the
basis of expenditures in 1917-19,
even when price changes have been
taken into account. It would seem
that moderate-income families are
now wearing less clothing than at
the end of the war period.

Expenditures for miscellaneous
items were in general higher in
1934-36 than they would have been
if the expenditure patterns of 1917-
19 had been maintained. In two-
thirds of the cities studied, a higher
expenditure was found on such items
as transportation, travel, recreation,
education, cosmetics, haircuts, and
other goods and services pertaining
to personal appearance. Concern
over the personal appearance of the
members of the family has been
heightened, and the barber and hair-
dresser now are visited more often
than in 1917-19.

A summary of money expenditures
by families of given type and incoma
in the two periods shows that at
the earlier date savings outbalanced
deficits in every income class, even
the lowest, while at the later per-
iod aggregate deficits were greater
than aggregate savings in all income
levels under $1,500. The change was
in part due to the development of
installment credit practises over the
period. The relative ease with which
the employed wage earner or cleri-
cal worker can nowadays arrange
for payments on the installment
plan has encouraged the use of cred-
it by this group. It was also due in
part to the fact that 1917-19 was a
period of war-time prosperity, while
1934-36 was a period following sev-
eral years of depression and wide-
spread unemployment,

A general comparison of family
expenditures daring 1917-19 with
expenditures in 1934-36 would seem

to indicate that families of employed.

wage earners and clerical workers
now actually have higher standards
of living than similar groups of
workers at the end of the war per-
iod. An important change seems to
have taken place in the expendi-

ture patterns of these moderate-in-

resgried to by ¢rresponsible ele-
ments who charge that we are a
“fake union.” They have a purpose
in doing that, and that is to deprive
yvou of the right to build an organ-
ization of your own choosing instead
of one dominated by the Communist
Party. Behind us stands the Amer-
ican Federation of Labor with its
membership of 4,500,000, its power
and its prestige. The great labor
movoment of this city. with a mam-
bership of 700,000, will back us to
the hilt. No professional rabble-
rousers and communist conspirators
eceking to promote their destruc-
tive purposes will deter us from our
aim of building an organization of,
by and for working newspapermen.

In a statement issued to the press,
William L. Laurence, president of
the American Newspaper Writers
Association, has made clear the
structure and purposes of our or-
ganization when he said:

“We are definitelv a craft organ-
ization. While we fully sympathize
with the efforts of other classes of
employees, such as stenographers,
bookkespers, accountants, clerks,
etlc., to organize for collective bar-
gaining to improve their conditions,
we do not see why such classes of
employees should be lumped with
newspaper writers, representing a
highly skilled craft, no more than
that they should be lumped with
skilled craftsmen in the mechanical
departments. There are unions de-
voted to the organization of office
workers and others having no rela-
tion to mnewspaper writers, who
should not permit themselves to be
overwhelmed by elements extrane-
ous to their craft and therefore
having no relation to their part-
icular problems.

“Nor will the American News-
paper Writers Association counten-
ance the admittance into its organ-
ization of other completely outside
e'ements, holding no jobs of any kind
on newspapers, and therefore hav-
ing no right whatsoever to hold
cards in an organization of news-
papermen and mould its policies.

“The American Newspaper Writ-
ers Association is an organization
of, by and for newspapermen, It will
not countenance interference by any
political party and will not follow
any party line. It will seek, however,
to work in cooperation with all ele-
ments upon whom the welfare -of
working newspapermen depends, in-
cluding the organized printing
crafts.

“One of its most important tasks
will be the promotion and mainten-
ance of high ethical standards in the
newspaper field.

“We have formed our organiza-
tion in response to a widely express-

" ed desire on the part of newspaper-

men for an organization of our
type.”

There are scores of thousands of
working newspapermen in the Unit-
ed States. The Newspaper Guild re-
presents but a small portion of this
number. An increasing number of its
own members are properly dissatis-
fied with its structure and policies.
Many are resigning. These men and
women, together with the vast num-
ber of unorganized newspapermen,
have the right to build their own
organization. To challenge that right
is a violation of the law. We do not
propose to permit ourselves to be
terrorized. The G.P.U. and Gestapo
are not yet in control of the United
States.

To you whose interests are vital-
lv affected the antics of an organ-
ization that ventures to speak for
you against your will we say:

This is an age of organization.
Standing aloof and alone you cannot
protect your interests. We know that
you have been gravely disturbed by
what has been done and spoken in
the name of newspapermen by an
organization whose moral and pro-
fessional authority to speak for. you
we challenge. We know also that the
existing sityation affecting your in-
terests in the matter of collective
bargaining is not to your liking. If
your craft is now being threatened
by elements inimical to your inter-
ests, it is because you have neglected
to protect them. You cannot protect
yourselves against encroachment by
elements utterly foreign to news-
paper work by retiring into a state
of splendid isolation. If you want
security, you can get it only thru
collective security. You must speak
and act collectively. You must build
an organization of your own. You
must act together, taking full ad-
vantage of the rights and privileges
granted you under the law.

The American Newspaper Writers
Association offers you the effective
instrument you require for this pur-
pose.

Permit us to assure you as well as
our enemies—the Communist Party
and its transmission belt, the
Newspaper Guild—that the Amer-
ican Newspaper Writers Association
is here to stay and that no amount
of demagogy and misrepresentation
will divert us from our legitimate
and lawful task.

AMERICAN NEWSPAPER
WRITERS ASSOCIATION
(Federal Local 22397)

come families, Their diets more
nearly approach the recommenda-
tions of a specialist in nutritions;

they have more livable homes, witff

more household facilities and bet-
ter lighting; many of them are able
to travel more and get more recrea-
tion because they have automobiles,
This change has brought about fun-
damental changes in their expendi-
ture patterns.
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Anti-Lynching
Blocked by

“Defense”

For the fourth time in as many
months, Senate Majority Leader Al-
ben Barkley told the National Asso-
ciation for the Advancement of Col-
ored People that he does not intend
to do anything to bring up the fed-
eral anti-lynching bill for a vote on
the floor of the Senate.

The Senator made his declaration
to the N.A.A.C.P. in response to a
recent letter from the association
which quoted a story appearing in
the New York Amsterdam News of
July 20 saying that Barkley had told
the Colored National Democratic
Association at a mass meeting in
Chicago just prior to the Democratic
National Convention that “the Anti-
lynching bill will be voted upon be-
fore Congress adjourned.” The N.A.
A.C.P. had asked the Majority Lead-
er to name the approximate date
when the bill would be called up.

Denying that he had made the
statement, Senator Barkley told the
association in a letter dated August
6: “I have not seen any of the news-
papers that quoted what I had to
cay because I spoke extempora-
neously . . . but the quotation which
you use in your letter is inaccu-
rate.”

Pointing out that he had told his
audience that he still “entertained
the hope that the bill might be voted
on during the present Congress,”
despite the difficulties of long de-
bate even if cloture were voted, he
“made no promise that it would be
voted on and I made no promise that
it would be taken up. . .. The pro-
gram of defense legislation, “he
said, “which include necessary and
urgent measures,” did not make him
“feel at liberty to prophecy when
the Anti-lynching bill can be taken
up.n

Refusing to accept the plea of a
defense program as an excuse for
not bringing up the bill, Thurgood
Marshall, special counsel for the
N.A.A.C.P,, told Senator Barkley in
a letter dated August 7, that the
Association regarded the Anti-
Lynching Bill as being “just as im-
portant as the National Defense pro-
gram.”

The N.A.A.C.P. official drew atten-
tion to the renewed activity of the
Klan in many states, its joint activ-
ities with the German-American
Bund in New Jersey; violence
against Jehovah’s Witnesses, a re-
ligious sect, the brutal flogging and
lynching of N.A.A.C.P. officials in
Brownsville, Tennessee, and the in-
crease in mob violence throughout
the country just as mob violence
increased preceeding the outbreak
of the last World War, as fully ade-
quate reasons for bringing up the
federal anti-lynching bill without
delay.

Wage-hour Law
Application
Is Extended

Strong impetus was given last
waek to the fight being waged to
enforce the wage and overtime pro-
visions of the Fair Labor Standards
Act with respect to loft building ser-
vice employees, when permanent in-
junctions were entered in the U. S.
District Court, Newark, N. J., by
Arthur J. White, Regional Director
of the Wage and Hour Division,
against seven of the leading mill and
loft property owners of Faterson,
N. J., restraining them from ever
again denying the wage and over-
time protection of the Fair Labor
Standards Act to their building
maintenance and service employees.

The injunctions, signed by Federal
Judge Thomas Glynn Walker, were
agreed to by the seven mill or loft
owners thus enjoined, and consti-
tuted an acknowledgment, in effect,
on the part of the mill owners, that
their building service employees
were covered by the Fair Labor
Standards Act.

Two similar injunction suits filed
by the Wage and Hour Division are
now pending against the owners of
two large loft buildings in New
York and Philadelphia.

At the start of the negotiations
with the Paterson tenant mill own-
ers, Mr. White stated the mill own-
ers took the stand that as realty
owners they were not engaged in in-
terstate commerce and were not 2ov-
ered by the Act. The division repre-
sentatives held a series of meetings
with them and successfully argued
that the work the employees were
engaged in doing, and not the busi-
ness of the employer, was the de-
termining factor in questions of
coverage.

At the time the injunction suit
was filed in New York last March
against the Arsenal Building Cor-
poration and Spear & Co., Inc., Inc.,
owners and agents, respectively, of
the 22 story loft building at 463
Seventh Avenue, figures made public
by the Building Service Employees’
Union, stated that there were 2,000
loft buildings in Manhattan alone,
with possibly a total of about 25,000
building service employees, who
would be affected by any court rui-
ing that such employees were cov-
ered.

These and thousands of other
building service employees in hun-
dreds of loft buildings in other large
industrial cities throughout the
country are therefore expected by
Wage and Hour officials to benefit
indirectly from the precedent cre-
ated by the filing of seven injunc-
tion orders in Newark.
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American Labor
And Present War

We Must Maintain Labor’s Independence

By D. BENJAMIN

(T his is the final article in a series
cxpressing the author's views on the
present war.—FEditor).

HA'T conclusions must we draw
from an analysis of the pres-
cnt European war, historical experi-
eness during the last twenty-five
vears, and problems as they face
the American and international
working class movements today?
Some of them may be stated as fol-
tows:

1. The imperialist bourgeoisie, to-
gether with the capitalist system,
has outlived its usefulness; cannot be
considered today the bearers of his-
torical progress; are the bearers, in-
stead of war, fascism, and trends to-
ward totalitarianism.

2. The imperialist bourgeoisie can-
not be considered the basis for an

effective resistance to, and fight
against fascism, from withcut or
within.

3. The working class cannot fall
for the idea of imperialist “peace”
(appeasement) or imperialist war
for solving the basic problems of the
day. The imperialist appeasers wouid
help foreign fascism (Nazism),
while the imperialist war makers on
an increasing scale bring totalitari-
anism at home.

4. No decisive dependence can be
placed on temporary divisions in-
side the ranks of the imperialist
bourgeoisie as the main basis for the
solution of problems—between the
imperialist war makers and imperi-
alist appeasers, between external
fascism and domestic imperialists.
Class blood and interconnections, in
times of crisis and stress, will assert
themselves. Utilization of such dif-
ferences, but not reliance upon them
is the determination of the main
line of action.

5. Independent working class ac-
tion in the industrially developed
countries coupled with the unleash-
ing of colonial movements, op-
pressed and helotized nationalities,
and enlightened, progressive public
opinion must be considered the main
basis for effective resistance against
Nazism from without, totalitarian
trends from within, and destructive
imperialist wars. The development
of such independent labor political
action is not a utopian or abstract
proposition; and is the only sound
and realistic basic line of action pos-
sible in the concrete conditions of
present day life. The longer appli-
cation of this course of action is de-
layed, the more difficult will the
problem become,

6. For such countries as England
and France the slogan, “The chief
enemy is at home” must be changed
to “The working class has two ene-
mies—the fascist invader and do-
mestic war-causing, and totalitarian-
trending imperialism.” It would be
a catastrophic error to drop the fight
against the former, or to consider
the latter the main or a reliable
basis for the fight against the for-
mer, An independent fight against
both must be carried on simultane-
ously. A basic change within the
country must be sought while resist-
ing the danger from without; in
fact, as a prerequisite for an effec-
tive struggle against the external
foe.

7. No vote of confidence in “dem-
ocratie” imperialist governments, No
support to their proposals for arma-
ment economy, for totalitarian-mil-
itarization trends and programs. At
the same time, labor can make clear
its desire and readiness to support
increased resistance to external
totalitarianism, when with that is
coupled increased resistance to do-
mestic totalitarianism when such so-
cial and political changes are
wrought that make it possible to ral-
ly masses, to offer a real solution, to
concretize values that are worth-
while defending and fighting for.
Labor should give the lead and set an
example by offering increased re-
sistance to the external foe of fas-
cism, and working overtime for
changing the domestic political and
social setup.

MILITARY AID
TO ENGLAND

8. The illusion of the slogan of
“Aid to England” or as it was pre-
viously “Aid to the Allies” as a
decisive contribution to the solu-
tion of the problem of defeating
Nazism must be made clear. As long
as Kngland is controlled by the reac-
tionary imperialist bourgeoisie, so
long is it impossible to expect from
that government a struggle that will
liquidate Nazism. Aid to such a gov-
ernment cannot be considered of de-
cisive importance, Much more im-
portant is it to effect a change in
England and thus make possible a
revolutionary conduct of the war.
Aid, then, to a workers England
should receive the utmost support
from American labor, but that, of
course, would be sabotaged by a
bourgeois government in the United
States (for example, the embargo
on Loyalist Spain by the Roosevelt
Administration). The most impor-
tant aid American labor can give
British labor is to extend support to
any and every effort of the latter to
develop independent action and to
assert itself, and to set an example
by following that course of action
itself. Aid to the Independent Labor
Party of England which emphasizes
the orientation of independent ac-
tion of labor, of struggle against
German Nazism and British imperi-
alism, for freeing the colonial peo-
ples and working publicly and more
intensively for socialism in England,
is aid that really counts.

We must also recognize that aid
to a reactionary imperialist tho

“democratic” bourgeoisie may turn
into its opposite. The French ruling
class is using the aid received pre-
viously from the U. S. on behalf of
its new ‘“colleague”—Hitler Ger-
many, To what solution of the prob-
lem of fighting the extension of Nazi
power did aid to the then French
government lead? In other words,
something much more fundamental
has to be done to really tackle the
problem.

KEEPING AMERICA
OUT OF WAR

9. Keeping the U. S. out of the
present Kuropean war is a decisive
criterion for those who would take
a progressive stand on the basic
problem facing this country today.
The line must be drawn, however,
between those who talk that slogan
but would have steps taken that
would quietly, subtly, and gradually
draw us closer to that war and those
who fight each step that tends to
lead on to that consequence. We
cannot view each step in the process
by itself and statically and say,
“See! That did not involve us in
war.” And that is the fundamental
mistake of those who mean seriously
the slogan of “All aid short of war”
and hope thereby to keep U. S. out
of war. They think that many steps
can be taken that lead toward the
'precipice, but at that point, a halt
could be made. At that point, how-
ever, the runner, gaining momentum
with each new step, will not be able
to halt himself.

This is demonstrated when we
consider how far the U. S. has trav-
elled since the Senate debate last
fall on lifting the embargo. A twen-
ty billion dollar military budget and
appropriation for the year; conserip-
tion and compulsory “national” or
military service; the transfer of air-
planes, munitions, and destroyers(?)
to England; the proposal of the
present Secretary of War to open
U. S. ports to British warships and
for American battleships to convoy
boats te British waters—these are
some of the things that have taken
place, are about to take place, or are
being proposed. What was only
hinted at yesterday is being done
today, and the process picks up mo-
mentum each day. Aiding a bellig-
erent creates an atmosphere in
which it becomes more and more
difficult to work for keeping the
U. S. out of war.

Developing an armament economy
coordinated with that of a belliger-
ent as well as upon growing militar-
ization of this country brings about
such a fundamental change in this
country economically, socially, and
politically that the imposition of a
totalitarian regime and entrance in-
to war, as well as the growth of in-
terests wedded to such a trend, be-
comes ever easier and is considered
ever more necessary.

SOCTALISM AND THE
NEW WORLD

10. Relations to South and Cen-
tral America. There are two ap-
proaches to this question—the im-
perialist and the democratic social-
ist. The two cannot be reconciled.
U. S. imperialism is utilizing the
present situation to further its hege-
mony in the Americas and on the
basis of the slogan of “Defense
against the Nazi aggressor, invader,
or penetrator” is attempting to win
over (1) the people of the U. S,
and (2) the people of Latin America
to the idea of (a) a super-militarized
U. S.; (b) U. S. as the policeman of
America; (c¢) U. S. as the economic
boss in the Western Hemisphere.
That policy will not win over the
peoples of America and. in a certain
sense, will play into the hands of
Hitler Germany. That policy will
inake for another Great War after
this one—a clash between German
and American imperialism, if the
former should be victorious in the
present war.

The democratic socialist approach
would be to emphasize independent
labor development in all the Amer-
ican countries, inter-American labor
solidaritv as a part of international
iabor solidarity, the development of
anti-imperialist sentiment within the
U. S., while supporting the moves in
the American countries against all
foreign domination and aggression
(including that of the U. S. and of
the fascist countries), calling upon
the U. S. government to help the
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Roosevelt Record

a virtue of necessity.

Win With Willkie?

lican aspirants.

E are living in a period of vast social change. A new
social order is triumphing in Europe—an order of poli-

The United States. already olunging into an armament eco-
nomy on a wave of war hysteria, can follow that road. Or it can
challenge and halt the world-wide drive toward fascism by de-
feating the social reaction and nationalist intolerance which
already threaten our political democracy at home; by demo-

We still Yave time to make democracy work at home! We
cannot do sc if we are plunged into war, or if we permit the
political leadership of this country to pave the way for an
armament econemy under the guise of national defense.

The so-called "anti-war” plank adopted by the Democratic
Party at its national convention will fool no one who has fol-
lowed the record of the Roosevelt Administration. Hitler's suc-
cesses have made it impracticable for an American army to be
landed in Europe at this time. The President is well aware of
this and is attenmpting to appease the "peace vote" by making

Far more serious at the moment is the drive toward an arma-
ment economy and the move for national conscription. Having
failed to solve our pressing economic problems at home, the
Administration seeks to disguise-this failure and to divert public
attention by hysterical militarization. Already this drive has
curtailed relief and social-service appropriations and has threat-
ened wage and hour standards (which are supposéd to imperil
defense!). These assaults can only succeed in an atmosphere
of fear and exaggerated nationalism. The attempt to whip up
an artificial "national unity" on this basis means the suspension,
perhaps the death, of democracy at home.

The Republican convention made a stirring appeal to the
American people on the basis of opposition to Roosevelt's war-
mongering, but its first contribution to the cause of peace and
democracy was the nomination of Wendell Willkie, public-utility
director and only outspoken interventionist among the Repub-

"Americanism, preparedness and peace,” the Republican
campaign slogan, accents the worst of Roosevelt's war program
—the utilization of the national-defense issue to evoke national

hysteria and to "put labor in its place." The real slogan of

than by totalitarian

Vote For Norman Thomas!

(We publish below an appeal issued recently by the
Independent Committee for Thomas and Krueger.—-FEditor.)

the Republican party should be "Back to Normalcy.” lts social
program is still that of the Harding-Coolidge era.

Real Issue of This Campaign

Unless the present trend toward an armament economy, and
the nationalist hysteria which must inevitably accompany it are
decisively checked, this may be the last campaign for a long
period to be conducted under conditions of relative freedom
of speech and assemblage.

Even before the outbreak of the war, undemocratic electoral
laws had denied to political minorities a right to appear on the
ballot in many states. This process will be accelerated and com-
pleted during the present world crisis unless the genuinely de-
mocratic forces in this country assert themselves politically. This
campaign must be used to bind together those men and wo-
men who are determined to make democracy—social economic,
political—work in the United States and who are eager to
unite with like-minded friends of justice and sanity against the
mounting tide of reaction in this country.

Such men and women cannot consistently support either the
Democratic or the Republican national candidates. Nor can the
appeal of the Communist Party, including its fake "anti-war"
program (now in process of revision on word from Moscow)
fool any intelligent person.

Real Alternative

We believe that the Socialist Party candidates are the only
ones who warrant the support of men and women who know
that social justice is the only lasting foundation for political de-
mocracy. Their constructive program, their long and consistent
opposition to reaction in every form, have won them the respect
of thousands outside the socialist ranks.

Norman Thomas and Maynard Krueger will not be elected in
November but a million men and women united behind them in
this campaign, registering an uncompromising opposition to
the tide of reaction, alien-baiting and war hysteria now sweep-
ing the country, will prove a powerful factor in arresting that
tide and demonstrating that there is a force in this country
which cannot be "panic-ed" into a surrender of its democratic
rights or fooled by glittering generalities.

This is no time for compromising with the “lesser evil' in
politics. It is a time to stand up and be counted against all
evils, greater and lesser.

You can do this by joining with us in the Independent Com-
mittee for Thomas and Krueger. This Committee has been or-
ganized by American liberals, progressives and radicals, to sup-
port these men. Membership does not involve endorsement of
the full socialist program,

You can do your part—before it is too late!

countries of Latin America strength-
en and build up their own economies.
Such steps would enable the Amer-
ican peoples to help and defend
themselves, would tend to develop
a new situation within the U. S. and
with that a new and truly fraternal
relationship between a democratic
U. S. working toward socialism tnd
the peoples of Latin America. This
would make for a much stronger
and sounder defense against not
only the Nazi menace but also
against totalitarian trends within.

11. Labor in the U. S. must ap-
preciate the danger that dominant
economic and political forces of this
country may move us closer and
closer to a totalitarian, military reg-
ime here while talking of fighting
the totalitarian menace across the
seas. Labor must fight the former
as it must be ready to fight the
latter.

12. The Roosevelt Administration
represents a force preparing the
U. S. for war and totalitarianism of
an American fashion. Labor must be
gotten to understand this, to become
independent of the “War Deal” and
to take its stand to keep the U. S.
out of war and totalitarianism, to
make democracy work in this coun-
try in terms of security and free-
dom, to make this a country that the
people can consider their own and
one worth sacrificing their all to de-
fend. Nor should there be any illu-
sion that a Willkie administration
would be any different in this fun-
damental regard.

Progressive labor forces, in order
to help bring the above about, must
work more intensively for a united
and a more independent labor move-
ment. This is all the more impor-
tant because American labor repre-
sents one of the few great labor
movements in existence today; one,
therefore, that has the added respon-
s'bility of inspiring labor forces of
other countries into action.

NEEDS OF AMERICAN
LABOR MOVEMENT

13. It is incumbent upon the pro-
gressive and socialist labor forces of
the U. S. to develop a new, sounder,
indigenous, and more effective rad-
ical and conscious labor movement
capable of meeting the complicated
problems of the day and of helping
to bring about a new, democratic,
socialist order. At the same time,
there must be a strengthening of
the idea of international labor soli-
darity. American labor should be
gotten to understand that in helping
such movements as those of the
various colonial peoples, the under-
ground movements in the fascist and
fascist-controlled countries, the
healthy socialist movements repre-
sented by such organizations as the
Independent Labor Party of England
and the P.S.0.P. of France, it is
serving -at the same time its own
cause. The adoption of a correct ap-
proach for the problems of the day
will prepare American labor for the
still more difficult problems of to-
morrow, when we may be confronted
with a still larger imperialist war,
on an intercontinental basis, where
American imperialism will be imme-
diately and directly involved as a
major contestant in a struggle for
dominance over the Americas, the
Atlantic and Pacific, and the Far
East. A wrong approach today, sac-
rificing independent action, will be
disastrous for the tackling of to-
morrow’s problems as well. We
would do well to learn from the
splendid example of the I.L.P. which
today is confronted with that prob-
lem in a very concrete manner—to
carry on the struggle at all times
against the enemy at home, and for
a new, a democratic socialist order,
while carrying on the fight against
tre extension of the power of for-

L A A A AN A AN~ A eign Nazism and fascism.

Communists In New
"Peace” Movement

“"Emergency Mobilization” Toes Party Line

(We publish below a memorandum
on the “Emergency Peace Mobilization”
issued by the Keep America Out of
War Congress. This should be of great-
est interest lo all anti-war organizations
and workers, who are concerned with
building a bona-fide peace movement.
- -kdicor.)

The “Emergency Peace Mobiliza-
tion” to be held in Chicago on Aug-
ust 31, September 1 and 2, by the
“Committee to Defend America by
Keeping Out of War” is the newest
and apparently the most extensive
of Communist party fronts. Its pre-
decessors are: 1) the “Yanks Are
NOT Coming” committees started
early this year and now abandoned
because they were too obvious Com-
munist fronts; 2) the American
League for Peace and Democracy
(before that the American League
Against War and Fascism) which
favored a pro-war, collective-securi-
ty position and was destroyed by the
Communists when their line changed
to isolationism after the Nazi-Soviet
Pact; 3) and various local peace as-
sociations under varying titles which
have been formed under Communist
inspiration since the abandonment of
the American League for Peace and
Democracy. The mobilization was
first proposed through a resolution
on June 5 of the American Youth
Congress, most successful of all
Communist-controlled organizations.
FELLOW-TRAVELLERS
RETURN

The sponsors of the mobilization
include many well-known Commu-
nists and fellow-travellers. Its trade
union representation consists of the
Presidents of unions that constitute
the recognized Communist bloc in
the C.I.O. For example: Lewis Allen
Berne of the Federation of Archi-
tects, Engineers, Chemists and Tech-
nicians; Joseph Curran of the Na-
tional Maritime Union; Abram
Flaxer of the State, County and
Municipal Workers; Michael Quill
of the Transport Workers Union.
No Presidents or international offi-
cers of any A. F. of L. or non-Com-
munist-controlled C.I.O. unions are
involved. Outside the trade union
field there are the names of fellow-
travellers that appear in almost
every Communist front organiza-
tion. For example: Rev. Owen D.
Knox, Vito Marcantonio, Dr. Max
Yergan, Jack McMichael, etc.

It should be noted that many of
these names were associated with
the “Yanks Are NOT Coming” ef-
fort, and, before that, with the
American League for Peace and De-
mocracy. Their positions on war
changed as the Communist position
changed. For example, Abram Flax-
er signed the call to the fifth na-
tional congress of the American
League, January 1939, which read:
“We cannot hope to remain aloof
from a Fascist-instigated world war.
Sooner or later we would become
involved as we were in the last war.
Our only hope is to prevent such a
world war from developing; to use
our international influence and eco-
nomic power to stop Fascist aggres-
sion.” Less than a year after signing
this vigorous collective security
statement, Mr. Flaxer was support-
ing the “Yanks” movement and was
saying that “we Americans have
plenty of problems to lick here at
home without butting into Europe’s
quarrels and reaping some additional

headaches the way we did last time.”

—(March 1940). Mr. Flaxer is now
supporting the mobilization. This
continuity of devotion to the Com-
munist line may be found in many
other sponsors. The continuity may
also be traced in the use of Amer-
ican League mailing lists by the new
group.

NO BONA-FIDE PEACE
ORGANIZATIONS

In judging the origin of an or-
ganization, those who are not repre-
sented can be as revealing as those
who are. The long-recognized, long-
established anti-war movement in
this country has always centered
around such organizations as the
Keep America Out of War Congress,
the National Council for Prevention
of War, the Women’s International
League for Peace and Freedom,
World Peaceways, the Fellowship of
Reconciliation, the War Resisters
League, the Youth Committee
Against War. All of these organiza-
tions were formed before the out-
break of the present European war.
Some of them have been in existence
for more than 20 years. Their oppo-
sition to war and to American in-
volvement in war is not based on
momentary political considerations.
None of these organizations and
none of their leaders are represented
in any way in the “Emergency Peace
Mobilization” or the “Committee to
Defend America by Keeping Out of
War.” They are not involved not be-

as well as those of the United States

"We must arrange for collective bargaining by the countries of the
Western Hemisphere in dealing with the totalitarian powers in the field
of international trade. If the United States attempted to outbid Europe in
a barter arrangement with a single South American country, it would mean
we would have to be prepared to reduce the living standards of Amer-
ican labor to that of Europe. By bargaining collectively within the Pan-
American economy, we will be able to maintain and raise our standard of
living and that of all the American countries. . . .

—From "Total Defense," published by the Committee
on Economic Defense, Washington, D. C.

We Can Raise Qur Standards!

A\ N order to build up a prosperous Pan-American economy it will be
necessary to plan for the exchange within this hemisphere of goods
which will increase the standard of living of the Latin-American countries

and Canada. In this way the markets

for all of the American countries will be increased and among them-
selves they will be largely self-sufficient. . . . The problem of these South
American surpluses which we do not now absorb is a difficult one, and
in the solution of which we must start with the assumption that South
American countries will not be satisfied unless their surpluses are sold. . . .
There may be several possible solutions; included among them will be in-
creased consumption in this hemisphere. . .

By W. H.

\HERE’S one thing about West-

brook Pegler. He‘s frank. He
speaks right out where others, more
cautious or perhaps more prudent,
prefer to hold their tongues. Thus,
some years ago, Mr. Pegler shocked
the country by actually justifying a
lynching in California. The respect-
able editors, particularly in the
South, were deeply distressed. You
simply don’t say such things in pub-
lic, whatever you may think or say
off the record. . ..

Now Mr. Pegler devotes one of
his syndicated columns (August 8,
1940) to a discussion of another
touchy problem, and again he speaks
right out.

“Men are conscripted,” he argues,
“to defend the wealth of the coun-
try because the life and freedom of
the people are based in that wealth.
. . . So, on reading my hand care-
fully, I have to bet against the
proposition that wealth should be
conscripted along with men. If you
are going to do that, there is no
reason to conscript the men because
the country’s only reason for doing
that is to fight off the very thing
that would happen here the minute
we decided to conscript wealth.”

No one can complain that Mr.
Pegler isn’t making himself plain
and clear. The prime object in war
is to protect our wealth. For this,
conscription of men is necessary.
But if we go ahead and conscript
wealth as well as men, Mr. Pegler
points out very logically, then we
are defeating the very purpose for
which the war is fought. In that
case, we might as well not fight at
all!

Mr. Pegler is hard-boiled. He ap-

cause they question anyone’s right
to any point of view, but because
this new group has been organized
in obedience to the dictates of a new
political line and because, if and
when the line changes, it will be de-
stroyed (as was the American
League) to the great hurt of the
anti-war movement,

There are other tell-tale signs.
The Daily Worker and other Com-
munist publications are supporting
the mobilization to the hilt, while
ignoring, as they have in the past,
all other anti-war activities. Some
non-Communists who first gave their
support to the mobilization in good

faith are now withdrawing,

Senator Norris Denounces
Peace-Time Conscription

“Compulsory military training in time of peace cannot long prevail in
a democratic form of government without leading that government into
the realm of dictatorship. . .. Such legislation (is) untenable unless we are
radically to change the future history of our country. If we are to have
compulsory military training in time of peace, we shall put ourselves on a
level with the dictator nations of the world . .. we will have what we are
complaining about in other nations—a dictatorship.

“In my opposition to this legislation, I am not thinking so much of
today as I am of tomorrow. The advocates of this bill have started some-
thing that means an eternity of militarism, nothing else. It cannot mean

anything else.

“The fate that has befallen Holland, Denmark, Czechoslovakia is the
reason why, it is indicated, we should pass the pending measure. There may
be something in that argument when applied to Europe, but there is ab-
solutely nothing in it when applied here. If we were a small country, with
a nation controlled by a dictator next to us, I can understand that we might
feel our salvation depended upon arming ourselves to the teeth and train-
ing all our people so they would know how to fight if war came. ... A
condition such as exists in Europe does not exist on this side of the ocean,
and, not only that, but there is no danger of such a situation existing here,
provided we do what we have already undertaken to do—increase our Army,
increase our air force, and increase our standing Arimy, as we have al-
ready provided for. With the great expanse of sea which must be crossed,
who thinks for a moment that they (the dictators) could land a single
soldier upon American soil, unless they had first destroyed our Navy and
our air force? Where are the transports now in all Europe that will bring
their men across the ocean?. ... It is foolish to think that such an attempt

will be made.

.. . What is Hitler doing now with 22 miles of water to

cross? He cannot get over to England. Where are the transports to carry
his troops? I predict that before he takes England many hundreds of
thousands of his soldiers will be at the bottom of the sea, even though he
should finally succeed in invading England.

“T am convinced that if we pass this bill we will put this country on
a road which means ultimate destruction of democracy. . . . I think it is
demonstrated by the history of other governments; it follows from what
we know of human nature, and in my opinion it would be one of the worst
steps we could possibly take. It is contrary to the principles of human
freedom and human: liberty. It is a complete denial of all the principles of
human freedom and human liberty. It is a complete denial of all the prin-
ciples underlying any democracy. It cannot stand against reason or logic.
It is wrong in principle, it is injurious, and in time will. be ruinous to

democracy.

Pegler ‘‘Protects
Our Wealth”

Sees No Sense In Conscripting—Money

parently takes no stock in such sen-
timentalities as ideals and ideologies.
To him, they’re just fancy phrases.
The main thing is to protect wealth;
the rest is just camouflage.

Mr. Pegler’s plainness of speech
deserves to be imitated. Let us there-
fore see just what are the implica-
tions of his logic.

If war is just to protect wealth,
and wealth in the United States (as
in most other countries today) is
largely concentrated in the hands of
a small owning class, why should
the great mass of Americans, most-
ly without any wealth to speak of,
let themselves be conscripted and
sent out to die so that the handful
of people who have big property
can be secure in its possession and
enjoyment? Isn’t that just a little
tinreasonable, Mr. Pegler? If things
are as you say, why not let the
wealthy go out and fight to protect
their own wealth?

But there is still another and more
important angle to the question. Mr.
Pegler and most of his fellow-journ-
alists are incessantly warning us of
an imminent Hitler invasion of this
country. Well, just suppose Hitler
tries to invade us and we resist. Sup-
pose, furthermore, that in the war
that follows, it turns out that the
only way really to win the war and
smash Hitler and Hitlerism is to
“conscript wealth”—that is, to re-

I'sort to radical measures of economic,

social and political change. That’s
what the British are discovering to-
day, and that’s what all the experi-
ence of recent years plainly indi-
cates. Faced with such a situation,
Mr. Pegler and the people for whom
he speaks would, on his own show-
ing, answer. “Oh no, such a victory
wouldn’t be any better than a defeat
as far as we are concerned! Better
Hitler in Washington than a ‘Red’
regime that confiscates our proper-
ty!” And these gentlemen for whom
thie protection of their wealth is of
prime importance in any crisis,
wculd quickly turn into defeatists
and capitulators, eager to reach an
“understanding” with Hitler on the
vasis of which they would be guar-
anteed protection of at least part of
their wealth.

Isn’t that just about what hap-
pened in France? There the chief de-
featists and capitulators were the
men of great wealth who, accord-
ing to American newspapermen,
openly declared that they would
“rather see Hitler in Paris than
Leon Blum in the Premier’s office
again.” They were the men who, in
the apt phrase of the London New
Leader, fought Hitler “with many
backward glances at their property,
at their bank balances”; men “with
the idea back of the minds that after
all the Nazis were better than the
socialists.”

In short, Mr. Pegler’s little ser-
mon turns out to be an authentic
expression of the state of mind of
those sections of the propertied class
who, should such a situation ever
arise, wouldn’t see any sense in de-
fending this country against Hitler
it effective defense appeared to them
to threaten their wealth and privi-
leges. It is a frank and forthright
statement too, and there is little
excuse for misunderstanding it.

Mr. Pegler rarely misses any op-
portunity to wave the Star Spangled
Banner and proclaim his 1007
Americanism. He is particularly ex-
ercised over foreign propagandists
and totalitarian agents in this coun-
try whom he discovers in the most
curious places. In his own opinion,
no doubt, he is death on “Fifth
Colunmnists.” Tt never seems to oc-
cur to him that his whole line of ar-
gument on the sinfulness of the con-
scription of wealth puts him in the
front ranks as the accredited philo-
sopher of the real “Fifth Column”
in America.
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VOTE SOCIALIST!
End Hunger in the Midst of Plenty!
Jobs and Security for All!
Keep America Out of Warl!
For Socialism, Peace and Freedom!

Vote for
Norman Thomas and Maynard Krueger

for President and Vice-President

WHO UNDERMINES DEMOCRACY?

AITH of the masses in democracy, we are told, is the one impregnable

bulwark against the encroachments of totalitarian ideology. But who

is it that is undermining and breaking down this faith among the Amer-

ican people? The much-advertised "Fifth Columnists,” whoever they may
be? Let us see.

The conventions of the two big parties held some weeks ago in
Philadelphia and Chicago adopted platforms. In democratic theory, a
party platform is the collective expression of the party, adopted by
vote of the delegates as the party's solemn pledge to the peorle of the
nation, and binding upon every party spokesman, above all, on the
presidential nominee.

Both conventions unanimously approved foreign-policy planks de-
claring more or less explicitly against American involvement in the war
in Europe. They took this action not because the party managers desired
it, but in response to the unequivocal demand of the masses of peorle
thruout the country, who looked to the conventions for an iron-clad
guarantee against involvement.

Having adopted "isolationist'’ planks, the conventions went ahead
and nominated the most extreme interventionist candidates—Willkie and
Roosevelt—whose every public act and every public utterance stood in
crass contradiction to the convention pledges. More than that, in ac-
cepting the nomination, President Roosevelt distinctly proclaimed that he
intended to persist in his interventionist course despite all convention
platforms,

A curious sort of political ethics—and an even more curious sort of
democracy! But the press has been quick to explain. Party platforms don't
mean anything; they are mere "vote-catching devices.” "The isolationists
are gleeful over the peace plank [of the Democratic platform]," Marquis
W. Childs writes in the liberal New York Post, "'but their satisfaction will
inevitably be short-lived, since platform pledges are hardly remembered
after the ink is dry." "Platforms have a life expectancy of about one
week," Robert Bendiner breezily tells us in the liberal Nation. And the
other commentators chime in. It's all a kind of game, you see!

A pretty dangerous kind of game, gentlemen! A game in which you
teach the masses that democratic institutions are a hollow mockery,
that the solemn pledges of conventions are just a device to catch their
votes— a mere scrap of paper forgotten before the ink is dry!

Not that you have not had considerable success in inculcating your
little lesson of political cynicism, gentlemen, for according to a recent
Gallup poll, 739, of the citizenry of this country are beginning to see
your point that convention pledges aren't worth the paper they're
written on. The average American can take a hint as well as the next
fenow if it's knocked into him with a sledge hammer.

But, gentlemen, how are you going to answer that cunning total-
itarian propagandist. the next time he uses this curious episode of con-
vention pledges as the text for a little sermon on the "fraud of demo-
cracy"? And even more important, how will his sermon impress the
people whom you have taught by word and deed that all this talk of
democracy in politics is just that much window-dressing to help political
managers corral the vote?

Yes, faith in democracy is being undermined—but by whom?

\\JUST what are we to think about the appointment of Mr. James
Forrestal as one of the selfless six with a passion for anonymity—
the $10,000-a-year assistants of Mr. Roosevelt? . . .

"Mr. Forrestal is youngish, dashing, extremely goodlooking and
charming. Until his appointment to the White House secretariat, he
was head of Dillon, Read and Company, Wall Street banking firm whose
influence is surpassed only by that of Morgan and Kuhn, Loeb. As such,
incidentally, his income has been many times the $10,000 pittance he will
now receive. . . .

"On its face, Mr. Forrestal's appointment is the most marked step
so far taken towards freezing the New Dealers out. Able as Mr. Forrestal
undoubtedly is, it is unbelievable to think that it was his brain alone that
recommended him to Mr. Roosevelt. Within the ranks of the S.E.C., Mr.
Roosevelt might have had his choice of at least ten men who are suf-
ficiently familiar with the Wall Street deer runs. What Mr. Forrestal has
that these S.E.C. employees would have lacked, is long standing personal
friendships with topflight bankers. But just how chummy can the New
Deal be with Wall Street and still continue to be the New Deal?—T.R.B.,
in the July 8, 1940 issue of the New Republic.

\\WAR brings many collatoral disasters. Freedom of speech, free-
dom of the press, suffer. We think we shall be wiser and cooler
the next time, if there is one; and we shan't."—From an editorial in
the New York Times, August 9, 1929.

N June 4, when the German drive against France was in full swing, President

Roosevelt declared that he saw no reason, vital to national defense, for hold-

ing Congress in session except the no doubt "laudable” purpose of making speeches.

Less than two months later, Administration spokesmen were hysterically shouting

that the very safety of the country demanded the immediate enactment of a system

of peace-time military conscription, a most drastic break with American democratic
tradition.

Query: Did the President on June & feel that conscription was absolutely im-
perative for the safety of the nation? Obviously not, or else he could not have
seen no reason for holding Congress in session. Are we then to assume that he is
now trying to force the country to swallow in double-quick time an idea that two
months ago had not even occurred to him as a practical necessity? Or what's the
answer?

Oxford University Press informs us that Dostoevski wrote in his Diary of a Writer
in 1877 the following:

"In any case one thing seems clear: We are necessary to Germany even more
than we think. And she needs us not for a momentary political union, but forever.
The idea of united Germany is broad and dignified, and peers into the depths of
centuries. What will Germany share with us?—its object is all Western humanity.
She has ordained for herself the Western world of Europe, and she shall bring it to
her own principles in place of the Roman and the Romanic principles, and in the
future will become its leader, but to Russia she will leave the East. Thus two great
peoples are destined to change the face of this world. . . . One must believe that
the friendship of Russia with Germany is not hypocritical, but firm, and it will
be strengthened more and more, spreading and growing gradually in the national
consciousness of both nations. . . . But whether or not we shall come in time to the
aid of Germany, in any case Germany will count on un not as a temporary ally, but
an eternal one."

We wonder if this clears up the famous Duranty explanation of the Moscow
trials as based on "the Dostoievsky soul.”

WORKERS AGE

Britain Must Fight A
Revolutionary War

Outstanding British Weekly Scores Government

(We publish below an extremely in-
teresting editorial from the London
“New Statesman and Nation™ appear-
ing in its issue of Aug. 6, 1940.—Ed.)

NDER the impact of disaster,

the government has been nec-
essarily forced to concentrate its
main attention on supply and de-
fense. What was not inevitable was
the mood in which this policy has
been pursued. Government spokes-
men argue that we are fighting for
our lives; there is no time to con-
sider long-term plans or to recall
the objects for which we are sup-
posed to be fighting. These pleasant
luxuries must be put into cold stor-
age until we have overcome the im-
mediate danger. Those who take this
view pride themselves on their real-
ism and denounce their critics as
shallow idealists. But are they as
realistic as they imagine? To see
clearly our own and our opponents
objectives is essential for the strat-
egy of the war itself, for war aims
determine the character both of our
tactics and of our defensive prepara-
tions. If the members of the gov-
ernment have not time to rethink
their war aims, this means that con-
sciously or unconsciously they accept
the strategy of the Chamberlain
government and all that it implies.
We are to fight for our lives, they
say, but really this must mean that
we are to fight for the nation-state
and the empire which Mr. Chamber-
lain and his associates were driven
to defend. But one thing is clear.
Whatever the issue of this war, the
social structure of this country and
of its empire will not survive. In-
deed, the wisest policy for a govern-
ment determined to defend the sta-
tus quo would be to follow the
French example and to seek to en-
sure for the industrialists at home
and the profiteers of empire abroad
that they should retain at least 10%
of their profits under Hitler’s hege-
mony. For there is neither strategy
nor tactics which will enable us to
end this war as we began it, an easy-
going, island people, living well off
the fruits of empire.

The realists who maintain that
our position is too serious for time
to be spent on a ‘consideration of
war aims are really ostriches of a
peculiarly stupid kind. Blinding
themselves to the European civil war
which underlies this battle of old
and new empires, they overlook the
only factors which can bring us vic-
tory. And they fail to realize that
the overthrow of the Nazi rule over
Europe—the only victory conceiv-
able—can only be achieved if, while
we are “fighting for our lives” we
begin to work for certain specific
objectives of interest not only to the
inhabitants of this island, but to
Europe at large. If we are prepared
to sacrifice not only our lives, but
the privileges of our nation and its
dependencies for these objectives,
we and the rest of FEurope can
achieve our freedom; if we are not,
it is idle to upbraid the Petain gov-
ernment for its betrayal. It is stupid
to sacrifice the lives and livelihood
of millions in order to defend an in-
defensible position.

REVOLUTION
OR DEFEAT

Either we turn this war into a
war of European revolution or we
shall be defeated. There is no half-
way house. Against the brute force
of Hitler, no mere material forces
or military power will prevail. But
against the idea for which Hitler
stands—the European peoples more
terribly enslaved than they ever
were to the forces of capitalism—
the revolutionary idea can prevail.
That idea, that war aim, can and
must become the strategy upon
which we base the defense of this
island. The use of it as an instru-
ment of war is possible for us now
as it never was before. The entry of
Mussolini into the war, the collapse
of France, the immediate threats to
many ‘parts of our empire, all these
were defeats so long as the war was
fought for the defense of the status
quo. They could become positive fac-
tors in our favor if we made our aim
not the salvation of property and
social status and imperial prestige
but the emancipation of Europe,
{from Hitler and his Gauleiters.

With that war aim as our strat-
egy, the defense of this island takes
on a new form. Britain becomes the
rallying point of revolutionary
forces all over Europe and bevond
its frontiers; the bridgehead from
which the counter-offensive can be
launched, not merely by the armed
forces of the British nation, but by
the European leaders of the people’s
war. The Nazi offensive against plu-
tocracy is finished; the new German
plutocrats stand suddenly on the
defensive, guarding their ill-gotten
gains against the revolutionary fury
of the oppressed peoples. Merely to
suggest this offensive strategy is to
expose the lamentable failure of two
vital departments of state, the For-
eign Office and the Home Office.
and the lack of imagination dis-
nlayed bv the War Cabinet. Sir John
Anderson may be a capable servant;
as master, he has followed disastrous
counsellors. Tn yielding to an ignor-
ant clamor he has in the last two
months discouraged and embittered
thosz non-British FEuropeans—he
calls them “aliens”—who have tak-
en refuge in our island fortress.
British nationals are regarded as
people above suspicion unless there
is overwhelming evidence; every
foreigner, especially if he has
the misfortune of having sarved
for years in the anti-Fzscist

struggle is suspected. The men from
all the countries of Europe, who
should and could form today a Euro-
pean legion to defend this island and
prepare the revolution, are handled
like criminals and interned without
even the facilities to read and write.
This racialism might have been
copied from the Nazis. Hitler trusts
some aliens enough to use them in
his service and is wise enough to
know that good breeding is not a
sufficient test of his countrymen’s
reliability. But Sir John Anderson,
instead of setting out to divide the
reliable from the suspect elements,
whether British or non-British,
seems too often to make the pass-
port a test of reliability. By so do-
ing, he creates a cover under which
real “Fifth Columnists” can work
with impunity. So long as the Eng-
lish big-wig who has hobnobbed with
Hitler is regarded as more reliable
than a Spanish republican who has
fought him for years, the Home Of-
fice will unconsciously play into the
hands of the Gestapo.

APPEASEMENT
AGAIN

Turn now to the Foreign Office.
Under the high-minded gentility of
Lord Halifax, the foreign policy of
this country has remained a policy
of studliied drift and painstaking
solicitude for our enemies, of cold
indifference towards forces which
might be on our side. The Churchill-
Labor government began its do-
mestic policy with a democratic revo-
lution; its Labor members cannot be
unaware that abroad its policy has
been neither democratic nor revolu-
tionary. Lord Halifax is so deter-
mined not to pain our enemies that
he antagonizes potential friends
General Franco, on instructions from
Berlin seizer Tangier; Lord Halifax
politely concurs, apparently in the
belief that the threat to Gibraltar
will be diminished because Sir Sam-
uel Hoare is sitting in Madrid mak-
ing eyes at the Caudillo. The Japa-
nese briskly tell us to connive at the
destruction of China. Sir Robert
Craigie, ever anxious to maintain

the friendliest relations with Tokyo,
prevaricates. By so doing, he incurs,
the contempt of the Japanese, the
indignation of the Chinese and exas-
peration of the U.S.A. Instead of
rallying the forces of freedom both
among the French people and in the
French troops here in England by a
bold denunciation of its servility to
the Nazis, Lord Halifax hesitates
for days, and so permits the de-
moralization of French public opin-
ion to take its course. It did not help
the cause of French resistance to put
in jail those members of the French
Foreign Legion who refused to obey
the command to surrender.

But, it will be urged, such a for-
eign policy tho humiliating, is forced
on us by the exigencies of our pres-
ent situation. The precise opposite
is true. It was the shillyshallying
and compromises with the force of
fascism which prepared the ground
for our defeats; and it is shillyshal-
lying and compromise which will
prepare the ground for our next de-
feat if we continue to permit them.
The Japanese demand that we should
close the Burma road to the sup-
plies of armaments for China. What
should we lose by taking the path
of honor and saying to Japan: “We
have not many forces available to re-
sist, but if you want the Burman
road closed you must do it by
force 7’ What can we lose by freely
admitting that the present French
government is the tool of Hitler and
that Franco is the Gauleiter of
Spain? The answer is precisely
nothing. Diplomatic courtesies will
not blunt the knives of the assas-
sins; our object is to create a sword
to destroy them. And that is only
possible if we boldly state that this
island has become the rallying-point
of the anti-Nazi revolution, and
gladly welcome as comrades-in-arms
every man and woman prepared to
fight with us in the struggle. We
are fighting for our lives, but that
is no reason why we should lose our
heads. To fight in defense of this
island without the strategy which
a revolutionary war aim implies is
to commit suicide not to fight for
our lives.

Fifth Column

Is In

The Ruling Class

Lesson of Europe Shows Labor No Traitor

By E. D. C.

(E. D. C. is an American journalist
who traveled thru a large part of Eu-
rope during recent months.—Editor.)

OST dangerous of all the
1 “columns” of which we are
hearing so much may be the edi-
torial column which is more inspired
by honest zeal than by specific in-
formation. The raw material of the
“Fifth Columns” which have done
such traitorous work in Europe has
almost never been labor leaders,
progressives or the peace movement.
Instead, practically without excep-
tion, the underground organizations
helping the Nazis have been com-
pounded of labor’s foes in the world
of big business, reactionary politi-
cians, or military spokesmen in or
out of the armed forces.
Nevertheless, an editorial in a
New England newspaper, typical of
many, after recalling the effects of

treachery in European countries,
states:
“We must guard against the

groups and individuals in our own
country who do not believe in
private enterprise, and would sacri-
fice it for some other way of life.
It is they who, by word or deed,
would fill the role of ‘Fifth Column-
ists’ in America.”

To persons familiar with the press
and activities of the various political
groups in Europe during the last
nine months, this editorial has a
familiar ring that is not comforting.
Such persons recognize in it the very
battle cry of those political groups
which only a short time ago proved
to be the real traitors—the political
Right and the military. The danger
was by no means greatest from the
local Nazi parties, but rather from
business men of reactionary ten-
dency who saw in the threat of a
Nazi invasion a chance to hold down
the labor movement.

A case in point is, a large and
well-known Dutch firm employing
more than 20,000 men. Last Autumn,
the managers of this company called
in their employees in groups of
several thousand at a time and told
them that, in the event of a German
inaasion, they must set up no kind
of resistance whatsoever, either
military or peaceful; that they
should, on the contrary cooperate
with the Nazis and do everything
they could to conduct themselves in
such a way that the business would
be left intact and relatively inde-
pendent.

The same firm had just received a
large order from one of the British
dominions for electrical equipment,
with the stipulation that it be ma-
nufactured in Holland. Finding it-
self unable to complete the order in
the required time, the firm had had
the remainder of the goods made in
Germany and sent to Holland, where
it was stamped “Manufactured in
Holland,” and sent on its way.

This is but one case among many.
Another was a deal put thru for the
Dutch government by a Belgian
business man and a German firm in

Holland, whereby Holland was to
purchase a large order of German
anti-aircraft guns.

From Switzerland comes another
example of the fact that the real
danger of treachery in Europe has
always come from the Right rather
than from the Left.

On May 8th, in the Grand Coun-
cil of Geneva, a socialist deputy,
following up an interpellation of the
government dated from 1938 regard-
ing the suspicious activities of the
German students at the University
of Geneva, showed that the council-
lors of state of Rightist views, had
winked at the activities of these
students, even after two of them had
actually been arrested and jailed
for behavior deemed injurious to the
safety of the country, and this upon
the recommendation of the Chief of
the Department of Public Education,
M. Lachenal. Strangely enough, M.
Lachenal also headed the National
Union Party of Geneva, an extreme-
ly reactionary group of Genevese
businessmen,

Less than a year before, this
group had participated in a confer-
ence at Montreux attended by none
other than the now-famous Quisling
of Norway. The corporate state was
discussed as well as ways and means
of suppressing labor and socialists.

In Norway, it was a small group
of such men, secretly enamored of
the Hitletian method and scornful
of the rights of the working man,
which turned the country over to
the Germans. Quisling himself, who
had never amounted to much in the
Norwegian political picture, had
relatively little effect in bringing
about the final betrayal.

Rather it was a handful of army
officers who, by granting leave to
thousands of men in the Oslofjord
and Trondhjem garrisons on the
night of the attack, demonstrated
the fact that a few reactionary
men strategically placed can nullify
the most sincere loyalty of the peo-
ple.

And the story of the battle of
Flanders and the defection at Se-
dan, with its ensuing dismissal of
fifteen top-ranking generals of the
French army, remains to be told.

In demanding that we learn the
lesson of Europe before it is too
late, the writer of the above-quoted
editorial would have done well to
make sure that he had learned the
lesson correctly himself, for by
pointing the danger signal exactly
away from the spot that proved in
Europe to be the source of treachery
and toward the Left, he is danger-
ously misleading his readers.

ol
Greetings from
JOHN ROBERT
New York City . . . July 31, 1940
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Saturday, August 31, 1940.

. L. P. Presents Workers
Program Against Nazism

We publish below the “Workers” Program to De¢feat Nazism™ as presented
by the Independent Labor Party of Great Britain in its paper, The New
Leader, August 1, 1940. This program, of extreme significance, was unanimous-
ly adopted by the National Council of the 1.L.P.

HE LL.P. regards as a tragedy the recent developments arising from
the war and particularly the destruction of the natgonal independ-
ence of Denmark, Norway, Holland, Belgium and France, the degradation
of their acting governments to the subservient instruments of fascist
policy, and the nazification of their social, political and economic life.

In France the ruling class showed itself incapable of resisting Naz-
ism and an important section of it became the accomplices of Nazism,
showing that they preferred Fascism to the workers’ revolution whicih
they feared.

Unless our own social structure and dominant class are changed,
Britain may suffer the same fate.

The British ruling class is proving that it does not trust the com-
mon people. The extraordinary series of blunders it has recently made,
the threats to the freedom of the Press, the attempt to discourage discus-
sion by the initiation of the Silent Column, the hysterical imprisonment
of people for expressions of opinion in private conversation, the pro-
posal to permit One-Man Courts in War Zones to pass death sentences
without an opportunity of review, all prove that the fascist attitude of
mind is not without representation in the British Government.

This has been accompanied by the wholesale internment of anti-Nazi
refugees whose records not only prove their sincerity, but show that they
could be valuable allies in the struggle against Nazism; the prohibi-
tion of the right te strike and the appointment of arbitrators whose anti-
working-class record is notorious; the flooding of key posts of control
in Whitehall by industrial magnates and city financiers; and the intro-
duction of a Budget which places the major burden of the cost of the
war on the workers and middle class whilst leaving the Trusts freedom to
continue profiteering and the Banks power to create paper money and to
demand interest from it from the State. Britain is in danger of becoming
nazified whilst ostensibly engaged in a conflict with Nazism.

The British ruling class cannot mobilize the moral forces of the world
against the tyranny of Nazism whilst it refuses independence to India and
the colonial peoples and whilst it exploits Indian, Negro and Arab workers
and peasants under slavish conditions.

It cannot expect to arouse the enthusiasm of the British workers
whilst social injustice and inequality continue in this country. It cannot
expect to persuade the German workers and the workers in the German-
occupied territories to rebel against Nazism in order to be again treated
harshly under British Capitalism and Imperialism.

The first necessity in order to defeat Nazism is the formation of a
workers’ socialist government in Britain with the will to establish social
equality and to liberate the peoples of the empire.

A Workers’ Socialist Government would:

1. Conscript wealth and reorganize the nation’s economy from cap-
italist profit-making to socialist planning, placing the banks, finance, land,
industry, transport and all the means of life under common ownership
and control,

2. End the contrast of penury and luxury by sharing out the available
supplies to all.

3. Establish workers’ control within industry and over working con-
ditions.

4. Recognize the equality of all peoples, of whatever race, color or
creed, within the Empire, accepting the right of the peoples of India and
the colonial territories to independence, and to co-operate with the work-
ers and peasants in achieving their social and economic freedom.

5. Co-operate with the elements in Ireland which are striving to secure
the unification of Ireland, withdrawing all British ‘imperialist influences
which stand in the way.

The liberated workers of Britain and the colonies (except for that
minority who have a profound pacifist belief and who have a right to
have their principles respected) could be counted on to defend their free-
dom to the utmost against Nazi aggression by military means; but their
victory over their own exploiting and imperialist class would give them
a new means to defeat Nazism. They could appeal to the German people

and the peoples in the German-occupied territories over the head of
Hitler.

The workers’ socialist government of Britain would begin a tremend-
ous socialist peace offensive, an offensive for a peace not acceptable to the
Nazis, but which would destroy Nazism at its roots by laying the founda-
tions of a united socialist states of Europe embodying the same principles
of equality and freedom as had been applied to Britain and the British
Empire.

This Socialist Peace Offensive would be conducted by every avenue
open to the Government—through the declaration of Socialist Peace
Terms in the international press, by leaflet distribution over Germany

and all the occupied territories, and, above all, by the persistent use of
the broadcast.

The British Socialist transformation would become known to the
peoples under Nazi rule and they would be encouraged to carry through
their European Socialist revolution, with the promise of British assistance
z}nd with the assurance that the peace which would follow it would bring
Justice and liberation to all peoples.

Only through Socialism can the full moral, social, economic and mili-
tary force potentially opposed to Fascism be energized and united, and
until Fascism, both internal and external, is destroyed the fate of the
people of the world is war or slavery.

A The 1.L.P. .theltefm.*e urgently renews its demand for Socialism NOw,
1n the name of justice, social and national freedom; the defeat of Fascism;
and economic efficiency and permanent peace. a

The Way To Save Democracy
Is To Save It At Home

By ROBERT M. LAFOLLETTE

HE way to save democracy now
is to save it here. We cannot

base, to rehabilitate and conserve
our human resources.
Here is a program which will give

preserve democracy at home or
abroad by going to war. The only
realistic way we can now serve the
ultimate cause of democracy in the
world is to turn our energies to the
creation of a dynamic, expanding
economy under our own democratiz
form of government. We have a
responsibility to our nation and this
hemisphere which will require our
full and undivided energies and re-
sources.

I propose the following foreign
and domestic policies based on our
vital national interest:

First, stay out of foreign overseas
wars, including one to defend the
British Isles,

Second, a sound national defense
which will protect this nation and
defend this hemisphere against ali
comers. A tax plan which will pre-
vent fat profits being made from
such a program.

Third, build an economy not only
Pon this continent but in this hemi-
sphere which will give us the neces-
sary stimulus for prosperity, and
utilize the full energies and re-
sources of our people.

Fourth, utilize our idle manpower,
productive capacity, and idle cap-
ital to restore our natural resource

us a dynamic America and restore
that equality of economic oppor-
tunitv which characterized the de-
velopment of ,ur own physical
frontier. Tt will give the farmer a
decent living and restore farming
as a way of life.

It will provide thz opportunity to
those who work in shop, store, of-
fice and factory to earn a decent and
secure living, by assuring to every
able-bodied American useful and
productive employment at a living
wage.

This program will assure a na-
tional plan to provide generous,
adequate and self-respecting secur-
itv for those who, because of age or
other disability, are unable to pro-
vide for themselves.

It will end the unpardonable crime
of denying opportunity to the na-
tion’s most precious asset—its
youth,

Here is a program which will give
this generation “a rendezvous with
destiny” in this hemisphere instead
of with death in some other. It will
make and keep democracy safe for
America!

(These paragraphs are from a recent
address by Senator LaFollette.
—Editor.)
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