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is most needed.

suspend indefinitely.

to you. There is only one way

We need every cent that you
mediately, without delay!

little avail.

Another Issue Missed ...
Now It's Up to YOU!

ANOTHER issue of the Workers Age has been missed—the

second this Summer. The response we received to our last
appeal was enough to carry us thru for two issues, but no more.
And so we were obliged to miss last week's issue—precisely at
a time at home and abroad when the voice of the Workers Age

The going is becoming harder and harder. We don't know
if we'll be able to get out the paper next week. It depends on
YOU and you alone whether we'li be able to pull thru or have to

It depends on you—on what you think this paper is worth

by deeds, by exerting your utmost effort to save this paper!

The many inquiries and complaints we have received during
the past week on the non-appearance of the last issue indicate
|| a wide concern and interest among our readers in the fate of
this paper—for which we express our deep appreciation. But
unless this concern and interest are translated into terms of
material aid, and that IMMEDIATELY, they will prove of but

EVERYTHING DEPENDS UPON YOUR RESPONSE!

you can answer this question—

can raise—and we need it im-

Were Social

Reforms to

Blame for French Fall?

Hanighen Challenges Reactionary Tale
By Laying Bare Real Facts of Case

By FRANK C. HANIGHEN

HE United States is starting on
an immense industrial effort to
rearm, Many individuals and pub-
lications, most of them in good faith,
are hastening to point out that in
this task we should avoid what they
call the errors of France’s Popular
Front government. The United
States, they say, must, arm with no
governmental interference in bus-
iness, with strikes forbidden, and
with repeal or modification of the
various social laws passed since the
beginning of the New Deal. David
Lawrence summarized this view
when he wrote: “The Popular Front
in Paris frustrated the French in-
dustrial ‘'machine, and today tens
of thousands of Britons and French-
men are dead because of such crimi-
nal blunders.” The National Asso-
ciation of Manufacturers no doubt
had such a belief in mind when it
asserted that production for defense
“calls for the removal of such leg-
islative and administrative restric-
tions as military and industrial ex-
perience have demonstrated to be
barriers to maximum production.”
Senators and Congressmen have in-
veighed against the “communized
and socialized” French war industry
as the cause of the French defeat.
The facts do not support these
contentions, This writer served as a
working journalist in France during
a large part of this period. He stud-
ied attentively the French “New
Deal” and the Popular Front. Alone
among foreign correspondents in
Paris, he made a special survey of
the nationalization of French de-
fense industry. He presents the fol-
lowing picture to prove that neither
the Popular Front nor the nationali-
zation act caused the French de-
bacle.

As a matter of fact, the ordinary
newspaper reader, without any ex-
tensive knowledge of recent French
history, can discount some of these
charges. According to Taylor Henry
of the Associated Press writing from
Bordeaux on July 2, France’s de-
feat was due to lack of airplanes
and tanks. Leaving aside for the
moment the question of planes, it
seems obvious that the shortage of
tanks did not arise from any indus-
trial “frustration.” The Gamelin
system of defense warfare, as has
been frequently explained, laid little
stress on mechanization. France had
five mechanized divisions under the
Gamelin system instead of the ten
mechanized divisions called for by
General de Gaulle, advocate of the
German system. Clearly, the Popu-
lar Front had no responsibility for
this.

BACKGROUND OF
NATIONALIZATION

The lack of airplanes is another
matter. Explaining it involves an
extensive examination of the so-
called “nationalization” of French
defense industries. The Popular
Front government nationalized its
defense industries in July-August
1936. This legislation was passed,
not so much for “socialistic” rea-
sons, as for moral and technical
reasons. Scandals in the private
manufacture and trade in arms be-
fore, during and after the World
War had made so deep an impres-
sion on the minds of the French peo-
ple that popular feeling demanded
nationalization. But technical rea-
sons were also involved. Daladier
himself, then Minister of War, in
his speech in the Chamber urging
passage of the bill, dealt at length
with its advantages from the stand-

point of industrial preparedness
(Journal Officiel, July 17, 1936).
Henri Bouche, editor of L’Aeronau-
tique, principal trade journal of the
aviation industry, wrote in July
1936: “The private system has
drained almost the entire aeronau-
tical industry of its substance; it
has forced it to be dependent on
banks to whom has thereby been
conferred the authority, in respect
to matters of defense, which ought
to remain in the hands of the gov-
ernment.” The bill was passed in the
Chamber by a large majority, 484 to
85. Many conservatives voted in fav-
or of this bill, which American cri-
ties call “socialistic.”

The law had two parts. One com-
pletely nationalized (with payment to
owners) 12 factories or parts of fac-
tories which made guns, ammunition,
tanks, etc. The other section semi-
nationalized the aviation industry.
This semi-nationalization was ac-
complished by having the govern-
ment take majority participations
of stock in certain reorganized air-
frame companies. At the same time,
not only a number of air-frame and
accessory companies but also the
two big airplane motor companies—
Hispano-Suiza and Gnome et Rhone
—were left in private hands. The
semi-nationalized air-frame compa-
nies were reorganized into six re-
gional companies which were to
build and equip new plants. This
was intended to transfer some of the
aviation industry from the Paris
region, where it had remained dan-
gerously concentrated, and to spread
it in units in different parts of the
country—for obvious military rea-
sons. An effort was also made to in-
duce the two private motor com-
panies to decentralize their plants.
The nationalizations went into ef-
fect in the first three months of
1937.1

Now it is important to emphasize
that all the criticism in France
against nationalization has been cen-
tered on the airplane industry. In
examning French newspapers and
publications before, during and af-
ter the war, one finds no criticism
of the nationalized factories pro-
ducing tanks, guns, ammunition, ete.
Therefore, one may well assume that
these categories of production ren-
dered satisfaction.

WHAT THE RECORD
SHOWS

What, then, are the reasons for
the well-known fact that France suf-
fered from an inferiority in air-
planes? The truth is that France
delayed nationalization too long.
‘Take the record of the private air-
plane industry after the advent of
Hitler. In 1934, Air Minister General
Denain obtained passage of a bill
to buy 1,000 airplanes from private
industry. This order was not com-
pleted and delivered until three
years later—when the planes were
already obsolete. In other words,
private industry was able to pro-
duce not more than 30 planes a
month. Moreover, in spite of the urg-
ings of General Denain, private in-
dustry did not decentralize or tool
up for mass production.2

By comparison, the semi-national-
ized industry did not do badly. Be-
ginning in 1937 to tool up and de-
centralize, it was able to turn out
about 30 planes a month—in spite
of all the delays involved in build-

1. “Note sur la Nationalisation des
Fabrications de Guerre,” leaflet is-
sued by the office of the Controleur-
General, April 22, 1937.

2. Le Populaire, February 16, 1939.

In an address before the Supreme
Soviet in Moscow last week, Rus-
sian Premier and Foreign Minister
Molotov, speaking for Dictator Sta-
lin, denounced the United States and
Great Britain and reaffirmed Rus-
sia’s pact and alliance with Nazi
Germany.

The end of the war is not in
sight, Molotov said, adding that
Russia still intended to remain out
of the conflict. He laid great stress
on the point that Russia’s pact with
Hitler had “assured Germany of a
calm feeling of security” against
any hostile move from the East.

He attacked the United States for
its “imperial§stic designs” which,

a ‘world imperialist war.” He hesita-
ted to dwell on Russian relations
with the United States, he said, be-
cause “there is nothing good that
can be said about them.” He flayed
Britain for “continuing the war”
and for hostility to Russia. Rela-
tions with Italy, however, he con-
tinued, had “lately improved” and
relations with Japan ‘“have been
normalized.”

Molotov ridiculed those who saw
a straining of relations with Ger-
many because of Russia’s recent ex-
pansion in the Baltic and Danubian
regions, He emphasized that the
Russo-German alliance was based
“not on fortuitous considerations of
a transient nature but on the funda-
mental state interests of both the
U.S.S.R. and Germany.”

Premier Molotov’s address was
greeted with jubilation by author-
itative Nazi spokesmen in Berlin
who declared it left no doubt that
any attempt to bring about a serious
rift between the two totalitarian
countries was doomed.

Meanwhile, however, develop-
ments were under way in the Bal-
kans bound to have their effect on
the Russo-German alliance. Ruma-
nia was apparently helpless in Nazi
toils. Hitler, enthroned at Salzburg
and Berchtesgaden, gave audience
to the representatives of Hungary,
Bulgaria and Rumania in quick suc-
cession, hearing the claims of the
first two against the third. What
took place at these conferences was
not known but by the end of the
week it was clear that Rumania was
preparing to cede large slices of ter-
ritory to the Balkan claimants. Ne-
gotiations with Bulgaria, which de-
manded all of southern Dobruja and
perhaps more, and with Hungary,
which insisted on Transylvania, were
expected to start very soon, altho,
of course, all essential questions had
already been decided by Hitler.

Furious air and sea fighting con-
tinued during the last fortnight—
the forty-seventh and forty-eighth
weeks of the war, with Britain

ing and equipping. Revelation of
this figure caused a scandal among
the uninformed, who did not realize,
as do Americans today, that it takes
time before large-scale production
can be achieved. But after the out-
cry, more money wis poured into
equipment, and the production rate
during the Winter of 1938-39 rose
from 30 to 94. By the Summer of
1939, it had reached 250 a month,
and by the Spring of 1940 it was
unofficially estimated. at 400 a
month,

This is, of course, only a fraction
of Germany’s rate of production
(estimated at 2,000-2,500 a month)
and far below Britain’s monthly pro-
duction in March 1940 (800). But
France is a small industrial country,
in plant and labor resources, com-
pared with:Germany and Britain. It
could never, without warping the
structure of its industry and finance,
rival these nations in plane produc-
tion. L’Aeronautique said (May
1938) that the ratio between the
normal powers of German and
French manufacturing was about
4% to 1.

France’s semi-nationalized indus-
try, which did not do badly, could
have done better were it not for a
number of obstacles. One of them
arose not from the semi-nationalized
factories but from the privately-
owned and operated motor factor-
ies—Hispano-Suiza and Gnome et
Rhone. The motor industry in
France, as today in the United
States, was the bottleneck of the
airplane industry. M. Peyronnet de
Torres, aviation editor of the great
conservative daily, L’Intransigeant,
criticized these companies for re-
sisting decentralization and for pro-
ducing inferior types. There is also
evidence that Gnome et Rhone mo-
tors were sold to Germany to be
mounted on Dorniers sold to Yugo-

(Continued on Page 4)

3. L’Usine, April 14, 1938.

he thought, might turn the war into |

Molotov Reasserts
Russo-Nazi ‘Amity’

Alliance Based on “Fundamental State
Interests,” Russian Premier Declares

scoring very heavily against Ger-
many. Official sources in London
declared that the port of Hamburg
had been virtually destroyed by air
bombardments conducted by the
R.A.F.

A sensation wag created during

(Continued on Page 2)

“Land of the

Free ...”

\\ A PPEARING before the Se-

nate Military Affairs Com-
mittee, peace leader Frederick J.
Libby declared the [conscription]
bill 'would fill our jails and prisons,
not only with young men but with
their pastors and with church lead-
ors.'

"Retorted Senator Sherman Min-
ton (a 100% Roosevelt man.—Edi-
tor): 'Then we'll build more prisons'.”
—Pearson and Allen. in their
'Washingten  Merry - Go - Round"
:olumn, July 30, 1940.

Opposition to Conscription Bill Mounts

Congress Deluged With Appeals Against

Burke-Wadsworth Plan; Senate Group
Decides to Limit Draft Age to 21-31

Washington, D. C.

Oppuosition to the Burke-Wads-
worth peace-time military-conscrip-
tion bill mounted rapidly last week
in Congress and thruout the country,
reaching proportions that caused ad-
vocates of the idea to offer conces-
sions and compromises in order to
head off complete defeat.

In the Senate, the attack on the
bLil—whizh originally required the
registration of ail male inhabitants
of this country between the ages of
18 and 64 for a year’s compulsory

military training and service at the

SHE FOLLOWS HER LEADER

from Fustice

Convention of
UAW-CIO Hits
Draft Measure

Delegates Also Brand Russia
As 'Totalitarian Aggressor,'
Oppose Foreign Wars

St. Louis, Mo.

A resolution expressing ‘“‘unalter
able opposition” to peace-time mili-
tary conscription in the United
States as “opposed to our mode of
life and existence” and a “potential
danger to organized labor” was
adopted unanimously last week by
the convention of the C.I.O.’s United
Automobile Workers of America in
session here. This action followed
John L. Lewis’s denunciation of con-
seription in his address at an, earlier
session and strongly endorsed the
C.1.0. leader’s stand.

The resolution stressed the pledge
recently made by the C.I.O. to up-
hold the national—(}efense program
and urged “voluntary enlistment in
peace times and no large standing
army.” A declaration strongly op-
posing involvement in wars on for-
eign soil was also adopted.

The convention, made up of 550
delegates said to represent 295,000
employees in the automobile indus-
try, vigorously applauded John L.
Lewis’s slashing attack on peace-
time conscription and on the plat-
forms and promises of both of the
old-line political parties, but' the
delegates also staged an enthusiastic
demonstration for ‘President Roose-
velt and voted overwhelmingly to
support his candidacy for a third
term.

Sidney Hillman spoke the day
after Lewis, and his address was in
content if not in form a reply to the
C.I.0. head. Mr. Hillman stressed
the intention of the Administration
to maintain labor standards in the
emergency. He also strongly urged
the unification of the ranks of labor.

The convention was, of course,
faced with an acute communist prob-
lem, for Stalinists form an in-
fluential section of its top leader-
ship. After a bitter discussion, it
adopted by a large majority a reso-
lution condemning “the brutal dicta-
torships and wars of aggression of
the totalitarian governments of Ger-
many, Italy, Russia and Japan.”
Only about 20 of the 550 delegates
registered their opposition to this
resolution.

U.S. Puts Thru Program

At Havana Conference

Parley in Agreement on Colonies, Joint
Economic Action and “Fifth Columns”

Havana, Cuba

After two weeks of high-pressure
diplomatic negotiations to reconcile
conflicting viewpoints and interests,
especially between the United States
and Argentina, the Pan-American
Conference in session here ended
with the unanimous adoption of a
number of very important decisions
determining the attitude of the
American nations to repercussions
of the European war in this hemi-
sphere,

The most important decisions of
this conference of twenty-one Amer-
ican states were:

1. A resolution, known as the Act
of Havana, providing for the tem-
porary administration of European
colonies and possessions in this hem-
isphere in the event they should be
threatened with transfer, direct or
indirect, official or unofficial, from
one non-American power to another
because of the fortunes’of war in
Europe. The reference is, of course,
to British, French and Dutch colonies
in the New World over which Ger-
many might try to extend control.
No such transfer would be recog-
nized or permitted to take place, the
conference decided.

This resolution provides for the
speedy establishment of a special
committee of representatives of the
American republics to administer
provisionally European-owned terri-
tory in this hemisphere should the
need arise. Even more important, it
gives individual American nations
the right to act in emergencies and
take over and administer such terri-
tories. themselves pending action by
the full committee. With the return
of ‘normal’ conditions, the resolution
declares, the territories are to be
turned over to their former sover-
eigns or else be given their inde-
pendence, as circumstances may dic-
tate,

The final formulation of this reso-
lution represented an adjustment be-
tween the varying viewpoints ad-
vanced by the United States and
Argentina. The substance of the
U. S. position was adopted altho the
U. S. formula, “collective trustee-
ship,” was replaced by the Argen-
tinian concept of “provisional ad-

ministration.”

2. A declaration providing for eco-
nomic collaboration among the
American republics. This declara-
tion—very vague and general in its
provisions—emphasizes the desira-
bility of concerted action by the
American states in world trade and
urges the adoption of formal plans
to meet problems created by sur-
pluses and conditions arising out of
the war. As finally adopted, it runs
somewhat short of the resolution
originally introduced by the U. S.
delegation.

3. Agreement on “close consulta-
tion” among the American republics
on “Fifth Column” activities in this
hemisphere and investigation of the
abuse of their immunity and privi-
leges by diplomatic and censular
agents of non-American powers
(Germany, Italy).

The outcome of the conference’

was undoubtedly a diplomatic vic-
tory of considerable proportions for
Secretary of State Hull and the U.S.
delegation. But, as careful observers
pointed out, this victory “was made
possible only by a conference strat-
egy which gave no help or encour-
agement to the democratic forces
inside, Central and South America”
(New York Herald-Tribune, July
30), but which, on the contrary, ac-
tually helped consolidate the re-
gimes of the fascist-minded dictators
thruout Latin America. '

It was also pointed out that there
was good reason to fear that a hemi-
sphere campaign against “Fifth
Columns” might help stifle the last
vestiges of civil liberties in many a
Latin American country with the
aid and approval of the United
States.

Furthermore, it was stressed, al-
tho the decisions of the conference
were unanimous, the conflict of in-
terests and viewpcints was not by
ary means done away with. It was
simply suppressed temporarily as a
result both of the emergency situa-
tion and certain concessions on the
part of the United States. But these
conflicts .are bound to crop up in
more or less zcute fuim in the near
future as practicel vroblems begin
to be faced,

President’s discretion thru a sys.
tem of selection and deferment—
was led by Senator Wheeler. He was
vigorously supported by Taft, Cap-
per, Vandenberg and others. A par-
ticularly effective denunciation of
the bill was made by Senator Cap-
per who declared that “compulsory
regimentation has no place and can
never form part of a true democ-
racy.” Peace-time conscription, he
added, would ‘“lead us closer all the
time to the Kuropean war.,” He and
other anti-conscription  Senators
urged that voluntary enlistment in
the armed forces be made more at-
tractive, especially by reducing the
period from the three years to one.

Opponents of the bill stressed that

peace-time conscription  was  not
necessary for national defense in the
sense of defense against foreign in-
vasion or attack. They pointed out
that practically every military
authority, including outstanding
spokesmmen of the army and navy,
had cxpressed themselves to that ef-
fect, directly or indirectly, freely or
reluctantly. Peace-time conscrip-
tion, they emphasized, had a mean-
ing only in terms of stirring up a
war fever at home or preparing for
foreign war in Europe or Asia.
As a result of the barrage of at-
tacks in Congress and the increasing
protests from all parts of the coun-
try, the Senate Military Affairs
Committee decided towards the mid-
dle of last week to make a drastic
change in the bill by requiring only
the registration of men between the
ages of 21 and 31, instead of between
18 and 64 as in the original draft of
the measure. The committee also de-
sided to recommend that men be-
tween the ages of 18 and 35 be per-
mitted to enlist voluntarily for a
period of one year instead of the
three years now required.

Another proposal, advanced by Se-
nator Maloney, was to go thru with
the registration immediately but to
postpone the actual draft for several
months, during which an intensive
drive for one-year volunteers would
be made. If there were insufficient
volunteers to meet the army’s needs
by the specified date, conscription
would go into effeet automatically
but only enough men would be sum-
moned to make up the deficit.

The Senate committee, very sig-
nificantly, took action immediately
after War Secretary Stimson had at-
tempted to stampede the House Mili-
tary Affairs Committee with a de-
claration that reached the low point
of hysterical panic-mongering to-
date. In the face of the facts of the
situation and the testimony of prac-
tically all responsible military
authorities, Mr. Stimson did not
hesitate o state that a “very grave
danger” existed at the present time
of a direct attack by Germany on
the United States! But apparently
his irresponsible scare-mongering
just fell ftlat, especially as his
testimony was countered the next
day by former War Secretary
Woodring, who strongly advised
against peace-time conscription, Ad-
ministration circles hoped that Pres-
ident Roosevelt’s strong endorse-
ment of “a selective-service bill,”
made public last week, would prove
more effective, but this seemed
doubtful.

An upsurge of public sentiment
against peace-time conscription was
strongly marked last week in all
parts of the country. “Mem-
bers of Congress,” reported the
United States News of August
2, ‘“are beginning to notice a
rising volume of protest against
compulsory military service in the
mail they receive.” According to the
New York World-Telegram of July
31, “bales of letters from consti-
tuents are arriving, the great
majority of them—20 to 1 in some
:ases—against conscription.” Sena-
or Vandenberg stated that he had
‘eceived 10,000 letters over the
week-end, a record-breaking volume,
ind that 99% were opposed to com-
yulsory service.

Strong voices in opposition began
to be raised in the ranks of labor too

(Continued on Page 2)

Indian National
Congress Demands
Full Independence

Poonah, India
The All-India Congress Executive
Committee last week approved a
‘esolution demanding complete inde-
pendence for India and the establish-
ment of a provisional national gov-
ernment. The vote was 95 to 46.
The Congress promised full co-
operation in Britain’s war effort if
Indian independence was established.
Jawarhalal Nehru led the move to
demand  complete  independence
against Gandhi’s strong opposition.
After the vote, Gandhi declared that
he “washed his hands of the wholée
matter.”
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A.FL. Offers Plan to
Meet Unemployment

Meany Presents 7-Point Program of Action

By GEORGE MEANY

(Mr. Meany is secretary-treasurer of
the A. F. of L. The first article ap-
peared in the last issue of this paper.

—Editor.)

C()NSC[OUS of the size and cru-

cial importance of the task be-
for us, I wish to present on behalf
of the American Federation of La-
bor a constructive program to end
idleness of workers, machines and
capital.

PUBLIC WORKS
AND HOUSING

1. A long-range program of per-
manent public works, planned in ad-
vance, which cotld be expanded and
curtailed to offset fluctuations in
private construction activity.

A public-works program, planned
in advance and based on the long-
range evaluation of the require-
ments of growth of individual com-
munities as well as of the entire na-
tion, would add infinitely more to
our wealth and resources than any
temporary cmergency program. We,
therefore, propose the creation of
a permanent public-works planning
board which could formulate in &d-
vance a long-term plan of public
works projects and determine the
basis on which the program could
be curtailed and expanded to offset
fluctuations in private-construction
activity and take up the slack in
private employment.

2. Continuation and expansion of
slum-clearance and low-rent housing
program administered by the Unit-
ed States Housing Authority and
utilization of this program for con-
struction of industrial housing ne-
cessitated by defense production.

The present U.S.H.A. program,
by providing low-rent housing to
needy families living in slums, goes
straight to the heart of our most
urgent economic need. At the same
time, the present low-rent housing
and slum-clearance program has
proved to be not only the most ef-
fective but also the most economi-
cal employment program. It pro-
vides work on construction of resi-
dential housing under private con-
tract—providing jobs where the lag
in employment has been the great-
est. In addition to 500,000 jobs in
private building which the renewal
of the present program would pro-
vide, such renewal would give em-
ployment to 750,000 workers in re-
lated building-materials trades and
industries.

OUTLETS FOR
SAVINGS

3. A program of federal insurance
of long-term loans made by private
lending institutions for productive
expansion.

This plan is proposed by the
American Federation of Labor to
provide a productive outlet for pent-
up savings thru partial insurance by
the federal government of private
loans for production, approved on
the condition that minimum compe-
titive and labor standards be met.

Large-scale reemployment in pri-
vate industry cannot be achieved
without putting to work the invest-
ment capital which now lies idle.
During the past decade, capital out-
lays within the going industrial
plants have been far below normal.
Lack of long-term confidence suffi-
cient to undertake the risk involved
in the employment of venture capi-
tal has restricted new investment
outlets for idle funds. Potential op-
portunities for productive employ-
ment of men and money are enorm-
ous.

To translate these opportunities
into reality, we mneed machinery
which would facilitate the flow of
private funds into new or expanded
private enterprise. Instead of gov-
ernment loans to industries, as a
substitute investment channel, we
believe preferable a method which
would make available to industry
private investment funds for activi-
ties most productive of employment.

Federal insurance of private loans
for production would enable the gov-
ernment to introduce the element
of long-term stability where the ab-
sence of such stability has prevent-
ed expansion to-date. We propose
that the already available machinery
of the R.F.C. be utilized in the ad-
ministration of this program so that
it could be administered at practical-
ly no additional cost to the tax-
payers.

1 believe that this proposal of the
American Federation of Labor is
the first one to provide an answer
to the most baffling problem of re-
covery and industrial expansion. To
the success of this program the
American Federation of Labor
pledges its support and active co-
operation,

MAINTENANCE OF
LABOR STANDARDS

4. Maintenance of the minimum-
wage and maximum-hour standards
and improvement of wage and hour
standards thru collective bargain-
ing to insure full measure of reem-
ployment and increased real pur-
chasing power to those who work.

In the presence of an immense re-
serve of unemployed workers, there
is no justification for the weaken-
ing of the existing statutory stand-
ards of hours of work. Maximum-
hour requirements under our laws
allow great flexibility and none of
these laws places a rigid limit on
the length of the work-week or
work-day. Both the Fair Labor
Standards Act and the Walsh-
Healy Public Contracts Act merely
require that overtime compensation

be paid for excessively long hours
of employment. Labor believes that
these laws do provide the necessary
basic standards determining the
length of the work-week in indus-
try. Shortening of the hours of work
is essential to achieve reemploy-
ment. Basic statutory standards to-
gether with the unrestricted right of
collertive bargaining will go a loqg
way to facilitate reemployment in
industry.

5. A national program of vocation-
al and apprentice training based on
national minimum standards dev.el-
oped by agreements of representative
groups concerned. .

Despite widespread a\\egatums of
labor shortages in certain occupa-
tions, the available facts‘ demon-
strate conclusively that in every
instance there is still a large sur-
plus of unemployed worlfers with
gkill, training, and experience ne-
cessary to fill the job. Geographi-
cal distribution of available labor
may be such as to create a tempo-
rary lack of readily available work-
ers in exceptional situations.

Labor fully recognizes the need
for sound vocational-education and
apprentice-training programs to en-
able the young men and women coin-
ing into industry to eqm:p them-
selves for productive activity. Such
training can only be useful when
it is definitely related to specific
employment opportunities. Workers
cannot be trained in a vacuun. Nor
should men be apprenticed to skills
in which no immediate prospect of
employment exists. These considera-
tions make it imperative that the
problem of vocational education and
apprentice training be approached
nationally and be developed by ac-
tive participation thru national re-
presentatives of labor and manage-
ment groups concerned in each prob-
lem.

6. Knlargement and improvement
of job-placement facilities of em-
ployment services.

In carrying out a reemployment
program, it is of paramount impor-
tance to create facilities for bring-
ing together the worker and the job
for which he is best fitted. With each
spurt of industrial production, we
have witnessed mass tragedies of
workers flocking to active produc-
tion centers tar in excess of the cur-
rent requirements. Masses of strand-
ed workers in these situations be-
come a burden to the community
and, at the same time, prevent their
employment in other centers of pro-
duction where new activity devel@s.

Thus it is possible in times of ex-
panding production that with a large
surplus of labor in one community
or one section of the country, a
shortage in a specialized occupa-
tion may develop at another point.
Substantial enlargement of existing
employment-service facilities must
therefore play an integral part in
a national program of reemploy-
ment.

RELIEF FOR THE
UNEMPLOYED

7. Full measure of relief to work-
ers and their families as long as
these workers remain unemployed.

Labor considers it fundamental

that until our nation achieves full
employment, wage earners and their
families must be given adequate as-
sistance by the community. A full
and adequate program of federal
and local relief to the unemployed
is therefore essential to any plan of
recovery and reemployment.
. Continuing unemployment is the
most dangerous breach in our na-
tional defense. Forced idleness of
millions of productive workers on
whom families depend for livelihood
saps the strength of the entire na-
tion, eats deeply into the moral and
spiritual fibre of the people, and
undermines their will to achieve.

National defense means not only
the defense of lives, homes, com-
munities and resources. To the
American people, national defense
also means the defense of their
democratic institutions, the defense
of government by consent, and above
all, the defense of those fundament-
al rights we have inherited and es-
tablished as a living democracy and
which make up the American way of
life.

Production of implements of de-
fensive warfare must be carried out
with unstinted cooperation of all.
Yet we muset not forget that pro-
duction of implements of war, while
it adds to our national strength,
contributes little to our national
wealth. Jobs created by accelerated
defense production are not normal
jobs. We must not mistakenly con-
sider reemployment generated by
such emergency production as last-

I HOW ABOUT EVENING IT UP A LITTLE? |
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—from the New Leader

Washington, D. C.
HEN Congress in 1939 amend-
ed the Relief Act to dismiss
all those on W.P.A. after 18 months
employment, it said it did so with
the idea that once workers get on
W.P.A. they refuse to seek employ-
ment in private industry. It did not
occur to the Congressmen that if
there were jobs to be had at high-
er pay than W.P.A, rates, the work-
ers would leave W.P.A. without any
prodding. Figures released by
W.P.A. Administrator Harrington
show the Congressmen to have been
wrong.

W.P.A. recently undertook a sur-
vey to find out what happened to
those who were taken off its rolls.
1t discovered that more than half
of them were back on W.P.A. again.
About one-ninth of the total were
found receiving direct relief. That

One-Fifth Fired W.P.A.
Workers Without Jobs

Wide Distress Shown in Official Probe

is, more than two-thirds couldn’t
find private employment. The
Jucky ones .got other W.P.A. jobs,
and the less lucky had to subsist on
relief handouts.

Only one-eighth of those dismiss-
ed found jobs in private industry,
and half of these were earning less
than they received on W.P.A.

The real unlucky ones, or one-
fifth, neither had jobs nor were re-
ceiving relief!

The hardest hit were workers
above 40 years of age. Less than
one-tenth of those above 40 had
found employment in private indus-
try.

If Congress introduced the dismis-
sal clause because it was sincerely
convinced that workers refused to
take private jobs, it can now admit
its grievous error and repeal that
obnoxious limitation

ClO.

Washington, D. C.

A campaign to require companies

receiving government defense
orders, as well as all other govern-
ment contractors, to abide strictly
by the collective-bargaining provi-
sions of the Wagner Act was recent-
Iy initiated by C.LO. headquarters
here.

In a letter to members of the
C.1.0. Executive Committee, enlist-
ing the support of all C.1.O. organi-
zations and their affiliates, John L.
Lewis, president of the C.I.O,,
charged that “under the urge of a
declared emergency, the government
s making patriotism profitable for
American finance and industry.”

Attacking the Administration,
Mr. Lewis declared it “high time to
renew the effort for the acceptance
of the simple formula that law-
less corporations and individuals
should not be privileged to act in
the capacity of purveyors to our
government.”

A mass of legal memoranda and
correspondence between him and
President Roosevelt was made pub-
lic to demonstrate the measures
taken thus far by Mr. Lewis to at-
tain his objective.

Mr. Lewis blamed the army, navy
and the National Association of
Manufacturers for the inability of
the C.I.O. to get any remedial leg-
islation thru Congress. He charged
that New Deal officials were aligned
with the N.A.M. in believing that
defense “must necessarily involve
the destruction of labor unions and
deprivation of the fundamental
rights of the workers to organize
into unions of their own choosing.”

Stating that the objectives he set
forth were of tremendous import-
ance, he told the members of the
C.I.0. Executive Committee that
“surely it is not too much to expect
of government that it will also pro-
tect the inherent and statutory
rights of labor to organize and bar-
gain collectively.

“Labor, as well as industry,” he

By ROBT M. LAFOLLETTE

AST national defense appropri-

ations in this session of Con-
gress present a vital issue. Who is
to pay the bill—and how?

This is a question which the spon-
sors of the Revenue Act of 1940
claimed it answered. But, as finally
written into law, it is a sham and a
delusion, It will raise only a part of
the revenue needed to finance the
defense program, and the taxes it
imposes, as well as those it failed to
enact, mark it as one of the most
unjust and ill-advised measures put
on the statute books in a long time.

Those who were behind the bill ad-
vertised it as a proposal which
would over a period of five years
pay for our expanded defense pro-
gram. It does not come within gun-
shot of that goal. Congress increas-
ed defense appropriations by $3,-
500,000,000 prior to the recess for
the Republican national convention.

The signature on the new tax bill
was hardly dry before vast addition-
al appropriations were announced as

ing, normal or permanent reemploy-
ment.

It is of foremost importance that
national recognition be given today
to a simple fact that a temporary
spurt in employment called forth
by munitions production not only
fails to solve the unemployment
problem but will only aggravate the
task of readjustment which the na-
tion will face when the emergency
is over and when our economy re-
sumes its peace-time pace. That is
why labor believes it is so important
that in our defense efforts, we do
not lose sight of our future normal
peace-time. needs. In building pro-
duction plant and equipment, in
constructing hospitals, in building
highways, in providing housing fa-
cilities for munitions workers, we
must so plan our work as to make
sure that these plants, these high-
ways, and these houses will become
permanent assets to the community
and to the nation so that they will
add to our national wealth as well as

to our national strength.
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Defense Revenue Act Pults

Heavy Burden on Masses
Progressive Leader Urges Fight for Equitable Tax Program

under consideration for presentation
to Congress in the next few weeks.
To meet this expense the Revenue
Act of 1940 proposes to raise only
$994,000,000 in increased revenue,
or less than one-third of the increas-
ed appropriations already made, to
say nothing of additional outlays to
come.

The only answer given in reply to
this charge is the promise that a
morc adequate and thorogoing revi-
sion of the tax laws will be made in
the near future, a promise that we
have heard for the last fifteen years
without results. Republican and De-
imocratic administrations alike have
gone along from year to year, pro-
imnising a complete overhauling of
the tax structure, but never propo-
sing anything concrete except the
usual patchwork propositions, such
as this Revenue Act of 1940.

On the familiar promise of com-
plete tax revision some time in the
future, the bill was jammed thru
without substantial amendment in a
iegislative “Blitzkrieg.” Even tho
the Senate adopted an excess-profits
tax as a part of the bill so that
manufacturers profiting from the
business made possible by the de-
fense appropriations would be re-
quired to pay a share of taxes, this
extremely important amendment
was rejected when the bill went to
conference between the representa-
tives of the House and Senate to
secure agreement on its final form.

The net result is that the so-
called “temporary excise taxes”
which would have expired in 1941
have been increased and extended
until 1945. Last year, almost $400,-
000,000 was collected from manu-
facturers excise taxes, which are in
the last analysis passed on to the
consuming public. The new law will
increase these nuisance taxes by
more than $140,000,000, of which
$112,000,000 will come in gas tax
alone from the people who operate
automobiles.

Progressives have consistently op-
posed this kind of taxation because
it violates the principle of ability
to pay. It constitutes a heavy bur-
den for the man who has to spend
all of his income on his family’s
living expenses, but it falls lightly
mn the wealthy tax-payer who spends
only a small part of his income for
the items taxed.

The Revenue Act just passed by

Congress only serves to make exist-
ing inequalities of the tax burden
worse. One of the vicious character-
istics of sales taxes is that once
they are levied they are seldom if
-ever repealed.

T am determined to renew the ef-
fort at this session of Congress for
an cxcess-profits tax. The huge de-
fense expenditures plus profits from
the sale of war material to nations
abroad results in fat profits to cor-
porations which benefit both directly
and indirectly. The bill just passed
increascd corporate taxes only 17%,
as compared with a 35% increase
in yicld of excise taxes, and a 37%

increase in the yield of individual
income taxes.

It must be remembered that the
war millionaires of the last war
were made in 1915 and 1916 as well
as in 1917 and 1918. It is reported
that already 100 American com-
panies have increased their earn-
mgs in the first six months of the
European war by more than $200,-
000,000 as compared with 1938.

Progressives were licked in the
first tax battle of 1940. Reaction-
aries in both old parties joined
hands to broaden the tax base on
income-tax payers and to increase
the unfair burden consumers carry
by jacking up the excise taxes. They
knocked out the excess-profits tax on
corporations.

The fight for just taxation based
on ability to pay has just begun!

(This article is from the July 6,
1940 isswe of the Progressive, pub-
lished by the LaFollettes in Ma-
dison, Wisc.—Editor.)
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went on, “has declared its willing-
ness and desire to cooperate com-
pletely in making effective a pro-
gram of national defense. Assured-
ly, if under this program industry
is to wax opulent, then labor as a
partner of government should at
least be permitted to live and not
be deprived of its rights by con-
cerns which enjoy attractive and
profitable government contracts.

“For three years, the C.1.O. has
sought to have the Congress or the
Executive branch of the govern-
ment agree that corporations and
individuals contracting with the gov-
ernment should stipulate that they
will conform to the provisions of
the National Labor Relations Act.
Legislation to this end has passed
the Senate three times, and each
time it was killed in the House of
Representatives by the Rules Com-
mittee and the House majority or-
‘ganization.”

Mr. Lewis also informed the Ex-
ecutive Committee that he had writ-
ten to Sidney Hillman, the member
of the National Defense Advisory
Commission in charge of labor sup-
ply, urging “the very great import-
ance of establishing the proper gov-
ernmental policy at this time.” -

“l have expressed to you previ-
ously,” he wrote to Mr. Hillman on
July 15, “my conviction that a gov-
ernmental policy of that kind can
best be put into effect at this time
thru the medium of an Executive
order to be issued by the President
of the United States, requiring the
insertion of appropriate provisions
in all government contracts.”

In accompanying memoranda and
documents, Mr. Lewis recounted his
vain efforts to get the President to
bar violators of the Wagner Act
from obtaining government con-
tracts, and, after the President had
said that there was “grave legal
doubt” as to his powers in this re-
gard, to get remedial legisiation in
the form of an amendment of the
Walsh-Healy Act.

Opposition to
Conscription

Bill Mounts

(Continued from page 1)

last week. John L. Lewis, in a letter
addressed to the Senate and House
Military Affairs Committees, de-
clared that the C.I.O. and its organ-
izations were in fundamental opposi-
tion to the Burke-Wadsworth bill.
The C.I.O., he added, supported the
national-defense effort but peace-
time conscription was not necessary
to national defense and would, more-
over, tend to destroy “our basic de-
mocratic institutions.” Mr. Lewis
repeated his attack on the bill in
his address before the convention of
the C.I.Os United Automobile
Workers in St. Louis. The delegates
vigorously applauded his remarks
and later adopted a resolution to the
same effect.

In the messages of protest and op-
position pouring in on Washington,
it was noted, expressions of labor
and religious organizations predo-
minated.

The Keep America Out of War
Congress reported that, together
witl} its affiliated and associated or-
gamzations, it was conducting a na-
tion-wide campaign to mobilize pub-
lic opposition to the Burke-Wads-
worth bill and to convert this oppo-
sition into political pressure effective
in Washington. A rally at the cap-
ital on August 1 marked the high
point of the campaign.

A hard fight over the bill is ex-
pected in committee and on the floor
of the two houses of Congress. A
great deal of the outcome will de-
pend, of course, on how effectively
public opinion makes its will known
and felt in Washington. Letters,
telegrams and messages from the
people back home may prove deci-
sive. Fewer than 10% of the 531
members of the House and Senate
have as yet taken a definite stand
on either side of the issue.

Relatively little opposition was
voiced to the President’s request for
authority to call out the National
Guard and put it into intensive
training for a year. The Senate Mili-
tary Affairs Committee voted: last
week to approve the request.
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Calls for Ban
On N.LR.A. Violators

Demands U. S. Government Obey Own Law

Railway Clerks,
Red Caps Clash

On Jurisdiction

Brotherhood Insists on Rep-
resenting Negroes Tho Bar-
ring Them As Members

conflict which has been brewing

A beneath the surface for the
past two years between the United
Transport Service Employees of
America and the Brotherhood of
Railway Clerks, an A. F. of L.
affiliate, was brought into the open
recently when the U.T.S.E.A. went
before the National Mediation
Board to challenge the legality of
arbitrary scope agreements with
railroad companies covering many
crafts and classes of employment,
under which a large number of em-
ployees are denied a voice in the
operation of these agreements.

The case is widely considered
one of the most significant in the
history of the Railway Labor Act,
since the scope-agreement practise
has operated unfavorably to thous-
ands of Negro railroad workers who
are not permitted to join the
standard brotherhoods, and who
hitherto have been forced out of the
industry by the job-control mechan-
isms in many of these scope agree-
ments.

The particular case involves the
Red-Caps at the St. Paul Terminal
who are allegedly covered by a scope
agreement with the Brotherhood of
Railway Clerks. Because of this,
U.T.S.E.A. officials stated, the com-
pany has refused to bargain with
the Red-Caps union despite the fact
that over 95% of the employees
have selected the U.T.S.E.A. as
their bargaining agency. Aside from
their work as Red-Caps, a minor
portion of their duties are janitoral.

The United Transport Service
Employees Union contends that
these employees constitute a craft
or class of employees within the
meaning of the Railway Labor Act,
and are therefore entitled to
separate representation. The union
is demanding certification as the
collective-bargaining agency.

Wwillard S. Townsend, U.T.S.E.A.
president, recently appeared before
the National Mediation Board with
representatives of the clerks union
for a preliminary hearing on the
matter, at which time a compromise
settlement was attempted, but did
not materialize.

The case has been docketed by the
Board and both organizations have
filed memorandum briefs outlining
the basis for their contending
positions on the question, It is ex-
pected to come up for formal
hearing within the next few weeks.

Molotov Says
Nazi Alliance
Remains Firm

(Continued from Page 1)

the week by statements of Italy’s
authoritative commentator, Virginio
Gayda, presaging further delay in
any attempt to invade England. The
subjugation of the British Isles,
Gayda said, would have to take a
“very long time.” No knockout blow
was possible, he pointed out. “The
war against England,” he explained,
“could not be lightning, spectacular
and massive like the conquest of
France. It must be a process of
hammering and wearing down.” Al-
most simultaneously, in Berlin, the
Labor Front leader, Dr. Robert Ley,
warned the Germans that a “Blitz-
krieg” conquest of Britain must not
be expected.

With all these statements, Ger-
man plans against Britain were far
from clear last week, altho the like-
lihood of an attempt at invasion did
not seem to be very imminent.

In the Far East, Anglo-Japanese
relations took a decided turn for the
worse during the week, despite
Britain’s concession in closing the
Burma road. A number of British
subjects were arrested in Tokyo and
other hostile demonstrations carried
thru. In England, retaliatory arrests
of Japanese followed. A Japanese
attempt to seize Hong-Kong was
feared in London, altho it was be-
lieved that Tokyo would stop short
of war,

In a sudden move, President
Roosevelt last week halted all ex-
ports of American oil and scrap
metal except under special license.
Most affected will be Japan, which
has recently purchased from the
United States as much as 65% of its
oil and more than 85% of its scrap
metal. Also affected will be the Axis
powers which, it is believed, have
been receiving shipments of Amer-
ican oil thru Spanish and Portu-
guese ports. Following up this step,
Mr. Roosevelt issued a further order
altogether prohibiting the export of
aviation gasoline to countries out-
side the western hemisphere,

In Washington, these actions were
believed to be connected with the
simultaneous decision of the British
government to extend its blockade
to Spain and Portugal, thereby im-
posing its naval control on the whole
European continent.
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Socialist Policy on the War:

Marx's Attitude to War

By DONALD GRAHAM

(This is a discussion article on so-
cialist policy on the war. As in all dis-
cussion articles, the views expressed are
those of the writer himself and not
necessarily those of this paper or of the
1.L.L.4A.—Editor.)

N the Workers Age of July 6,
1940, P.F.M. takes issue with
Jay Lovestone’s discussion of the
applicability of Marx’s war position
during the Franco-Prussian War of
1870 to the present stage of the war
in Europe. He goes further. He
denies the applicability of Marx’s
policy not only to the war today,
but even in 1870. No one can main-
tain papal infallibility for Marx in
évery policy put forward by him, and
certainly Marx never laid claim
himself to such perfection. What is
important, and much more decisive
than whether Marx was right from
July to September 1870 in advocat-
ing a German victory, is the reason
and method by which he arrived at
his policy, which reason and method
determined the war position of Marx
and Engels over a period of almost
fifty years. P.F.M. gives a reason
for Marx and Engels being wrong
in 1870 which, if it were valid, would
make every position they took for
half a century totally false, and
would makes utterly incomprehen-
sible our own support of national
and colonial struggles for indepen-
dence today. For P.F.M. maintains
that Marx and Engels were wrong
as against Wilhelm Liebknecht be-
cause “the role of the working class
should not even at that time have
been to support the bourgeoisie even
when the latter was doing a ‘pro-
gressive’ work.” He asserts that
“only working-class opposition is
progressive.” Literally, this is a
revival of the Lassallean theory that
all sections of the population other
than the proletariat are reactionary.
It can only lead to the conclusion
that the independence movements in
India and other colonial countries
are not progressive, and that the
Chinese regime now fighting the
Japanese invasion should receive no
support from the workers thruout
the world—for that certainly is no
working-class regime. On the basis
of this “principle,” Marx must have
been wrong in supporting the
Northern bourgeoisie in the Ameri-
can Civil War. I doubt whether
P.F.M. meant to go that far, but
what he presented as the reason for
Marx being in error in 1870 can
only lead to such sterile conclusions.

LIEBKNECHT AND
MARX IN 1870

To assert that Liebknecht was
correct does not begin to answer the
question, In ‘the first stage of the
war of 1870, Liebknecht abstained
in the vote on war credits. Marx, on
the contrary, favored critical sup-
port of Germany against Bona-
partist France. After the defeat and
capture of Napoleon in September
1870, and the establishment of a
French Republic, Marx and the First
International made a complete
change of policy. They came out
then for the defeat of Germany,
and for the victory of the French
Republic. From that time till the
end of the war, they regarded

Bismarck as waging a reactionary,
imperialist war against the French
Republic. Simultaneously, Liebknecht
made a turn from abstentionism to
voting against the war credits. From
the time of the establishment of the
French Republic, the disagreement
between Marx and Liebknecht
ceased. But, from the reasons put
forth by P.F.M. for Marx being
wrong during that stage of the war
when he favored a German victory,
one can only conclude that Marx
and Liebknecht were equally wrong
in favoring a victory for the French
bourgeois republic. For, if it is in-
correct to favor victory for one side
because of the bourgeois character
of the government, it was also wrong
to support the victory of the other
side at a later date because of a

'political tsansformation from Bona-

partist absolutism to a bourgeois
republic. In addition, P.F.M. is un-
able to explain the change of policy
of Liebknecht from abstention to
voting against war credits on the
basis of the rule of never support-
ing the bourgeoisie. For, if one has
the undying principle of never sup-
porting the bourgeoisie no matter
how “progressive,” it should have
made no difference whether Germany
was at war with Napoleon or with
a French republic. Apparently, it
did make a difference, even to
Liebknecht, whether Germany was

| fighting @a reactionary absolutism

or a democratic regime.
—

Marx and Engels went even
further. When the military position
of the French Republic became ex-
tremely precarious at the end of
1870, they came out for British mili-
tary intervention on the side of the
French. They were thoroly aware
of the bourgeois character of the
British government. They were not
ignorant of the fact that England
oppressed and exploited millions of
colonial subjects in India and other
colonies. And they also knew of and
warned against the danger of
monarchists in leading positions in
the French Republic at that time.
Yet their position remained “in-
ternationalist,” that is, in the in-
terests of both the French and Ger-
man labor movements. They felt
that if Bismarck crushed France,
the French republic would be
destroyed, the French revolutionary
socialist movement would be anni-
hilated, and the German labor move-
ment would then be confronted with
a victorious, chauvinistic regime at
home.

To indicate to what extremes
Marx and Engels went in their war
position, one need only recall that,
fearing that Russia might enter the
war on the side of Bismarck, they
advocated in such eventuality that
Austria, Italy and Turkey (none of
them particularly happy examples of
even a bourgeois-democratic gov-
ernment) should be rallied to the
side of France and England. Nor
is this an isolated instance. Their
policy in relation to the Crimean
War was similar.

MARX'’S PRINCIPLE
IN WAR POLICY

I think we can learn much from a
discussion of Marx’s war position,
not in the sense of mechanically
duplicating it today in a different

tho analogous situation, but in un-
derstanding his method and applica-
tion. For Marx and Engels, there
was not sct “internationalist” policy
or dogma correct and unalterable
for all wars, or for all situations in
a given war. The only guiding
principle that I can gather from an
examination of their war policies
over half a century is the following
—the interest of the labor movement
is paramount, and takes precedence
over any “principle,” dogma or
formula. Concretely, if they regarded
that the victory of one side in a war
would weaken or destroy the labor
and socialist movement (Czarist
Russia, for example), and a victory
of the other would strengthen the
labor movement (France or England
or Germany in any war at that time
with Russia), they were for the
victory of the latter. If a victory
of one side or the other made no
difference to the labor movement,
then they condemned both. They
supported wars for national unity,
national independence and self-
determination, not because of any
dogma, but because these wars would
develop the possibility of growth
of the preconditions for socialisni
and would strengthen the Ilabor
movement,

To speak of a free labor movement
when an entire nation is enslaved
they regarded as an absurdity. In
supporting a German victory in
1870, their main consideration was
to forestall the destructive effects
upon both the French and German
labor movements of a victory of
Bonaparte. In supporting the French
Republic, the question of national
unification did not arise as it had
in the support of Germany, for
France had gained national unity
long before.

But in supporting one side as
against another in a war, Marx and
Engels never failed to stress the
independent aims, program and in-
terests of labor. In supporting a
bourgeois-democratic  government
against an absolutist regime, they
never at any time became chauvinist.
Never did they glorify the bourgeois
ruling class. They condemned the
unconditional support given to
Bismarck by the Lassalleans, and
had only the highest praise for the
courageous fight put up against the
German ruling class by Liebknecht
and Bebel under war-time condi-
tions. They favored the victory of
a democratic republic against an
absolutism, not because of “social
patriotism,” but, on the contrary,
because such a victory, thru pre-
serving or advancing the working-
class movement, would facilitate the
achievement of power by the work-
ers. It is in this sense that Lenin at
the later date helped the Kerensky
regime defeat Kornilov. The main
enemy at the moment was the
Kornilov  counter-revolution, - and
not the Kerensky government. This
policy is not in contradiction to
“socialism is the answer,” but t
necessary condition for marching
forward to socialism. Somehow, it
never occurred to Marx and Engels
at any time that the entire
annihilation of a socialist and labor
movement by Bonaparte or the Czar
ws conducive to the development of
socialism.

Concluded in next issue)

Flynn Sees Nazis
Confronted With

Famine, Disease
By JOHN T. FLYNN

T is necessary now to make an-

other examination of the eco-
nomic factors involved in this war.
It was predicted—and the writer
was among those who held this
view—that Germany could not sur-
vive more than a year of a war of
action. And everything that we know
now tends to confirm that view.

But the Germany that confronts
the world now is not the Germany
which began the war. Hitler has
enormously extended the lands from
which he can draw resources of all
sorts, He has added Norway, Den-
mark, Holland, Belgium, Poland and
now France, tothe dominions which,
for the moment, can be made to sup-
ply him with coal, iron, oil, butter
meat, cheese, grain and many other
products. In fact, already we read
of plans to expand the ration cards
of Germans on several substances.

Just what is the measure of the
added supplies Hitler has obtained
for a long pull is not yet clear. First
of all, not only France and the Low
Countries and Poland, but Germany
herself, has suffered vast losses in
potential food supplies for the com-
ing year. Countries like Denmark,
Belgium, Holland, northern France
and Norway have much that Ger-
many needs. But these countries are
very far from being self-sufficient in
the matter of food.

Where will Denmark and Holland
and Belgium and northern France
get the food they require for them-
selves in addition to those limited
commodities they produce?

It is difficult to escape the convic-
tion that all these countries face an
appalling famine in the coming year.
We may assume that when this
comes Germans will be the last to
feel it. But they cannot escape.

First, Germany herself has not
planted enough crops for the coming
year. She has had to slaughter poul-
try and other stock which must live
upon foods which humans must share

French Empire Kept
Masses in Slavery

Colonial Atrocities
By CLARENCE JENKINS

(Concluded from last issue)

N 1937, the French Popular Front
government raised the slogans

of the French Revolution and
promised to institute reforms in the
colonies and alleviate the distres-
sing conditions in North Africa

caused by the economic ecrisis,
customs controls and drought.
Large sections of the colonials,

notably among the Arabs and Indo-
Chinese, placed their confidence in
the Popular Front government as a
champion of national independence

with them. Losses of cattle in the
Low Countries are said to be terrify-
ing. The prospect ahead for that
stricken world is a dark one—and
one which cannot be mended by guns
and explosives.

The rulers of this new German
empire may find themselves the
rulers of a population which is sul-
len from hunger and disease. They
‘may not revolt—for revolt requires
the tools of revolt, which they do
not have. But that population may
have but little will to fight.

All this is in the domain of specu-
lation. Certainly, we can say that

Germany’s problem of food and steel|

and coal is solved for the moment,
first by access to large supplies, and
second, by her ability to get those
supplies without having to face ex-
change problems. ‘The question is
how much time do these accessions
add to Germany’s battle tenure.

This is the issue upon which Brit-
ain gambles now. There remains one
great ally—the ally which has con-
quered more empires than the sol-
diers have laid low—famine and
disease. These alone can win for
England now. And they are not en-
tirely unavailable.

(This article is from the New York
World-Telegram.—Editor.)

Always Whitewashed

and social reform. The Popular
Front government betrayed these
people. Disillusioned and enraged,
the nationalists began agitation for
independence. The government intro-
duced the infamous Violette Plan
to sow division among the Algerian
and North African masses. This plan
offered 22,000 citizenships to soldiers
who had won the Croix de Guerre,
to graduates of higher institutions
of learning, to members of the
chambers of commerce and. agri-
culture, to Algerian officials and
tribal leaders, to retired officers of
the French army, to 200 merchants,
industrialists or artisans in each
department, to be selected by the
government, and to 200 land-owners.

The Popular Front government
was obedient to the demands of
colonial exploiters. It reestablished
forced labor in West Africa after
it had been abolished by the preced-
ing government. Failing to still the
agitation for independence, the
Popular Front government resorted
to the same vicious and reactionary
policies employed by Italian im-
perialism in Ethiopia, Japanese im-
perialism in China, and so on. An
open military dictatorship was
established in North Africa, under
the rule of Albert Sarraut, right-
wing Radical-Socialist. Big squad-
rons of bombing planes were dis-
patched there to intimidate the na-
tives and suppress the revolts. On
October 27, 1937, four Moors were

killed and nine were wounded when

French police fired on a nationalist
demonstration. On October 29, a
detachment of the French Foreign
Legion threw hand-grenades into a
nationalist demonstration, seriously
wounding six people. The New York
Times of November 1, 1937 reported
the following' declaration made by
August Nogues, French Resident
General, who had crushed several
nationalist outbursts: “Our prompt
action wrecked plans to revolt. Our
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Farmer-Labor
Political Group

Seen Emerging

Observer at Both Conven-
tions Appraises Forces, ls-
sues and Platforms.

(Observer was present at both the
Republican convention in Philadelphia
and the Democratic convention in Chi-
cago.—Editor.)

Washington, D. C.
Editor Workers Age:
HE over-riding concern at the
Democratic as well as the Re-
publican convention was the threat
of Nazism. Wendell Willkie and
and F.D.R.-Wallace would not have
had a chance to secure the nomina-
tions if we were not living in essen-
tially revolutionary times. Anyone
who fails to see the deeper signifi-
cance of what happened in Phila-
dephia and Chicago is missing the
long view. Unconventional politicians
triumphed over the machines at both
places. Bruce Barton and Willkie
are politicians—simply the most
highly streamlined type of an age
noted for the development of scien-
tific propaganda and publicity. No
comment is necessary, in this re-
spect, on F.D.R,

Such an observation does not deny
the queer bed-fellows who came to-
gether in order to give birth to the
all-star New Deal ticket. It was a
sight to behold Monroe Sweetland
of the L.LD., now leader of the
Oregon Commonwealth Federation;
Jerry Voorhis, former socialist;
Mayor Kelly, Jett Lauck, Jerome
Davis, Frank Hague and Jimmy
Byrnes, all voting for Wallace. But
Lauck got a pledge in the platform
for his conference of farmer, labor
and business leaders for the pur-
pose of working out a planned econ-
omy for industrial expansion to
abolish unemployment.

There are evidences of the be-
ginning of a rough farmer-labor po-
litical grouping in the new New
Deal party. (The old Democratic
party is pretty dead, as Burke and
“Cotton Ed” Smith recognize; they
will be joined in this recognition by
hundreds of other “Jeffersonians”.)
If the New Deal party wins in Nov-
ember, it will be only by the aid of
organized labor and the organized
farm and unemployed vote. If it is
defeated, the farmer-labor political
combine, which will develop in this
campaign, gives more promise of
sticking together and going places
than ever before in our history.

Another way of looking at what

is happening is to point out the

ideological consistency which is de-
veloping. It was correct for radi-
cals to say that there was no dif-
ference between the two old parties
of capitalism. This can be said less
accurately now. The Republican par-
ty is becoming a party of conserva-
tism—far to the right of the Con-
servative party of England. The
Democratic party is becoming the
party of labor and the farmer with
a political line some place between
the political position of the British
Labor and Liberal parties. For this
reason, the fight of the reaction-
aries against the new Deal will be
exceedingly bitter. Howover, that
both parties still remain parties of
capitalism and don’t scare the pow-
ers-that-be too much is made clear
by a statement in the financial sec-
tion of the New York Times for July
21, which declares: “Wall Street
will follow the coming political cam-
paign with unusual interest. Who-
ever wins, it does not fear further
regulations or restrictions.”

A united labor movement may
come out of the campaign. Leading
AF. of L. figures, as well as
C.I.O.ers, are enthusiastic about
their joint victory in Chicago.

As a result of the strong Keep
America Out of War sentiment, ex-
pressed at Chicago and Philadel-
phia, the party platforms are de-
signed to catch all of the anti-war
votes. The Socialist Party will have
a time making clear that it is the
only genuine peace party. Both
Roosevelt and Willkie will be
against “sending our boys abroad.”
However, in terms of fundamental

(Continued on page 4)

troops will stay in the Medina
(Moslem holy district) as long as
necessary. We are not here to play
politics. The French government
unanimously supports what I have
done and all France itself is behind
me. Good citizens can work in order
and peace. I will crush others.”

The Moroccan leader, Hallal El
Fassi, was deported into the interior
of the Congo to an intolerably un-
healthy region. The Algerian leader,
Messali Hadj, president of the
Rassemblement Coloniale, was chain-
ed hand and foot, his hair, eyelashes
and eyebrows shaved off, and
thrown into a dungeon. The Tunisian
leader, Habib Bourguibab, was
sentenced before a military council.
The North African Star and other
Moroccan organizations were dissol-
ved, their leaders arrested -and de-
ported,

France has succeeded in making
the whole world believe that it is
liberal-minded in colonial matters.
By an appearance of good-will
toward colonials in Kurope, it has
managed to support its reputation
in colonial policy. But the facts are
quite otherwise.

Imperialism  must necessarily
crush democratic rights among en-
slaved colonial peoples, and stifle
many forms of progress, social
development and the dignity of
human personality. The reactionary
tendency, always in action, is now
strengthened by the decline of
capitalism. This is inherent in the

French and Spanish

By D. BENJAMIN

(This is the third of a series of ar-
ticles by D. Benjamin on policy on the
war. Since they are discussion articles,
they represent the views of the writer
himself and not necessarily those of this
paper or of the I.L.L.A—Editor.)

‘MPERIAL Britain has had and

still has many opportunities to
nake clear the issue, as it puts it,
of “freedom” against fascism, and
thus arouse the peoples of the
world, including the United States,
to the fight against Nazi Germany.
It has only to declare India inde-
pendent, the African peoples free,
Ireland and Ulster united, luxury in-
comes in Britain abolished, the Ver-
sailles Treaty and its own respon-
sibility therefor repudiated, and a
pledge given to the world and to the
German people of its desire and will-
ingness to help bring about a just
peace for all the peoples concerned.
Under such conditions, the war could

+be transformed into a progressive

war. People would know on which
side they should fight.

But imperial Britain has done
none of these things, let alone all of
them. Even tho it is faced with a
life-and-death struggle, with every-
thing at stake, it refuses—in fact,
it does not even consider acting
along these lines. It would rather
gamble with the lives of millions,
risk defeat or arrive at some com-
promise with Nazi Germany, than
take any real step that might mean
a fundamental change in its social
and imperial order. The war against
Hitler could be won by such actions
—freeing colonial peoples would in-
spire revolts against Mussolini in
Ethiopia and Libya, against Petain
and Franco in Morocco; united Ire-
land could not be used so easily as
a base by Hitler; the German people
would begin to understand the issues
a little more clearly; British morale
would be strengthened; the Arabian
masses would be inspired to prevent
Syria from being utilized by Hitler-
Mussolini; and so on. But the British
ruling class figures that for itself
under such circumstances all would
be lost. In other words, the only
way to defeat Hitler is nét thru
‘ordinary war,” but thru new, revo-
lutionary methods of struggle, and
these the imperialist bourgeoisie re-
ject. They prefer to see Hitler win
ather than to win such a war
against Hitler.

The working class, when aroused

Inature of French capitalism today.

Mr. Achilles argues that the
atrocities committed against colonial
peoples by French imperialism were
committed by selfish industrialists
and careless officers far removed
from controlling administrators,
from parliament and the tribunal of
French public opinion; and that the
government has tried to remedy
these conditions. This assertion is
not supported by facts.

In 1905, French public was
aroused over the atrocities com-
mitted against the natives in the
French Congo. De Brazza, a former
governor, was sent out to study
conditions, in the French Congo and
report to the new regime. He con-
firmed the reports of atrocities and
sadistic treatment of the native
population in the French Congo. De
Brazza died on his way from the
colony; his staff was forbidden by
the French government to draw up
a report from the material collected.
All that happened was a three-day
debate in the French Chamber
(February 19-21, 1906). The demand
for the publication of De Brazza’s
material was defeated by 345 to 167,
altho grave charges naming very
serious crimes were made against
particular companies. No steps
whatever, either then or sub-
sequently, were taken against these
companies. In 1928, Andre Gide, the
great French writer, on a semi-
official mission in the French Congo,
found that where the natives were

under the direct econtrol of the
French government, they were
poverty-stricken—sometimes starv-

ing—but once their rubber tax,
amounting to one month’s work in
the year, had been paid, they had
some degree of freedom. But in the
interior, where concessions had been
granted, he found the old evils still
going on. In the February 1931
issue of Asia, M. Luc-Durtain gave
an account of the rubber planta-
tions of Indo-China. It is a descrip-

tion of brutal compulsion and
misery, inflicced upon Annamese
victims.

H. G. Wells, in his book, “The
Work, Wealth and Happiness of
Marikind,” describes the massacre of
natives in French colonies, and
comes to the conclusion that, “this
account of the massacre of primitive
and barbaric societies by the un-
controlled forces of modern in-
dustrialism, enterprise and finance
threatens to grow out of proportion
to the rest of our review of human
life. It has run away with the pen.”

Paul Faure, vested with full
authority to speak for the French
colonial peoples, declared before the
Conference on Peace and Empire,
held in June 1938 in London, under
the presidency of Jawaharlal Nehru,
that the French colonials placed no
reliance on the democracies of
Europe to “give” them their free-
dom no matter how anti-fascist
these latter might style themselves.]
They were convinced that the only
possible means they had of winning
freedom lay in the struggle for in-
dependence in the colonies them-
selves and, what is most essential,
in the close union of all oppressed

masses in that struggle.

Labor Independence
Key to War Probliem

Experiences Show Way

to an independent course of action
on a clear-cut issue, can do wonders
and achieve results that previously
would have been considered impos-
sible and utopian. In 1928, thru its
Councils of Action, British labor suc-
ceeded in preventing a war by Bri-
tain against the Soviet Union. In
926, when British labor engaged in
the great general strike of that year,
the ruling class there began to feel
that the beginning of the end for it-
self had set in. Even today, the
rulers of England know they do not
kave any chance of winning unless
fabor is completely behind the gov-
ernment and the war—that was why
Chamberlain had to give way to
Churchill, There is real power in
British labor. Let it assert itself in
an independent, militant manner,
take the lead and give the lead, and
bring about those political and so-
cial changes that will make possible
a victory against Hitlerism.

The same story can be told with
regard to the French working class.
In 1934, in an almost spontaneous
manner, the workers of Paris de-
feated the attempt of the Cagoulards
to make a fascist coup d’etat. In
1936, there occurred the great gen-
eral strike in which the French
workers in one city and province
after another occupied the factories.
This movement had the French rul-
ing class shivering for its very life.

Had the French labor movement
hown such militancy and class inde-
pendence and played its own role
since the present war began, edu-
cating the people as to the recal
character of the governments of Da-
ladier, Reynaud, and Petain and the
need for a basic change in the set-up
it a real fight against Nazi Germany
was to be made, while leading the
resistance against Hitler’s invasicn,
there is reason to question if the Pe-
tuin government could have betrayed
the fight against Hitler as easily as
it did. There would have been pres-
ent a powerful social force—and in
France, the organized labor move-
ment on the economic and political
fields was a powerful factor—that
would have led the movement to
overturn the Petain government be-
fore much more damage was done.
The same force could then have
given a clearer, more inspiring and
vigorous lead to the struggle against
Hitlerism, without and within.

Nor should we forget the unbe-
lievable accomplishments of the
Spanish workers and peasants in
their two and a half years of civil
war against native fascists, aided
by Hitler and Mussolini. In spite of
he counter-revolutionary role of the
Stalinists and the Soviet Union, the
“non-intervention” policies of the
“great democracies,” England and
France, the embargo placed by the
“democratic” Roosevelt Administra-
tion on munitions to Loyalist Spain,
the paralyzing effect of the capital-
ist politicians and officials in the
People’s Front government, the
Spanish workers, almost with bare
hands to begin with, receiving the
splendid aid of international labor
and anti-fascist forces, including
German and Italian, practically
fought the fascists and invaders to
a standstill. They showed what inde-
pendent working-class action could
iccomplish. The P.0.U.M., the Du-
utti  Anarchists, many elements
among the F.A.L, C.N.T.,, and Left
socialists, showed it was possible to
resist the fascist invader and at-
acker, and yet to work for a change
in the political set-up that would
unleash all mass and progressive
forces in one mighty torrent against
reaction and totalitarianism.

Had it not been for the rotten and
treacherous role of the “great de-
mocracies”—the Edens, the Duff
Coopers, the Churchills, the Rey-
nauds, as well as the Chamberlains
and the Daladiers; and Leon Blum,
Thorez, and Roosevelt can also be
added—the Spanish workers and
peasants might have fought their
way thru to victory. This would have
been the spark that would have led
to a general battle for freedom on
the European continent. The France
of 1936 was not far from a socialist
revolution! Who can tell what fires
might have ignited under Hitler and
Mussolini then? The socialist work-
ers of Vienna and Austria had not
vet forgotten the inspiration of the
heroic resistance against Dollfuss.

POLICY APPLIED TO
PRESENT WAR

All this has been mentioned to
make clear that the European work-
ing class is a social force capable of
conquering against seemingly insur-
mountable odds, once it is started on
the road of independent class action,
once the issues are made clear to it,
once it has a leadership relying on
the power and ability of the work-
ing class to fight and sacrifice. Had
organized Jabor in England and
France acted in such manner from
the very outset of the war, edu-
cating the people at every step and

I
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Sound Warning
On Stalinist

“Peace” Front

Labor Anti-War Council [s-
sues Exposure of C.P. "Mo-
bilization" August 28.

New York City.

e’ HE Communist Party is work-

ing day and night to stir up
sentiment for the formation of a
new ‘innocent’ organization with
which to confuse the American peo-
ple. The ‘great outpouring of the
masses’ will hit Chicago, Illinois on
August 28th. It is being called ‘The
Emergency Peace Mobilization’ and
will, in convention assembled, fol-
low completely the latest zig-zag of
the ever zig-zagging Communist
Party ‘line,”” declared Albert W.
Hamilton last week in a special let-
ter to members of Labor Anti-War
Council, warning them of the new
“front.” The Council devotes itself
to the education of working people
to the necessity of keeping Ameri-
ca a democratic nation by keeping it
out of war, The Council is opposed,
without reservations, to any form of
totalitarianism.

Mr. Hamilton pointed out that “a
number of individuals have written
to us asking for information con-
cerning this so-called ‘mobilization’.
We have replied, pointing out the
Stalinist origin of this ‘anti-war’
mobilization. The  ‘mobilization’,
like such ‘fronts’ as the American
Youth Congress, will not come out
and attack the Russian dictatorship
as being a totalitarian force along
with the Italian, German and other
totalitarian forms of government.

“The ‘mobilization’ will, without
doubt, adopt a confused and totally
untenable set of resolutions promis-
ing all things to all men. This will
be because of the hesitancy and con-
fusion existing in the communist
movement at present, because of
the impenetrable and enigmatic for-
eign policy of the Kremlin, scem-
ingly pro-Hitler, one day, and seem-
ingly anti-Hitler the next. In short,
the local Stalin boot-lickers as yet
do not know what it is all about.”

at every moment to the need of a
fundamental change, while playing
the leading role in beating back the
fascist invaders, the situation today
would be far different from that
which we actually confront. The
issues then would have become
clear in the entire world, with reper-

cussions difficult for us to visu-
alize now. The Spanish work-
ers would have been inspired

again to battle, and this alone would
have prevented Hitler and Mussolini
using Franco Spain today as a base
in their attack against Gibraltar and
England. Such a development would
have come to the attention of the
masses and the underground move-
ments of Germany and Italy with
effects in the long run hard for us
to appreciate. Nor should we leave
out of account the Russian masses
and possible pressure against the
Stalinist government and its pact
with Hitler, The question of aid to
a Workers France and a Workers
England really carrying on a strug-
gle against Hitlerism would take on
a new significance for the labor and
progressive forces in the U.S.A.

These are not day-dreams. The
history of revolutions shows what
great efforts can be put forth in
such times. The history of the in-
ternational working-class movement
gives many examples of the heights
to which the working class can rise
when it follows the path of the class
struggle. And in war-time, the work-
ers can be gotten to learn fast. The
fruits that came from the Reynaud
government Petain, Weygand,
Ybergarray—could be a good object
lesson of what might come from
the Tory partners of Churchill. The
danger of a Hitler victory and fas-
cist oppression could be used to
drive home the lesson of how the
colonial peoples view British im-
perial oppression.

Labor sacrificed its independent
role in 1914-18 and got nowhere. In
fact, it got a worse war and fascism
to boot. Yet the problems of 1939-40
are much more difficult and com-
plicated. Why should one think that
support of the imperialist bourgeoi-
sie will get us any further on the
road to a solution of these problems?
Tven a respite cannot be won that
way. Not those who depend upon the
independent role and power of labor
are abstract and utopian, but rather
those that think that the imperialist
bourgeoisie and its government
(such as exists in England) can be
the main basis by means of which
Hitlerism can be fought and de-
feated.

It is not too late. British labor can
show the way. The road proposed
by the British Independent Labor
Party and its paper, the New Leader,
would effect the basic change neces-
sary for a victorious struggle
against Hitlerism from without and

the fascist potential from within.

Enjoy your vacation at

phone TRafalgar 7-2085.

BOWRY CREEK FARM

SOUTH DURHAM, GREENE COUNTY, NEW YORK

Most picturesque section of the Catskill Mountains
MODERN ACCOMODATIONS — HOMELIKE COOKING
COMRADELY ENVIRONMENT — LNDIVIDUAL ATTENTION
Weekly Rates $16.00 and up

REDUCED FARES TO CATSKIILLL

Directions: To Catskill by Hudson River Day or Night Line, West Shore
and New York Central Railroad also bus lines. For information write to
Milton Matz, Bowery Creck Farm, South Durham, N. Y. or call New York
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VOTE SOCIALIST!
End Hunger in the Midst of Plenty!
Jobs and Security for Alll
Keep America Out of War!
For Socialism, Peace and Freedom!
Vote for

Norman Thomas and Maynard Krueger
for President and Vice-President

CREEPING TOTALITARIANISM

THE American people are today faced with the greatest menace to

their rights and liberties in many decades. That menace comes
not from Hitler, except indirectly; it comes from the tendency to creep-
ing totalitarianism at home—a tendency which is at the moment embodied
in its most challenging form in the vicious Burke-Wadsworth bill for
peace-time conscription.

There is no possible justification for peace-time conscription in
terms of genuine national defense. “Conscription in time of war may
be justified”, Hanson Baldwin, military analyst of the New York Times,
tells us in a very significant article in Harpers Magazine for August.
"But at a time like the present, it cannot be justified on a basis of hemi-
sphere defense.” In fact, peace-time conscription has no meaning what-
sover except in terms of militaristic regimentation, of whipping up a
flagging war spirit, of preparation for a foreign war in Europe or Asia, or
of all these factors combined. The testimony of army spokesmen has
made that clear enough.

The debate in Congress and thruout the country is revealing the
far-reaching implications of the Burke-Wadsworth bill as a measure of
totalitarian regimentation. But special stress should be laid on the fact
that labor will be the chief victim. In fact, organized labor will actually
be shackled hand and foot under such a law. The bill invests the Presi-
dent—that is, the military authorities—with power to defer the mili-
tary training of those employed in industry if he considers their employ-
ment "necessary to- the maintenance of the national health, safety or
interest.” The military authorities would therefore have the power to
remove any worker from his job and send him into the army simply by
declaring his work "unnecessary” to the “national health, safety or in-
terest”. Any strike could easily be outlawed under the provisions of the
bill. All the government would have to do would be to declare that the
strike was interfering with "the administration of this act” and it would
be suppressed, while the leaders would, of course, be deprived of their
deferment and sent into the army. In short, labor would have no rights
that the government would be bound to respect—and that in time of
peace too!

There is still time to act. But action must be taken immediately. If
you are interested in the preservation of democratic rights, of labor's
freedom to organize and strike; if you want to help beat back totali-
tarianism in America—act now! Let your Congressman, your two Sena-
tors, and the President know that you do not want Hitlerism here in
America! Demand the defeat of the peace-time military conscription bill!

THE SP. ON WAR AND DEFENSE

(We publish below the concluding sections of a declaration on “W.ar and
Defense” adopted by the recent session of the National Executive Committee oj
the Socialist Party. This statement is essentially part of the platform on the basis
of which Norman Thomas is campaigning for the presidency and is therefore of
direct interest to all supporters of his candidacy.—Editor.)

E state our position on vital issues emphasized by the march of fascism as

follows:

I. We renew our unalterable opposition to totalitarianism in any form—Nazi,
fascist, or communist.

2. Since American participation in war would be the shortest road toward
American totalitarianism, we reiterate our determination to keep America out of war.
In doing this, while we do not now seek the repeal of the neutrality law under which
England derives great benefit, we warn against the hypocritical and uncertain policies
of the old parties and their leaders who mouth the slogans of peace while follow-
ing policies which lead directly toward American intervention, including those steps,
allegedly “short of war," which, if pursued fo their logical conclusion, mean war itself.

We share the well-nigh universal hope that the British people may defeat the
Nazi invader and we convey to the British workers our deepest sympathy and en-
couragement. We are persuaded, however, that a real victory for democracy in Eng-
land and in Europe in general requires that the heroic British workers should trans-
form the military collectivism now prevailing in England into democratic socialization.
Thus they can defeat the danger of reaction at home while they struggle against
the dangers of military conquest from without.

3. We pledge our unrelenting efforts toward aid by America and the Ameri-
cas of the refugee victims of war and fascism, our support to such underground move-
ments as now or in the future challenge the rule of the dictators.

4. In the name of genuine defense for American democracy, we denounce the
Administration's armament economics as leading toward imperialism and war at
enormous cost to the working masses of this nation. Without even answering the
questions of what we are to defend and how, the government now and in the past
seven years has poured out billions of dollars for military supplies—of uncertain
value for defensive purposes—instead of for the conquest of poverty. While we are
convinced that the danger of military invasion of the United States is practically
impossible at this time, we declare that we must seek our defense in the socializa-
tion and democratic planning of our industrial life. Only a defensive program which
goes hand in hand with a program of rapid and democratic socialization can be ef-
fective against both the military and economic assaults of European totalitarianism.
The history of the present war has demonstrated one basic truth—that the prob-
lem of national defense can be solved only on the basis of economic reorganization.
America still has time to solve its defense problem on this basis.

N its issue of July 29, Life presents some pictures that should prove very edifying
I to all worshippers at the Shrine of the Third Term. The prize is the picture of a
lite "family party" that took place in Chicago on the eve of the Democratic con-
vention, tendered by Mayor Kelly of Chicago. Seated cheek by jowl around the table
are the following personages: Mayor Kelly, boss of Chicago's Kelly-Nash machine,
easily the most corrupt political ouffit in the country; Federal Loan Administrator
Jesse " Jones; Attorney General Robert H. Jackson, whose Department of Justice, as
Life points out, "has cleaned up New Orleans and Kansas City, but not Chicago and
Jersey City"; Secretary of the Interior Harold Ickes, veteran Chicago "reformer”,
one-time bitter foe of the Kelly-Nash gang, boosted in 1938 as candidate for Mayor
of Chicago in the hope of cleaning out the machine; Secretary of Labor Frances
Perkins; Secretary of Agriculture Henry A. Wallace, a few days later nominated
for vice-president as "a man of unexcelled integrity’; Mayor Frank Hague of Jersey
City, boss of New Jersey's notorious Hague machine, a man widely denounced by
liberal and labor elements as the "Jersey Hitler".

Frances Perkins, Henry Wallace and Harold Ickes hobnobbing with Boss Kelly
and Boss Hague, plotting with them to put over the Third Term! Thats what the
New Deal has come to!

Socialist Policy on the War:

(We publish below a resolulion presented by Will Her-
berg for adoption by the National Committee of the I.L.
L.A. It is published here as a contribution to the discussion
of policy on the war.~—Editor.)

I. Fundamental Approach

N approaching problems of war and foreign policy,

as in other fields, it is necessary to take a positive,
responsible attitude. By this is meant that, whenever
a great and vital problem confronts the nation, it is
the duy of socialists to offer a progressive, democratic
program of meeting that problem in the interests of
the people, and to counterpose this program to the
reactionary programs offered in behalf of privileged
groups. We cannot be satisfied with simply repeating
the formula, “Socialism is the only solution,” any more
than we can in domestic policy. In the case of unem-
ployment, we do not content ourselves with saying
(as do the S.L.P. and certain anarchists), “Socialism
will solve it”; we advance programs of government
relief and action to meet the problem within the frame-
work of the existing system, altho we stress the in-
herent inadequacies of such efforts. Just so on ques-
tions of war and foreign policy. We must outgrow the
attitude of ultra-radical abstentionism which still per-
sists in this field altho it has been almost completely
eliminated in the field of domestic policy. We must
learn to offer our progressive programs within
the framework of the existing system, while at the
same time pointing out the urgent necessity of going
beyond this system towards socialism.

il. Character of the War

1. The present war is an imperialistic war in that
it was precipitated as the clash of two gigantic im-
perialist coalitions and as the continuation of the
World War of 1914-18. The major participants in the
war are imperialistic powers.

2. Yet it does make a real difference who wins
the war in terms of immediate prospects for demo-
cratic and labor forces thruout the world. The differ-
ence is circumscribed and short-run, but it is vital
and decisive, From the standpoint of the democratic
and labor forces, a victory for Hitler Germany would
obviously be far more disastrous, and a victory for
the Allies (Britain) very much preferable—altho, of
course, even the latter would solve nothing fundament-
al. Only socialism could do that.

3. The victory of one or the other side cannot re-
verse the fundamental trend of the decay of capital-
ism, but it can accelerate or retard the tendency for
this trend of decay to manifest itself in the fascist
form. And this is of decisive importance to the forces
of democracy and labor. Basically, that is the reason
why it does make a real difference who wins, and why
a victory for Hitler Germany would be so much more
disastrous, why it would be the very worst possible out-
come of the war.

4, Having clearly distinguished this difference, it is
necessary to stress that in the long run, Europe is
doomed unless it can achieve continental integration
on the basis of socialism, which of course implies an
end to the entire imperialist system.

lll. Some Consequences

In the light of this analysis, certain consequences
follow:

1. Since at bottom only socialism can ultimately save
Europe from utter ruin, and such ruin would serious-
ly affect the entire world, it is our duty today more
than ever to advance vigorously our socialist solution
in terms as concrete and immediate as possible. It is
also our duty to cooperate with and support those so-
cialist forces in Europe who take a fundamentally
similar position.

2. Since, furthermore it does make a difference who
wins, in the sense described above, the attitude of so-
cialists cannot be the sgme in the Allied countries
(England) as in Germany, This we already recognized
some years ago when we, as part of the International
Workers Front, rejected the slogan of revolutionary
defeatism for England and France but retained and
reemphasized it for Germany.

In the Allied countries (England), the socialists cer-
tainly cannot refuse to participate in the struggle
against Hitler Germany, that is, to participate in the
war effort. As James Maxton is reported to have put
it, “there is now no alternative to prosecution of the
war”, This does not by any means imply—from the
socialist standpoint, it even excludes—support of the
existing government—a government that, in its back-
ground, composition, character and even present poli-
cies, shows that it cannot be trusted for an uncompro-
mising fight against Hitler and fascism, and that it is
incapable of undertaking the drastic social measures re-
quired for victory. (What happened in France should
be lesson enough.) From every standpoint, including
that of defeating Hitler Germany, the labor move-
ment must preserve its independence at all costs, and
actively strive for a program of radical social and
political change thru which alone the war can be ef-
fectively fought and won.

In Germany, of course, it is the duty of all social-
ists and anti-fascists generally, in so far as they can,
to obstruct and oppose the prosecution of the war. In
Germany, revolutionary defeatism has a meaning in
terms of the deepest interests of the masses of the
German people.

3. On the same ground that it does make a real
difference who wins, it is also necessary to distinguish
our attitude on the question of aid to belligerents.

We are, of course, categorically opposed to any aid

Draft Resolution on War

whatsoever being given by the United States to Ger-
many, on the ground that we most emphatically do not
want Germany aided.

On the other hand, we object to certain Administra-
tion measures to aid the Allies not because we don’t
want the Allies to be aided, but because we don’t want
the U.S.A. to be drawn into the war or into a highly
developed war economy, which these measures would
tend to do. Here the criterion is our paramount duty of
keeping America out of war. Every measure to aid
the Allies must therefore be examined and tested from
this viewpoint.

IV.  America Can and Must Keep Out
Of the War in Europe (or Asia)

1. America CAN keep out of a foreign war:

(a) economically: The United States finds itself in
a situation almost without parallel in the entire world.
For, geographically and economically, it has virtual-
ly achieved that continental integration for which Eu-
rope has been striving so painfully and so vainly for
over a century. Continuous sound functioning of our
economic machinery on an expanding scale is quite
possible on the basis of our domestic resources, as yet
widely untapped, if only our economy is operated on
the principle of welfare rather than that of private
profit. Not any inescapable needs of our economy con-
sidered as a technological system, but the special inter-
ests of powerful exploiting groups in this country are
the driving force behind our far-flung financial and
commercial entanglements and our imperialistic ven-
tures in all parts of the world. If the interests of the
masses of the people constitute the decisive considera-
tion, then it is for us to look to the “open door” at
home, in this hemisphere, rather than in Europe or the
Far East.

(b) militarily: In a military-political sense, too, the
United States is so situated that it can keep measur-
ably free of foreign entanglements, if only it is de-
termined to do so. On the basis of a defense program
directed strictly towards protection against foreign
invasion or attack, the United States, according to al-
most all responsible military opinion, is virtually im-
pregnable. This immense advantage would naturally
be lost should this country be plunged into a foreign
war.

(¢) from the standpoint of resisting the challenge
of fascism: Of course, the dynamic, expansive force
of fascism would be greatly enhanced by a German
victory, and that would be strongly felt in this coun-
try as well, But it would still remain true, particu-
larly for the United States, that the danger of fas-
cism is immensely greater from within than from
without. It would still remain true that fascism could
come to power in this country only as a result of the
utter bankruptcy of our domestic institutions, economic,
social and political, and not primarily as a result of
foreign propaganda or ideological prestige. Our first
and foremost line of defense against fascism remains
what it has always been—the fight against unemploy-
ment, poverty, demoralization, despair. If we can so
reorganize our economic and social system as to pro-
vide jobs for those who are able and willing to work,
opportunity and a future for the youth, and a measure
of security, welfare and freedom for all, we will have
no reason whatever to fear the advent of fascism in
this country no matter what happens in Europe. If we
cannot remodel our social order along such lines as to
make democracy work and open a way out of the
hopeless blind-alley of crisis and decay in which we
find ourselves today, we will be faced with disaster
and totalitarianism in any case. For us in America, the
great issue will be decided here in this country, on this
continent, and not in Europe or Asia. From this angle,
too, we can stay at home if we are determined to do so.

2. America MUST keep out of the war: Involvement
in a foreign war, in Europe or in Asia, would be the
worst possible calamity that could befall the people
of this country today, and the labor movement above
all. It would bring along with it a rigid system of uni-
versal regimentation and military dictatorship—al-
ready outlined in the M-Day plans and only waiting for
the declaration of war to be put into complete effect—
a system that would automatically deprive the masses
of the people of their democratic rights and civil lib-
erties, and labor of all its hard-won gains of recent
years. Wages, hours, the Wagner Act, protective laws
for women and children, even collective agreements
would be put at the absolute mercy of military agen-
cies, to be swept away at their arbitrary will. Involve-
ment in foreign war would mean not only a vast out-
pouring of blood and treasure, but a wave of ruthless
reaction and authoritarianism, accompanied by wild
jingoistic hysteria and war frenzy, that would drive
the country back many decades. It would bring wide dis-
tress and impoverishment, permanent reduction of liv-
ing standards and further dislocation of our economie
system. It would root out the most promising elements
of American life, those elements of freedom, welfare
and democracy that we cherish as the point of depar-
ture towards a better America. It would be a sum-total
of disaster for the American people.

Nor would America’s participation in the war ad-
vance the more abiding interests of the peoples of
war-stricken Europe. For it would mean that the last
potential force for sanity and reconstruction in the
post-war period would be destroyed, and all would go
down to ruin and barbarism together. If America man-
ages to keep out of the bloodbath in Europe, it may
still be able to play a powerful part in saving the world
from utter ruin after the war. That would be a gen-
uine service to mankind.

(Concluded in the next issue)

Farmer-Labor Political Group Seen

John L. Lewis was a pathetic fig-
ure at both conventions. He bet on
the Wrongest Horse in Philadel-
phia (a definite deal had been made

(Continued from Page 3)

opposition to war and the war sys-
tem, they both are out of the same
mould and are about as likely as Wil-
son to keep us out of war, if and
when the occasion to enter arrives.
Only the American working people,
with their hourly vigilance, can suc-
ceed in averting our entrance into
the war while keeping the govern-
ment from not succumbing to the
deadly peril of “appeasing” Hitler.

The Negroes were much more in
evidence socially (in the white hotel
lobbies, ete.) in Philadelphia than
in Chicago. The Republican party
is still the party of the Negro to
this extent. Nevertheless, I predict
they will vote, almost as a block,
for the New Deal. It is a matter
of fine words and patronizing per-
sonal gestures being no match for
substantial national gains for the

race. The Democrats offer more

than the Republicans and every
southern Democrat who pledges
himself to Willkie will underscore
these contributions made by the
New Deal. Much more needs to be

done but the Republicans will not

do it.

The columnists and newspaper-
men, in general, were shocked at
Chicago by the understanding of
power-politics displayed among the
social-workerish Harry Hopkins-
Leon Henderson-Tommy Corcoran
crowd. They were disillusioned and
bitter about it. One wonders if, un-
der its hard-boiled exterior, our
working press does not thereby be-
tray an innate sentimentalism, It
is shocking to see “liberals” playing
the game of politics like a Boies Pen-
rose tho for different objectives. It
is at least a new phenomenon in

American life.

with Hoover, according to Pat Hur-
ley). In Chicago, Murray, Kennedy,
Lauck and Thomas ran the show for
the C.I.O. and few people paid any
attention to Lewis. Even Pressman
followed Murray around like an
obedient little dog.

Dubinsky’s entrance into the A.
F. of L. already has had its effect.
Green’s attitude toward the N.L.
R.B. in his testimony before the
resolutions committee at Chicago

‘was as different from his previous

attitude as Stalin’s toward Hitler
since the Berlin-Moscow pact.

The organized women tell me thad
Willkie will lose many votes be-
cause Doris Stevens of the National
Women’s Party got Alf Landon in
Philadelphia to write into the Re-
publican platform the stupid upper-
class women’s “equal-rights” plank.

OBSERVER

15 Billion for

Saturday, Augusf_l_o. 1940.

Arms—

To Defend What...?

Washington, D. C.

JUST to keep our record and arithmetic straight, appropriations for defense passed
by Congress this session already total $5,377,552,058. Authorizations total
about $9,500,000,000, making a grand total of approximately 15 billion dollars.

Here is the breakdown:
Regular Army Bill
Regular Navy Bill
Supplemental Defense
Urgent deficiency
Emergency deficiency
Strategic materials

Total

Authorization for a Two-Ocean Navy Bill

Army-Navy Emergency

Grand Total

$1,823,254,624
1,492 542,750
1,768,913,908
28,000,000
252,340,776
12,500,000

$5,377,552,058
4,600,000,000
4,848,000,000

$14,825,552,058

While 15 billion dollars has been authorized and appropriated for America's national
defense, the American people have not yet been given an answer to two vital
questions: What is our foreign policy? What are we to defend?

Were Social Reforms
To Blame in France?

Hanighen Challenges Reactionary Falsehood

(Continued from Page 1)

slavia in 19383, and that the same
firm delivered plans of its last mo-
tor-cannon model to an official of the
Japanese government in
1939.4 Al this hardly constituted
cooperation with the great national
effort to rearm.

Another obstacle was the failure
of the Chamber to appropriate
enough nmoney in time to build and
equip the plants. Also, equipping,
building and putting the plants into
operation requires skill and apti-
tude. France, being a country of
small workshops and factories, did
not adapt itself easily to mass pro-
duction.

LABOR IN
THE CRISIS

Labor problems are part of this
picture of difficulties. France, in
the midst of her rearmament, had
only about 49,000 workers in the
aviation industry, as compared with
Germany’s 200,000. This—not the so-
cial reforms of the Popular Front—
was the big labor obstacle to pro-
duction. There is no evidence that
the 40-hour week retarded produc-
tion. Conceivably, it might have re-
tarded production at a much later
date. But when the 40-hour week
was raised to 45 in October 1938,
there was ample evidence that not
enough equipment or material was
available to justify that much
time.5

Strikes, of course, do temporar-
ily retard industrial production, and
the Popular Front was ushered in
with a wave of strikes. But the time
of the strikes and the industries they
affected are important in reaching
a judgment. To claim that the
French army met its Waterloo in
1940 because of strikes which oc-
curred four years before in 1936 is a
thesis difficult to maintain. The big
wave of strikes, the only wave that
really halted French industry, oc-
curred in June 1936. In the defense
industries, they did not last more
than a few weeks.

After the June strike wave, there
were individual strikes in later
years. But none of them were called
in the armament industries. The
important strikes in this period were
as follows: the food strike, October
1936; the one-day bus strike in
Paris, December 1937; the Goodrich
tire company strike, Winter of 1937-
38; the one-week strike in the Cit-
roen plants in Paris in the Spring
of 1938; the dockers strike in Mar-
seilles, August-September 1938; the
building strike at Lyon, September
1938; and finally the abortive one-
day general strike of November 390,
1938, which failed to get a response
from the werkers. This list does re-
veal considerable labor unrest. It
does not indicate that French indus-
try in general was “frustrated” for
any important time or that the de-
fense industries were retarded in
their work.

EFFECTS OF THE
POPULAR FRONT

But, it may be argued, rearma-
ment was only part of the whole
French economy, and this economy
suffered so much under the Popu-
lar Front that the crack-up of 1940
was inevitable. This line of argu-
ment is based on further miscon-
ceptions about the Popular Front.
To begin with, the Popular Front
was in power only a little more than
a year. Later governments, save the
short-lived Blum cabinet in the
Spring of 1938, did not represent the
original Popular Front and did noth-
ing to further its “New Deal” pro-
gram. Whether the Popular Front
could have avoided the debacle if it
had remained in power long enough
to achieve its end is largely an aca-
demic question,

In any case, the French “New
Deal” failed for two reasons: (1)
Blum did not proceed with the meas-
ures necessary to carry it thru; (2)
French and international finance
sabotaged it. Nine months after
Blum took office, gold was flow-

4. Replique, May 20, 1939; Juvenal,
May 27, 1939,
5. Le Peuple, October 19, 1938.
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ing out of the country and a finan-
cial panic  loomed. Blum had two
courses: (1) either bring the private
banks under: government supervi-
sion, institute currency control and
operate’ a regimented financial sys-
tem; or (2) reverse his inflation-
ary spending program, allow the fi-
nanciers their usual freedom and
make an attempt to balance the bud-
get. He chose the latter largely be-
cause of warnings from the British.
Within four months, the flnanciers
again worked up a financial crisis
and his government fell. From then
on, with but short interruptions, de-
flationary and orthodox financial
and economic policies reigned.

The “New Deal” was sabotaged
on the eve of success. The fact is
that up to the time Blum compro-
mised with finance, French busi-
ness and production had improved
under his regime. Alexander Wert!:,
Paris correspondent of the Man-
chester Guardian, in his book
“Which Way France?”, described
the situation at the end of 1936: “On
the whole, Paris and France were
not, internally, nearly as pessimist-
ic as they had.been during the four
previous years. Business was pick-
ing up, in spite of the ‘sabotage’ on
the part of certain employers.”

QUESTION OF
MORALE

Not all American writers havo
failed to see this picture. C. F.
Hughes, business-news columnist of
the New York Times, wrote on June
30: “It appears that opposition to
social reforms may have actually
been at the bottom of her (France's)
difficulties.” Jay Franklin, on July
4, gave his interpretation: “The
process [of French collapse] began
with the ousting of the reformist
government of Leon Blum . .. The
French set up a businesslike defense
government under Daladier, and let
the conservatives bully labor and
estrange the French masses into a
mood of sullen fatalism. As a result,
the French people entered the war
with a conviction that they were
licked.”

This writer can agree in general
with Mr. Franklin, save with the
statement that ‘“the French people
entered the war with a conviction
that they were licked.” The French
people were not convinced they were
licked. They certainly went to war
with no enthusiasm. The great hope
characteristic of the early days of
the Popular Front had long since
evaporated. The prevailing mood of
the' people was on~ of disillusioned
apathy. This was not the moraie
which could produce victory—air-
planeg or no airplanes. The sabotag-
ing of the Popular Front meant the
sabotaging of che morale of peo-
ple who had to fight a war.

If the eritics of the French Popu-
lar Front were iogical, they would
tave to contenl that Great Britain,
because she eschewed a “New Deal”
and was run by conservatives, was
better prepared to meet the enemy
than France. Britain clearly was,
if anything, less well prepared. The
lesson of the French Popular Front
secems to be that the United States
is Loa(?ed for disaster if its program
1¥ to involve annihilation of social
gams. Only if tke progr.m preserves
and extends thcse gains will it en-
gender the hope and enthusiasm—
the morale- -without which any de-
funse organ.sn is inert.

1939
Bound Volumes of the
WORKERS AGE

now ready for sale

Hard Paper Covers
Cloth Covers

Add 25 cents postage for
mail orders

(Limited Supply)

®
WORKERS AGE
BOOKSHOP

131 W. 33rd St., N. Y. C.




	v9n30-p1-aug-10-1940-WA
	v9n30-p2-aug-10-1940-WA
	v9n30-p3-aug-10-1940-WA
	v9n30-p4-aug-10-1940-WA

