In this issue of LABOR ACTION, David Coolidge, na-
tional labor secréhry of the Workers Party, presents the
position of the party on the national elections. LABOR Ac-
TION also presents, at the bottom of page 1, the issues in
the election, the stand of the two capitalist parties on them,

- and a working class program for a Labor Party.

UAW Members
Can Defeat the
No-Strike Pledge

By MARTIN HARVEY

The union movement in the United States took
a gigantic step forward at the recent conven-
_tion of the United Auto Workers, CIO. When the
auto workers voted to submit the question of the
no-strike pledge to a referendum vote of the
membership, they made it possible for the rank and file for the
first time to state their position on the pledge which was given
by Philip Murray and William Green and the top CIO and AFL
officials. _ by~
Murray and Hillman, Thomas and Dalrymple and the rest of
of the CIO leadership did not see fit to consult their member-
ships when the pledge was given and have been busy ever since
trying o make the pledge stick. But the rank and file revolt has
been mounting steadily. At the union conventions of the last few
months that revolt reached the highest peak it has attained thus
far.

At the Rubber Workers' con-
vention, at the Shipbuilders'
convention, at the Steel Work-
ers' convention, strong minori-

ties pressed for scrapping the
no-strike pledge. At the UAW con-
vention in Grand Rapids, a huge mi-
nority voted to rescind the no-strike
pledge and the motion for a refer-
endum was passed by an overwhelm-
ing majority. The issue of the no-
strike pledge has clearly become the
crucial issue in the labor movement
—and there is excellent reason for
for this.

URW Presidenf
Fines Workers
Over Walkout

DETROIT — Sherman H. Dalrymple,
who failed to see the handwriting
on the wall when a third of his own
union revolted against him at the re-
cent Rubber Workers’ convention, is
blindly and blithely continuing his
role of strike-breaker against his
NO-STRIKE PLEDGE 1S CENTRAL OWn members.

Most of the decisive problems that
labor faces in these years of war
lead directly to the question of the

His most recent autocratic job was
to levy fines totaling $6,000 on five
hundred striking workers at the U.

pledge. Are wages kept low while
prices and profits rise? What can
unions do when they are bound by
the no-strike pledge? Has it become
impossible to settle run-of-the-mill
grievances in the shops? How can you
make. the. hosses listen when you
have a no-strike pledge? Does it take
the ‘War Labor -Board as much as a
year or more to pass on a contract?
How can you return to collective
bargaining when you have given up
the right to strike? Questions of poli-
tics, of the presidential election cam-
paign, of organizing the unorganized,
all lead in one form or another to the
question of the no-strike pledge.

(Continued on page 2)

8. Rubber Co. in Detroit. Each mem-
ber was fined $12 for “violating the
union constitution and the no-strike

.pledge.” Remember Dal's statement

at the convention to the effect that
he opposed the Smith-Connally bill
because it didn’'t go far enough and
fhat he, would: go ‘much: further to
prevent strikes? Well, he’s a man’ of
his word, anyway. No wonder the
Beacon Journal, his home town pa-
per and voice of the rubber barons,
praises his “labor statesmanship.” In
the war of the corporations against
the standards of the rubber workers,
the former are armed to the teeth.
Dalrymple disarms the rubber: work-

(Continued on page 2)
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Rejects No- Strike Pledge

By MIKE STEVENS

At the fifth annual convention of
the Canadian Congress of Labor,
held last week in Quebec, the dele-
gates refused to adopt a no-strike
pledge. :

The CCL added 50,000 new mem-
bers during the past year, which in-
creases its total membership to 250,-
000, thus giving it equal numerical
strength with the AFL Canadian
Trades and Labor Congress.

The Canadian Congress of Labor
is composed of the Canadian locals
of the CIO international unions, to-
gether with a number of purely
Canadian national unions, and the
Canadian district of the United Mine
Workers of America. .

A long debate developed at this
convention around a resolution that
endorsed the twenty-nine-point pro-
gram of the CCL’s Pelitical Action
Committee. The program outlines
certain post-war policies on domes-
tic and international maitters, but
the debate did not center around
these policies but on the issue of the
relationship of the CCL to the Cana-
dian Commonwealth Federation
(Canada’s Labor Party). Last year’s
convention endorsed the' CCF as the
political arm of the CCL. '

The Communists in Canada have '

organized their own party, the La-
bor Progressive Party, in opposition
to the CCF, and at this year's con-

-wentien-they wanted fo remove. the

CCL endorsement of the CCF. In
this fight the Communists were
joined by -some delegates who have
objected to the organizational set-up
of the CCF, which permits the

.

unions only a very small role in de-

ciding the policies of that party. Un-
der this pressure the resolution was
changed to suit®the objections. But
the Stalinists still did not vote for

it, showing that they even objected
to the few social reforms, that are
suggested in the program. Despite
the deletions from this. resolution,
the CCF is still the official political
arm of the CCL as in the past.

The Stalinist fight against the
CCF was made in the same speeches
where they demanded a straight out-
and-out no-strike pledge. They were
against the CCF bectause it supports
strikes and the wanted 'the CCL to
oppose strikes under any condition.

Avery Formula Still
Used by Ward's

BALTIMORE (WDL) — Monigomery
Ward's attempt to fight the United
Retail, Whilesale and Department
Store Employees, CIO, by lawsuits
against its affiliated unions has
reacHed out from Chicago to Balti-
more. The company has instituted a
$50,000 libel suit against a Baltimore
local of the URWDSE for printing
stories in the union’s ;paper, Spot-
light, which complained of the food
served in the - company restaurant
there. Y

Nat Klein, president of .the local,
stated: '

“The question involved is whether
the union has the right to bring to
the attention of the company mat-

“ters that ‘need correction. It is part

of a campaign to'hamsti?ng the union
in its effort to organize the workers,
by attempting to deplete the union's
treasury through: costly court ac-

. fions.”

Montgomery Ward is apparently
still” following the infamous Avery
formula of attacking unions by a long
series of costly actigns in the courts.

The convention refused tfo be
stampeded by the flag-waving and

adopted a resolution calling upon

' ‘the employers and the government

to pursile a fair and reasonable in-
ﬂustl:isl pol_lcy”-so that there would

“not be any cause for calling strikes.

This was too much for the Stalinists.
Clarence Jackson of the United Elec-
trical, Radio & Machine Workers

(yves, in Canada, too) said he wanted
the workers and the workers’ or-

| ganizations fo pledge that under no

condition would they strike.

He was answered by a host of
workers who know what will hap-
pen to the labor movement in Can-
ada if they adopt this sell-out prop-

osition. Tom Brannigan of the UAW .

said that labor had a fundamental
right to strike if necessary. “I have
three boys overseas—I had three,
one is missing,” he said. “I'd be
ashamed to meet them when they
come back, if I took away that
right.”

C. H. Millard, Canadian director of
the United Steel Workers of Amer-
ica, said: “The conditions we meet
will determine whether there are
strikes or not.” Alex Macuslane from
Vancouver said that there will be,
as in the past, every effort to pre-
vent strikes, “but every union has
the right to make the final decision
on the course it-should ‘follow.”

This was the sentiment of the
convention. The discussion to retain
the right to strike was brought to an

appropriate close by refusing the no-

strike pledge and by endorsing the
recent. two-week strike of the Mont-
real Tramway Workers,

The action of the CCL ought to be
a lesson to the CIO and AFL!-

By DAVID COOLIDGE

In his speech to the Foreign Policy Associa-
tion last Saturday evening, President Roosevelt
promised that the German people would not be
enslaved by the conquering, victorious Anglo
American allies. The reason given by Mr. Roose-

District 30 Steel
Convention
Ho Hum!

By R. HARRIS

LOIUSVILLE—The District 30 United
Steel Workers of America, CIO, con-
vention was held here October 14 and
15. Unlike most conventions reported
in LABOR ACTION recently, there
were no rank and file caucuses, nei-.
ther were there any bitter floor fights
over what sort of political action to
take. The leadership was not threat-
ened in any way by powerful rank
and file groups. In plain and simple
words, the convention was very dull.
Hardly anything happened there
which would make the most fidgety
boss raise an eyebrow.

The first:person of major impor-
tance to be heard by the convention
(about 150 delegates) was the Demo-

cratic mayor of Louisville, Wilson °

Wyatt. His Honor started off with a
bang: he told a gag. After hearing the
gag, the delegates laughed obediently.
The mayor also said some other
things—but there’'s a paper shortage.
After the mayor had finished, the
temporary chairman congratulated
him on his “inspiring talk.”

LONG SPEECHES

The delegates yawned and the per-
manent chairman was introduced. He
proved to be none other than the dis-
trict director, James Robb. He said
that the Little Steel formula must be
broken., He also suggested the way
the break it. The delegates were to

(Continued on page 2)’

velt for not establishing sla-
very in Germany was: "the
United Nations do not believe
in slavery."” Now, since it is
clear that in using the word
"slavery," the President was

not talking about actual chat-
tel slavery but a form of military
rule. that would deny democratic
right and national independence to
the German people, it is important
that the working class examine this
statement of the President.

He said further that the German
people- would be given the oppor-
tunity, by their conquerors, to climb
the steep ascent back into the fam-
ily of democratic nations. Their re-
habilitation - would be assisted by
taking one burden off their backs:
the German people, according .to Mr.
Roosevelt, will not have to bear
arms while they make the ascent.
Not only will this assistance be given °
the Germans immediately following
the end of the war, but the attempt
will be made to see to it that they
never have to bear arms again.

This is something for labor in the
United States to think about: If the
Germans are kept from having arms
someone will have to be armed to
enforce this prohibition. Who  ecan
this someone be except workers in
the TUnited States and England,
their sons and their grandsons. he -
United States is to remain a military'

camp. Millions of workers-are to be .

retained for years in' a peérmanent
standing ‘army. Universal conserip-
tion will prevail and every boy as
he reaches a certain age will be com-
pelled to take his turn at the job of
keeping arms out of the hands of
the German and Japanese people.
Mr. Roosevelt did not discuss just

(Continued on page 2)
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Low-Down on “Differences” Between GOP and Dembcrals 1

i L

By Mary Bell

i ' the Republican and
For labor, there is no difference between th
Democratic Parties! If you are an ornery Doubting ThOﬂ"lBS, !et us
demonstrate this from the record, platform and campaign issues
of the two candidates and parties:

t T8: They take credit for rescueing the country gron:
;Ent?u(igﬁs Sef whgt they like to call the “Hoover Depression.
REPUBLICANS: They take credit for the fabulous era of “Hoover
Prosperity.” iy - il i

ive Hoover credit or blame for either the perio o pros-
perrﬂ; g.;: ethat of unemployment is to be as qung as to 1dent:§);
him with the vacuum sweeper. All that such logic _om:t?_ from

. d analysis is the system of capitalism itself. The
capitalists could mno longer make a ptjoﬁt, they
turned the workers out of the stuffy plants to
more healthful outdoors occupations such as ap-
ple-peddling or leaf-raking. While Ho_over coined
the immortal phrase, “Prosperity is just arour}d
the corner,” this “much-misunderstood” man did
not cause either prosperity or depression. "

Nor did Roosevelt rescue us. The cap:ta?ast
ship of state was leaking in- the de?res:_f,lon
== _nd was menaced by the rising tide of breadlines
and unemployed. All FDR did whs to help bail. If saving capitalism
meant talking radical about “throwing the money-changers ou'f
of the temple” and throwing the workers a few crulrnbs-—well, no
sacrifice was too great to save the system. And }Jemg' a wealthy
man himself, Roosgvelt was a good man for the job since he un-
derstood the problems of America’s Sixty Families.

& terprise,” pr¥o-
DEMOCRATS: They are pledged to uphold free en ‘
mote the success of small business, foster the‘ well-being of the
small, independent farmer, encourage “risk capital” after th_e war.

FEPUBLICANS: They stand pledged to uphold “free el:zterpr’ise,"
promote the success of small business, foster the we.ll-bsmg of the
small, independent farmer, encourage “venture capital.

Wrokers and financiers who consult LABOR
on made in the two platforms between “risk
onstitute a rgal difference

To set at ease the
ACTION, the distincti
capital” and “venture capital” does not ¢
between the two parties. :

An item of interest to this class of readers as well as to thrifty
soldiers is the war property being offered for sale by the war sur-
pli:s bureau of the government. There is a large suppl_y ‘of only
slightly used war factories in the ten to one hundred million dc_ul-
lar brackets. Also, for the smaller business men there_: are avail-
able a number in the five hundred thousand tc_) one million dollar
bracket—practically a song. Even the small, md‘epend.ent farmer
might grab off a few of these. There is no corm?vmg with the mo-
nopolies in getting rid of .this property. Everything is to be _oﬁere@
at public sale, so that everyone will have a d:‘.rack, at it. While this
j¢ being done under Roosevelt, the Republicans are equally de-
termined to get rid of monopoly by the same drastic means.
DEMOCRATS: They claim credit for’ the National Labor Rela-
tions Act, the Wage and Hour Act, and the Social Security Act.

REPUBLICANS: They go for these acts, too, and promise to con-
tinue them. Nay, they promise to do even better.

Tie score.

 who have ever been the guardia

DEMOCRATS: Their supporters claim Dewey has the American
pro-fascist elements on his bandwagon.

REPUBLICANS: Their supporters claim that Roosevelt is support-
ed by the Communists; enemies of labor and servants of the Rus-
sian bureaucracy. :

They're both right.

DEMOCRATS: Their platform, adopted by them in convention as-
sembled, says nary a word about guaranteeing full employment

after the war.
-

na Carta,” as a matter of record, came after the iremendous organ-
izing campaigns of the trade unions, the strike struggles, the pick-
etings, the battling of unionists against strike-breakers’ clubs and
coppers’ tear gas. These contributed a mite to the formation of the
giant union movement of today. We hope you do not think us
quibbling that we place this molehill beside the moutain  of
the “New Deal Magna Carta.” The Republicans contribute a point
about “free labor,” and they mean to “free” it of the nasty union

.+ restrictions which a man like, say, Westbrook 'Pegle_r_' has pointed

out, and which keep it tied down.

1. Abolish wage-freezing and job-freezing.

Rescind the no-strike pledge. Repeal the Smith-Connally

anti-strike law.

3. A higher, not a lower, standard of living.

4. No tax on wages. No sales tax on consumer goods. Abolish
all taxes on annual incomes of $5,000 or less.

5. For labor control of rationing and price-fixing.

6. A one hundred per cent fax on all war profits.

7. A $25,000 ceiling on all individual incomes.

A year-around job and a gqarmteed annual wage.

A two hundred and fifty billion dollar five-year program for

housing, public works, etc. ‘

For unrestricted democratic rights of servicemen; doubling

present dependency allotments, with no deductions from

servicemen’s' pay.
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Our Program for A Labor Party
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+11. Two years' base pay grant to all veterans, with govern-
ment-financed job training and education.

12. Against all forms of race discrimination, Jim Crow, anti-
Semitism, etc., in civilian life and the armed services.

13. Adequate government aid to small farmers. Abolish tenancy
and share-cropping by turning the land over to those who
till it.

14. For a break with bankrupti capitalist political parties and
complete independence of labor from them. For a workers’
governmeni to organize the country for freedom, security,
peace and plenty for all!

15. For an end to war and fascism by a democratic people’s
peace, without annexations, indemnities, tribute or the dis-
memberment and oppression of sovereign nations and peo-
ples.

REPUBLICANS: Their platform, also adopted in convention as-
sembled, and much longer than that of the Democrats, has not a
single syllable on guaranteeing jobs after the war. )

Now, it may be assumed that since the bright, haleyon days '()f
WPA, the Democrats have learned a thing or two about the evils

ampering the people of this country. And the Rgpublicans.
O e ave ns of “individual initiative” could

not be expected to rob the worker ¢itizens of this birthrigh_t. It

does something to a man’s morale to be handed a job on a silver

platter. (We're not saying what, for the moment.)

DEMOCRATS: They picture Dewey as a babe in swaddling clothes,

not old enough to run the country.

REPUBLICANS: They picture Roosevelt as a man with one foot

in the grave, and therefore too decrepit to continue in office.
These -about cancel each other out.

DEMOCRATS: Their platform says they issued a “new _Magna

Carta for labor” and they take credit for giving labor the right to

organize. : | . :

REPUBLICANS: They call themselves “the historical champion of

- free labor.” )
The statement of the Democrats is not literally true. Tl;e “Mag-

DEMOCRATS: They authored the Smith-Connally bill, which was
vetoed by, Roosevelt only because he thought it didn't “go far
enough” toward preventing strikes.

REPUBLICANS: They helped pass the Smith-Connally bill and
are against strikes.

Tie score.

DEMOCRATS: They are for the wage-'irceze, and their candidate,
Roosevelt, has stood pat on maintaining the Little Steel formula.
REPUBLICANS: They say they are opposed to the “freezing of
wages at arbitrary levels.”

. While it might seem offhand that the Republicans have the edge
over the Democrats here, that gain is offset by something else. The
Republicans would allow prices to rise also. Roosevelt, however,
claims to keep prices frozen. Some radicals, the AFL and the CIO
complain that the cost’of living has risen by 45.3 'per cent. But
there are always cranks.

D_EMOCRATS: Many of them were inﬂ.uential in defeating the
Kilgore bill for unemployment compensation. FDR was totally
silent on this bill.

REPUBLICANS:‘They helped, with an overwhelming majority of
their representatives voting for the big business George bill

* thing, and Roosevelt undoubtedly realizes this.
- African colonies. And he preserves a judicious

- ing to go along. Furthermore,

For an analysis of their motivation on this issue, refer back to
the section on “pampering” labor and encouraging “individual ini-
tiative.” And remember, too, that Roosevelt signed the “inade-

quate” reconversion /bill.

DEMOCRATS: Their nrogram states they believe that “racial and -
religious minorities siLuld have equal rights with the rest of the
citizens to live, develop, vote, ete.” e

REP.UBLICANS: They are'for a Constitutional amendment to
abolish the poll tax, and for full democratic rights to Negroes.

It would be unfair to call Roosevelt’s party the “poll-tax party”
just because he has to appease a few lynch-law Democrats from
the South, or just because Southern Derhocrats run a large sec-
tion of the party and are a big power in all its deliberations. What
about the Republicans? There is a certain tradition that this party
SPEAKS radically on the Negro problem. But it has been in power
many years and did little enough about it. Their utterances are
vote-grabbing schemes, while Republicans in Congress vote with
the poll-taxers.

pEMOCRATS: They take responsibility for the foresight in arm-
ing the country, “quarantining the aggressors,” and prosecuting
the war for the Atlantic Charter and the Four Freedoms jointly

with the Allies. They condemn the Republicans for hindering the
war effort.

REPUBLICANS: They support the war for the Atlantic Charter
and the Four Freedoms and the United Nations. Some of them
point out that Roosevelt promised he would not

send our boys overseas. The point about “hinder-- *
ing the war- effort” and FDR’s promise cancel
out. While Churchill fights to defend British en-
slavement of India, however much FDR objects,
he holds his tongue. While presumably the war
is being fought to liberate people under a foreign
oppressor, you can have too much of a good

Roosevelt, with his flexible statesmanship, also
recognizes de Gaulle, who presides over France's
silence over Stalin’s rude grabs in Eastern Eu- /'-a"”
rope. But Dewey shows himself a good sport and says he is will- '
the criticism of hij #
does not stand up under the fact thaf he clings tostg: ut,?;ﬁélness
true methods of FDR rather than venture something newe Mg
DEMOCRATS: They do not promise to end war, '
REPUBLICANS: Neither do they. :

Having learned their lesson in the
ther party is so foolish as to envisage a
both recognize that more wars are comi
favor of a United Nations police force
future “aggressors.” They both believe i
ism and are firm defenders of the profi
capitalists to exploit labor.

No, thanks. For us there’s no choice bet
and the Demopublicans. In politics, we do
the “lesser evil” over a greater evil, whe
But these two parties are both mon'st.rou
people. We choose instead something goo
women: A LABOR PARTY!

|

war to end all wars,” nei-
future without war, They
ng, since they are both in
to take action against the
n capitalism an imperiald-
t system and the rights of

ween the Republocrats
n't believe in choosin

n such a choice exists,
s evils for the working
d for working men and
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NEWS AND VIEWS FROM THE LABOR FRONT

Communist Victory in Local No. 9 Blow at Union

SAN PEDRO—At a special meeting
of Local 9, Industrial Union of Ma-
rine Shipbuilding Workers of Amer-
[_iea, CIO, the Communist Party mem-
bers and their sympathizers: voted to
dissolve the Administrative Board,
which was elected only four months
ago, and elected their “own” Admin-
istrative Board.

This new crude and violent con-
summation of the communists’ bid for
power in Local 9 followed rapidly on
the heels of the communist victory at
the national convention of the union
on major questions of policy and in
the election of the new General Ex-
ecutive Board.

The date for this meeting had been
set by the outgoing GEB, just prior
to the recent national convention. In
a communication to the local, the
GEB, through the international pres-
ident, John Green, informed it that
full autonomy had been restored to
the loeal. The same communication

sét Sunday, October 15, as the date -

for a special meeting of the local, at
Which- the membership could choose
one of two alternatives; either retain
the eight-man board as officers for
. another year, or set a date for elec-
tion of new officers.

/AOW THEY DID IT

But before this speecial meeting was
held, the nafional convention had
been: held and the new GEB, with
more communist strength on it than
the last, met and decided to make a
few changes in the “full autonomy”

What the

(Continued from page 1)

how this scheme will work, Suppose
the German -people should decide
that' they prefer to make the deci-
sion for themselves as to whether or
not they want munitions factories
and a large army. Suppose one of
the “allies” of today, say England or
Russia, should decide next year or
five ‘years from now that her inter-
ests no longer coincide with the de-
cision of today on disarming Ger-
many, What would Mr. Roosevelt or
Mr. Dewey and the Republican and
Democratic Parties have to offer
then?

They would do precisely what im-
perialists always do when their na-
tional and imperialist interests are
placed in peril, They would do ex-
. ~actly what-they did in 1918 and in
1941, They would take the ecountry
and the workirg ¢lass into the Third
Imperialist World  War.

This is what is being prepared to-
day. This is the only meaning that
can He given to Rodsevelt's speech
on reliéving the German people of
the burden of bearing arms. This
would be true whether the Presi-
dent at the time was Roosevelt or
Dewey, whether the party in power
was the Republican or Democratic
Party. And this in fact is what every
worker will be voting for on No-
vember 7 if he casts a ballot for
Roosevelt or Dewey, for the Repub-
lican Party or the Democratic Party.

WHAT LABOR FACES

The necessary domestic policy o
fit into the post-war plans of the
¢apitalist ruling class will reguire a
blow at the unions. For the capital-
ists-to get the full measure of profit
and plunder, wage reductions will
be necessary in the United States. If
you want to reduce wages it is nec-
essary first to weaken or wreck the
unions. -

Civil liberties and democratic
rights cannot be allowed to flourish
in a period when the ruling class is
out to ransack the whole world, to
maintain' a huge military establish-
mient, to increase profits, to place
fhe biggest part of the burdeén on
the working class and make them
foot the bill. The unions and the
working cldss will resent these en-
eroachmeénts by the capitalist ruling

decision. The GEB named one of its
new members, C. R.. Brown, as vir-
tual dictator over the local until new
elections are held.

- When the special meeting of the
local was held, C. R. Brown an-
nouriced his special powers from the
GEB. This news was completely un-
extected and only 150 out of 20,000
members of the local had turned out
for the meeting. Of these, 100 were
communists and sympathizers who
were out in full force, for they were
the only ones who knew what was
to happen. 2

With a solid bloc of only a hun-
dred votes the Communists voted the
eight-man Administrative Board out,
a board which was set up in an elec-
tion in which FIVE THOUSAND
members of Local 9 participated a
few months ago, with the same one
hundred votes set up their own ad-
ministrative board of seven, the ma-
jority of them followers of the Com-
munist line”
THE GREEN PROFOSAL

To trace the origin of the present
situation in the local, we must go
back to the letter of President John
Gieen, dated October 2, before the
election of the new GEB at the na-
tional convention. K

This letter stated quite specifically
that the Administrative Board, demo-
cratically elected by the membership,
not by one hundred votes at a Com-
munist-packed membership meeling,
bat by an election in which five thou-

sand members of Local 9 participated,
was to remain in office until new elec-
tions take place, according to the by-
laws of Local 9.

We quote from the Green letter:
“If it is decided that new officers
shall be elected, then the nomination
of such officers shall be conducted in
accordance with the provisions of the
by-laws, and until such- officers are
installed the present Administrative
Board and Executive Board constitut-
ed in accordance with the by-laws
shall establish the policies and con-
duct the business of Local 9, in ac-
cordance with paragraph 4 of this
letter.”

That is, it was even too raw a deal

" for John Green and the old GEB to
arbitrarily throw out the democrati-.

cally elected leadership, but with the
new GEB on which the Stalinists
have a sizable bloc, if not outright
control, it is a different story: de-
mocracy goes by the board, who the
hell cares for that. Pack a general
membership meeting and throw out
the leadership elected at the gates of
the yards in four days of balloting.
Sure, throw them out behind the
backs of the membership. Did the
eight-man board conduct a militant
and fighting policy on the 11.6 repair
differential by calling special mem-
bership meetings of 1500 and 5000 at
four o'clock in the afternoon at which
a strike vote was taken?
“Sure, throw them out. Did they
stand for the rescinding of the vicious
no-strike pledge which binds labor

Presidential Election

class. All the imperialists know this,
wlether they are led by Roosevelt
of .Dewey, the Reépublican Party or
thé Demceratic Party. )

The . working class cannot escape
this fate unless they are politically
organizéd. The road to political or-
ganization of the working class does
not lead to the ballot boxes of the
two capitalist parties, the parties of
Roosevelt and Dewey. The path to
political and orgdnizational inde-
pendence of the working class does
riot end in any capitalist party but
in a class party of labor: a mass par-
ty of all the toilers, from the mines,
mifls and factories, the ships, the
fields and the forests.

The Workers Party has long ad-
vocaled that labor form such a party,
a mass labor party based on the
trade unions. Of course, such a party
cannot be formed before November
7. But this is no reason to vote for
Roosevelt or Dewey, the Democratic
or the Républican Parties. Why vote
for our enemies just becdause we
have been too slow in getting our
own party started. Let's fight, organ-
ize and plann TODAY for our own
Labor Party. Let's agitate on No-

URW President

Fines Workers - - -
(Continued from page 1)

ers of their only weapon against ithe
boss—the right to strike.

While Dalrymple gave the orders,
the dirty work of collecting the' fines
is given over ta a fellow strike-
breaker, John Marmon, president of
Logal'! 101. Marmon supports that
band of political parasites, the Com-
munist Party of union-wreckers,
whose’ labor philosophy is that labor
should maintain the no-strike pledge
not merely for the duration of the
war, but for the duration of time,
providing it suits the interests of
Stalin.

Every such act by Dalrymple
dgainst the militant members of the
Rubber Workers Union who are try-
ing to protect their rights will set
them agaifist him i the ranks of the
sizable and, forceful opposition that
already exists.

vember 7 for a party of .our own.
Not a worker’s vote for Roosevelt!
Not a worker's vote for Dewey!

TWO “SOCIALIST” CANDIDATES

It is necessary. to comment briefly
on two other parties that will be on
the ballot on November 7. They are
the Socialist Party and the Socialist
TLabor Party. The former is the party
of Norman Thomas and he is the
party candidate for President. The
Socialist Party says that it is for
“democratic socialism,” “social own-
ership,” and many othe grand and
‘noble things that all decent human
beings want to see achieved. We have
to remark, however, that so far as
we know there is only one kind of
socialism and that is the socialism
of the founders of scientific social-
ism, Karl Marx and Friedrich En-
gels, Socialism is democracy for the
reason that in a socialist state the
government would represent the
majority and not, as in the case of
a Roosevelt or Dewey government,
the small minority of capitalists and
their hangers-on. If a party believes
in socialism and the struggle for
socialism there is no need to talk
about “democratic” socialism, be-
cause the heart of socialism is the
establishment of genuine democracy
and not the fake capitalist democ-
racy of the ruling class and its two
parties.

On the point of practical politics
for labor, it is necessary to say that
a vote for the Socialist Party is a
vote for a party that has no roots
‘among the masses, no influence in
the labor movement, no adequate
program for -the problems of labor
and which has given no clear indica-
tion on how it will achieve what
meager and shadowy aims it has an-
nounced. The Socialist Party is a
confused, semi - pacifist, impotent
sect that has not yet been able to
take a clear and unequivecal stand
against the imperialist war. It is for
and against the war; it is for and
against peace now.

The Socialist Labor Party is -also
on the ballot. It represents the ut-
most in futility, senility and sectar-
jan impotence. or years this dimin-
ishing seet had one simiple slogan
and one only: “capitalism must be
destroyed.” For decades they have

District 30 Steel Meet - -

(Cofitinued- from page 1)
send letters to the “Commander-in-
Chief” who wanted to hear from
them. He complained that the dele-

gates and the rank and file they rep- .

régented ' were not sufficiently mili-.
tant; they didn’t write enough letters.
The delegates yawned again. He said
tliat he didn’t know what Roosevelt
would do. He maintained that the

. union had a “sound and practical |

leadership’; meaning, of course, Phi_l-
ip*Murray. The’ b‘i‘ggest‘, jo'b_ahead',.m
His opinion, was to maintam_tl_-_ng- gains
made’ in the past. After giving out
with . these few gems, he inﬁroduced
nother speaker.

Em';he ne:l:t speaker proved to be J.
Germano, director of District 31. Hg
claimed that Murray has always been
four or five jumps ahead of the rank
rand file! )

There were other speakers, too.
Among them was Boyd Wilson, Negro
and personal representative of Mur-
ray. Wilson praised Russla, madg
vague allusions fo the “new world
affer the war and attacked racial
prejudice—not- too vigorously.

Toward the end there came three
resolutions, all three obviously drawn

up by the leadership. The first was a
“praise Murray” resolution which the
delegates “yeaed” unanimously. The
next was a resolution favoring the
re-election of Roosevelt and support-
ing the PAC. This too met with fee-
ble unanimity.

THE NO-STRIKE PLEDGE
The-third resolution was one in fa-
vor of retaining the no-strike pledge.
One delegate spoke against this res-
olution. He outlined briefly the fight
on' the no-strike pledge at the UAW
convention, pointing out “the out-
right trickery and less glaring par-
liamentary maneuvering of the lead-
ership” in their attempts to retain
the pledge. He explained that the
delegates at the UAW convention
who were in favor of rescinding the
pledge were probably -just as patri-
otic, had as many children in the
armed forces and thought just as
much, of them as the average Amer-
ican worker but that they saw this
terrible contradiction confronting
them: On the one hand they were
told that they were fighting a war for
democracy and all the freedoms. On
the other hand, they saw that their

i

employers were refusing to discuss
their grievances; their most militant
stewards were fired for union activ-
ity, frequenfly with the consent of
the top union officialdom.

In short, they saw their unions go-
ing to pot because of this enslaving
pledge. He urged those delegates who
still had some feeling for the mass of
the people to return to their locals
and rally .them against this tool in
the hands of the employers. His tdalk
was not applauded, but some of the
delegates who spoke on the issue in-
dicated that they were not foo much
against the idea. One of the delegates
asked Director Robb what the CIO
intended to do in the event Roose-
velt refused to do anything about the
Little Steel formula. Robb answered
that he did not know. He would have
to attend a board meeting and find
out!

The vote was then taken on the
pledge. One delegate. voted against
keeping it. The convention was over.
The delegates yawned again and pre-
pared to go home. They had their plan
of attack given to them by the lead-
ership. They were to write letters to
Roosevelt! )

hand and foot and forces-acceptance
of any bitter pill the employers may
choose to administer? :

Why, sure, throw them out.

SNEAKING THROUGH

This is the unpardonable sin of the
eight-man board: they had enough
courage in this period of labor re-
ireat to call huge membership meet-
ings a half hour before the end of a
shift (“Why, that's tr-r-r-reason,” the
Communist chorus howls) as a means
of pressuring for what is the just due
of the repair workers in Southern
California.

For the Communists, who are in
favor of extending the no-strike
pledge into peacetime, now and for-
ever, amen, the membership meetings
on the 11.6 and the resultant wide-
spread publicity and pressure, was a
“dangerous move."”

A leaflet distributed by the Stalin-
ists at this time stated: “It behooves
every union worker to avoid helping
this conspiracy by refusing to strike,
no matter what provocation or tem-
porary injustice seems to ‘justify’ it.”

Sure, say the Communists, let the
employers pour it on. We can tgke it
even if they cut the guts and heart
out of the labor movement.

The Stalinists, still ludicrously re-
taining their old name of Communists,
have in actuality become COMPANY
UNIONISTS. We would recommend
to the membership that henceforth
it call a spade a spade and know by
ils color, which is not red but black,

declared ultimatums in every issue
of their paper for the “unconditional
surrender of capitalism.” In the pro-
gram of this sect it is a waste of time
for workers to fight in their unions
for “immediate demands,” for “capi-
talism must be destroyed.” They
turn their backs to the labor move-'
ment, refuse to carry on a fight for
the day-to-day interests of the work-
ers. .

Evidently the SLP decided this
year that the way to secure“the un-
conditional surrender of capitalism
was to invoke the U. S. Constitution.'
They say in théir platform: “the’
Constitution of the WUnited States
provides for its own amendment.
The Constitution thereby recognizes
and legalizes revolution. The work-
ing class, the. majority, holds the
government in the hollow of its
hand. We propose accordingly, that
the revolutionary change be effected
by the peaceful and civilized means
of the ballot.”

and is busily engagéd in digging the
grave of militant and fighting trade
unionism; yes, Company Unionist
Party would be much more appro-
priate. k.

The “victory” delegation to the na-
tional convention, pledged to return
with the autonomy, has succeeded in
destroying the autonomy granted by
the outgoing GEB and has installed
its own dictator in Local 9 to lay the
plans for complete Stalinist’ seizure
of the local in the coming election.

THE RANKS CAN WIN

The democratically elected admin-
istrative board has- been dissolved—
WITH ONE HUNDRED VOTES!

This power caucus without pride or
principle must be broken!

It is not too’late. The rank and file
membership must intervene.

We will never get the 11.6 with the
Communist company unionists in con-
trol. '

We must not only attend imass
meetings on the 11.6 which directly
bears upon our pay envelopes, but
also ALL MEMBERSHIP MEETINGS
of our local, for what is decided and
who is elected at these méetings has
a profound effect on the 11.6 and oth-
er conditions in the yard, sueh as at-

tendance by the rank and file is the .

ONLY guarantee and bulwark agiainst
Communist company union domina-
tion of our local. Eléctions afe' com-
ing. It is not too late to organize and
prepare.

Labor - -

The Workers Party believes that
capitalism is a rotten, exploitive and
misery-creating social order. Capi-
falism is the perpetrator of impe-
rialist war, colonial slavery and op-

" pression of the working class, But

to rid the world of capitalismm and
imperialism requires the mass politi-
cal organization of the working class.
This can nhever be accomplished so
long as the overwhelming mass of
the workers support the Republican
and'Democratic Parties and vote for
‘{heir c¢andidates. That is why the
Workers Party proposes the mass in-
depéndent Labor Party to effect the
beginnings of political thinking and
class political organization of the
workers. That is why the Workers

Party enjoins labor fo stay away

~from. the polls on November 7 and

to use the time in agitation for la-
bor's own party.

We say again: Not a worker's vote
for Roosevelt or Dewey!

Avuto Wbrkers Face

(Continued from page 1)
During the debate on the no-strike
pledge and the referendum at the
UAW convention, the Thomas-Addes-
Reuther leadership succeeded in get-
ting the pledge reaffirmed only -with
the greatest difficulty. On the refer-

endum itself, most of the leaders lined *

up in opposition—belying their argu-
ment the rank and file supported the
pledge. These great democrats were
scared green at the thought of sub-
mitiing the no-strike pledge to a
democratic vote,

In Atlantic City, at the meeting of
the UAW Executive Board, following
the convention, it was decided to de-
lay any action on the referendum un-
til the November meeting of the

board. This despite the ninety-day
limit set by the convention in hold-
ing the referendum. Obviously the
boys are scared. They stall for time.
They will undoubtedly try to put
over a few phony deals before the
referendum takes place. Whether they
succeed in this will depend on the
progressive rank and file elements in
the union.

The big daily papers, government
officials, radio commentators and the
rest of the propaganda machine will
all intensify their anti-labor activi-
ties and attempt to bludgeon and ca-
jole the workers into backing the
pledge. )

To answer this campaign and to get
the truth to the workers, the rank
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"An Injury to One
Is an Injury to AH"

By RUTH PHILLIPS

COMPOSITION OF THE IWW

organization was established.

organization.
SYNDICALIST INFLUENCE

tions.

battles that lie ahead.

Out of the Past

The most dramatic pages in American labor history were written
by the Industrial Workers of the World. The IWW was formed in: J\ine,' i
1905 by left wing unionists disgusted with the craft set-up of the AFL.
The moving spirits in the organization of the IWW were “Big -Bill”
Haywood of the Western Federation/of Miners, Gene Debs of the So-
cialist Party and Daniel De Leon of the Socialist Trades and Labor
Alliance. There were also present at the founding convention dele-
gates from unions of railway men, miners and other trades, who had
set up rival uniohs to the craft unions in those fields.

The aim ofl the IWW was to organize on an industrial-basis the
millions of unskilled workers neglected by the AFL. It aimed to create
“One Big Union” of working mén under the slogan “An injury to one
is an injury to all.” It replaced the conservative motto of the AFL—
“A fair day's wage for a fair day's work"—with the revolutionary
watchword, “Abolition of the wage system.” Its aim was to orgdhize
on the économie front a revolutionary industrial unionism as the ‘Base
for the revolutionary political party of the workers. It declared “itself
in favor of working class political action, but pledged allegiance to no
political party. The IWW was to be formed “in such a way that all its
members in any one industry, or in all industries, if nécéssary, cease
work whenever a strike or a lockout is on-in any department therest.”

The unskilled and unorganized, the most exploited and sweated
workers of America, flocked by the tens of thousands into the TWW.
Lumber workers, miners, agriculiural workers in the West, 'textile,
shoe and clothing workers in the Easf, carried the red card of the
IWW. The domains of the great industrial overlords were invadeéd by
the “Wobblies.” They carried on. spectacular and successful strikes
which won them nation-wide fame and new members. In company
towns, where in the past no one dafed speak a word against the powers
that be, thie IWW staged bold free speech fights. As fast as the “Weob-
blies” were arrested and thrown into jail by the local sheriff, they
were replaced by hundreds more from neighboring towns, until the
jails were too full to hold them and the right to fiee speech and union

The IWW was not only the most militant organization on the Amer-
iean scene, it was the most slandered. Tory capitalists united with con-
servative socialists in vilifying the IWW. They were called the “I
Won't Works,” the “Bum Brigades,” murdereérs and thieves, The bosses
did more than slander them. IWW organizers were framed up, murs
dered and jailed. Still, the organization flourished, for it was the only
answer to the crying need of the most exploited workers for union

By 1912, the IWW was dominated by the syndicalists current in: the
organization. Under the influence of the syndiecalists. it- rejected politi~
cal action and preached the doctrine that the overthrow of eapitalism
would come through “organizing industrially and forming the struc~
ture of the new society within the shell of the old.” ;

The inflience of the syndicalists was reflected in the trade union
practices of the IWW. They won the right to free speech, but left Tio
permanent organization behind them te maintain that right. They re-
fused to enter into legal contractual agreements with the employers,
insisting on settling each grievance as it cdme up by a strike. Their
trade unions were loosely organized and often impermanent organiza-

During the anti-red hysteria of the World War and post-war 'period','
ITWW halls were raided, their printing presses destroyed, their leaders
arrested. Literally hundreds and hundreds of Wobblies were thrown
into jail. They showed the same fighting courage in the face of gove_r'ri'- "
ment persecution that they had shown on the picket line. But the. or-
ganization was unable to survive the blows of the war. In the '20s it
began to dwindle in influence and size. s

Today the IWW is a dead letter as an organization. Its fighting
spirit, which exemplifies the American worker, lives on, It is. .that
same spirit that was behind the great sit-down strikes 'of recent. mem- -
ory. It is the spirit that the American workers will display in the great

and file must organize its own coun-
ter-campaign. In the UAW, the sit-
uation is favorable because a national
Rank and File Caucus already exists.
It is this caucus which led the fight
for the referéndum at the c¢onven-
tion. But the Rank and File Caucus
and the delegates whe, supported it
must not feel that the job is dome.
The Caueus must plan and conduct
a national campaign in the UAW to
bring to the workers the truth about
the no-strike pledge. For this pur-
pose they must issue printed mate-
rial that can be distributed in the
shops and at plant gates.

A campaign of this kind, however,
cannot be carried on by a small com-
mittee. It must get support, active

No-kStrike Vote - -

support, in the ranks. In every local
union prégressive workers must join
together to plan and conduct a cam-
paign on a local scale and to help
the Rank and File Caucus.on.a na-
tional seale. In each union, progres-
sive groups of workers must issue
leaflets explaining the issues to the
membership. They must present reso-
lutions to their local union putting
the locals 6n record as being in fa-
vor of rescinding the no-strike’ pledge.

In future issues of LABOR AC:
TION we will discuss the variotls, are
guments presented in connection With
the no-strike pledge and the current

evelopments in the union. move-
ment in the campaign to scx:ab--'-:the
pledge.

“drive continues. Every week

load of subs.

‘housing project.

The steé.dy pace of -the subscription

has a banner week. This week it was
New York with 133. But we all await,
a bonanza strike by two or three cities
that will put us way ahead for the cam-
paign and bring us in over our guota.
And it’s those cities that have been
creeping along at a:snail’s pace which
we expect to come out with a nugget

Here is the story for the benefit of
other branches throughout the country,
of how Los Angeles got its subs. We
quote: “Enclosed are fifty-eight six-

~month subs and eighteen year subs—
all of them bona fide and paid for by the
subscribers—that we got at a Negro

“The method: The project had been
covered by one of our people several
months ago. To prepare the project for
the sub drive a thorough house to house
distribution was made for four weeks.

one ecity’

others in aircraft.

three hou#s.”

troit.

On the following Sunday six of us so-
licited subs with the above result.

“Since we started early, we met al-
most everybody at home—mostly the
wonien folk. I think I can safely say that -
the overwhelming majority of ' the
breadwinners work in the shipyards—

“There are 300 apartments in the
project and the soliciting took short of

Detroit with sixty-five' subs for the
past week claims to be plodding along.
We hope for more plodders like De-

Lash them with your wrath, i.e., more
and more subscriptions.

Labor Action Sub Drive Wings Tts Way
to Goal: 1650 New Subs Total So Far

THE SCOREBOARD

_ City % queta Week Total Pet.
New York City . ‘1,000 133 312 37
Akron s — 150 ___ 108 13-
Buffalo ... 150 55 77 51
Chicago ... 3000 __. 118 39
Cleveland 200 12 26 13
Detroit .. e T30 65 550 73
Los Angeles .. 200 11 84 42
Louisville __________ —~ 2 . 25 100
Philadelphia . 175 6 39 23
Reading ... —_ B i i
St. Louis ..._____ o B0 A YN
San Francisco ... 200 21/ 87 43
Seattle _._.__.________. 150 - 32 9
Streator _____.._ 50 __ 44 .88
Youngstown-Warren ____ 50 2 SRR |
National Office ... _ 650 12 64 95
TORAIR: i g 4,150 326 1650 .39

One discouraging item must be re-
corded. Sabotage and diversionist activ-
ity ‘at the home office. The mailers of
LABOR ACTION in New York are crying:
“Stop! Stop! No more subs’™ But we
adjure you in the name of the divinities
we hold sacred to show them no mercy.

Name

I want LABOR ACTION. Please send it to |’
::ne regularly. Enclosed find twenty:five: cents
in stamps or coin for a six-month subserip-
tion [, or fifty cents for a year's subscrip-
tion [J. (Check which.)

Address ..

Oy wodeemaecm g, _ Zone_. . -sta{e'_.*, o
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" By EDWARD WARNER

 LABOR ACTION

By WALTER WEISS

LABOR ACTION has already pre-
sented “pen portraits of some out-
standing “friends of labor” — Roose-

. velt, Truman, LaGuardia, Dewey and

afew others. However, we cannot let
the. campaign period go by without
commenting on one less famous
“friend,” 'Wayne L. Morse.

Whehever CIO’s Political Action
Committee wants to prove that it is
non-partisan, all it has to do is to
paint to its endorsement of Morse
for U. S. senator. from Oregon. Morse,
in .turn, has endorsed a self-styled
and John L. Lewis-approved “friend
of labor” named Thomas E. Dewey,
who would, acording to the PAC
leaders, destroy all of labor’s New
Deéal. gains. Yes sir, Morse is a Re-
publican. )

‘What is there about this man Morse
tha* has induced the leaders not only
of the CIO but also of the AFL and
thé Railway Brotherhoods to line up
behind a candidate who himself has
‘lined up behind Dewey? What made
Richard Frankensteen, a vice - presi-

" dent of ‘the United Automobile Work-

on the heels of a visit by labor lead-
ers to Roosevelt to demand a roll-
back of prices or a revision of the
Little Steel formula (yes, yes, it was
way back on July 23, 1943), the deci-
sion was extrémely significant. Said
friennd Morse:

“It is specious reasoning for labor
to demand wage increases...on the
ground that other sectors of our bat-
tle line against inflation are not being
held, at least to the satisfaction of la-

bor, (Mr. Morse and his celleagues,

you can see, were satisfied and, in

fact, still are—Ed.)

“ ..The War Labor Board wishes
to make clear that it. does not intend

to retreat...even though other divi- -

sions of the anti-inflationary army
may weaken.”

In simple, non-military English,
Morse was saying that, however much
prices went up, he was ‘determined to
hold wages down. Why? Just watch
him drag in God and the flag in the
passage that follows:

“The life of an American soldier is
dsaered thing. There is something al-
most sacrilegious about insisting on

L}

Catechism for WLB Members
One night as I lay in bed, tossing in fitful dreams, weary
and perplexed with the day’s toil—for be it known that I
“plead Labor’s cause before the War Labor Board—rack-
ifig my brain to find loopholes in the Little Steel formula
a-'ii_d' daily battling the Sphinx-like mystery of why the War
Labor Board behaves the way it does—I had a vision like
that of the ancient prophets revealing to me the puzzle of
the War Labor Board. It was this saying from the Bible:
“To him that hath shall be given, from him that hath not
‘shall be taken away, even that which he seemeth to have.”
Then sank I into a sound slumber, for now was the
path, that I should tread, clear.

ers, say of him to the Oregon CIO
convention last week, “You could not
‘have chosén a better man”?

Until He resigned early this year
to prepare his candidacy, Morse was
a public member of the War Labor
Board. At this late date we don’t
have to tell American worker§ what
kind of character a man has to have
to qualify as a public member of the
WLB. Morse, however, was “compli-
ance  officer” of the board. That

.meédns he had the job. of seeing to it

that rebellious unions obeyed the
edicts of the board. Hardly the posi-
tion, you would think, to gain popu-
larity among workers and to win the
reputation of being a “friend of la-
bor.”

WHAT HE DID ON THE WLB

" Perhaps Morse shirked his job and
was ‘an easy taskmaster? Not at all.
But let the man speak for himself.
On. July 23, 1943, he wrote a famous
décision -in the case of the Los An-
geles street railway workers. Coming

improving the economic conditions of
our civilians above a standard of liv-
ing of health and decency while at
the same time so many of our young
men...are dying.

“Labor ...has made its sacrifices,
but much greater sacrifices will prob-
ably have to be made....

“The board must perform the un-
pleasant task of telling American em-
ployees that it cannot honestly per-
mit any general wage increase which
does not conform with national wage
siabilization policies. Undoubtedly,
such a frank pronouncement will
subject the board.to severe criticism

"at present, but in the long run it is

confident that it will have the sin-
cere thanks of labor.”

ROLE IN MINERS’ STRIKE

It was in the case of the coal min-
ers that this “public” spokesman for
big business reached his greatest
Jeights, In October, 1943, the public
members turned down the agreement
which John L. Lewis had negotiated

with' the Illinois operators. The AFL
members of the board thereupon ac-
cused the public members of being
puppets of Roosevelt's: reactionary
“Assistant President,” James Byrnes.
Morse isued a fiery 1200-word reply,
which included the following passage:

“All economic pressure groups
within the country should recognize

“that they have no right to expect to

be paid for winning this war, but that
the country and. American posterity
have the right to expect them to

start paying for winning this war by -

much greater. financial sacrifices than
any group has made to date.”

As LABOR ACTION reported sev-
eral weeks ago, coal companies have
increased 'their profits as much as
1000 and even 1500 per cent over pre-
war levels, but Morse saw fit to lec-
ture the miners about financial sacri-
fices. :

Finally, the miners (not merely
John L. Lewis) convinced even Roose-
velt that they wouldn’t give up their
struggle without a contract and some
concessions. He therefore authorized
Ickes, on behalf of the government,
to reach an agreement with Lewis.
On November 4 the War Labor Board
reluctantly approved this contract.
The vote was eleven to one. The lone
dissenter was Wayne L. Morse. He
was firmer than the industry mem-
bers themselves in defending the in-
terests of the coal operators. (New
York Times, November 5, 1943.)

On November 9, David Lawrence,
one of the really topflight journalists
of big business, devoted his.entire
daily, column in the New York Sun
and similar conservative papers to a
Morse tribute.

“Every now and then,” he enthused,
“someone emerges in public life with
the courage of his convictions and re-
fuses to be stampeded into a surren-
der of principle. Such a man is Wayne
L. Morse..., who has written what
is bound to be an historic dissent
from the decision of the board on the
matter of yielding to the United
Mine Workers under duress.”

Here are a few highlights from the
Morse: decision:

“ ..The nation should have exer-

cised its sovereign powers (that is,
should have arrested union leaders
under the anti-strike law, cancelled
draft deferments, sent in the Army,
etc.—Ed.) to meet the challenge raised
by the economic action of the United
Mine Workers..., rather than capit-
ulate to that, challenge by .offering
them a contract which appears fto
have been dictated at the point of
the strike weapon....
"% . .Private property interests
throughqut the .ountry have the
right to be eoncerned and alarmed
over such a procedure (that is, the
government’s signing a contract with
the union—Ed.)

... The negotiating and submitting
of the contrdcet to the WLB and its
approval thereof in the light of all
the surrounding facts and circum-

‘stances place a great strain on the or-
‘dinary conception of government by

law.”
There speaks the voice of Dewey.

He too keeps talking of “govern-
ment by law.” You see what it really
means in an actual situation.

On January 27, 1944, Morse sent to
Roosevelt his letter of resignation, in
which he said:

“I am proud of my record of con-
sistent and persistent adherence to
the principle that the supremacy of
government by law must prevail in
the final determination of wartime
labor disputes.”

This was clearly a slap at Roose-
velt's own solution of the coal case.
Roosevelt’s preferred recipe, when
faced by a serious labor problem, is
to mix appeals to patriotism with
threats, trickery and deceit with
stalling. Withness his handling of the
coal case and of present demands for
an end to the Little Steel formula,

How can the leaders of the PAC-
CIO and the AFL and the Railway
rotherhoods endorse such a creature?
How can they endorse Roosevelt? Or
Truman? Or, in the case of John L.
Lewis, Dewey? Or any other capital-
ist politician? Why don’t they start
an independent political party of la-
bor? LABOR ACTION has asked
and answered these questions many
times. But only the workers in their
unions can do something about the
situation,

~W. F. CLAYTON

The whole Dumbarton Oaks con-
ference is exposed! And exposed by
no less a person than the President
himself.

The émbarrassment of Roosevelt
on this question shows how far the
world has travelled since the days
of the League of Nations. A lot of
people believed in the League. It
looks as if wvery few believe in
Dumbarton QOaks.

First the President said that there
was agreement on ninety per cent of
the problems but disagreement only
on ten per cent. But even the capi-
talist press noted that people were
more concerned with the ten per
cent disagreement than the ninety
per cent agreement.

The British capitalist press was
cold over the proposals. Their -atti-
tude was: “We shall see.” Dorothy
Thompson called the Oaks proposals
a centinuation of the existing power
structure. In other words, the pro-
posed agreement merely sanctifies
the existing strengths of the powers.
But basing future peace on existing
power is the surest way to war. As
soon as sufficient powers are dissat-
isfied they merely leave the associa-
tion. That has happened in the past
and will happen again.

Paris Cardinal Sprinkled '

*Vichy” Water, Not Holy Water

Immediately after the Germans were driven out of Paris, one of the first
demands of the French underground was addressed to the Vatican, asking for
the removal of the Archbishop of Paris, Emanuel Celestine Cardinal Suhard.

Since the fall of France, although many of the lower clergy aided the un-
derground, the Cardinal and his bishops werked openly with the German fas-
cists and their agents, Petain and Laval. The Cardinal aided in organizing the
Vichy troops to be used against the underground, and was on the most friend-
1y and confidential terms with the German high command, When thousands of
Frenchmen were forcibly taken to Germany to slave for the Hitler war ma-
chine, he showed his approval by assisting the Germans even. more than in
the past. The Cardinal and Petain worked closely on many matiers of state,
and in nmany of the Vichy governmental offices in France and abroad the Car-
dinal had one of his bishops assisting the Vichyites.

The feeling against the Cardinal and his bishops is so strong that on
August 26, when de Gaulle was to attend services at the Cathedral of Notre
Dame, he notified the Cardinal and the Rev. Beaussart, Archbishop of Notre
Dame, that under no conditions must they appear at the services. The mes-
sage was taken to the Cardinal by Father Bruckberger, a Dominican priest
who is a member of the underground. Bruckberger, in an interview with

Helen Kirkpatrick of the Chicago Daily News, told her that the Cardinal an- .

swered “I do not understand how the new government can begin in this anti-

religious way.”

The Vatican understands that if the French people can force the resigna-

‘tion of the Cardlinal and many of his bishops, the whole question of the Vati-

can’s collaboration: with fascism will begin to come out into the open. So. for
that reason Archbishop Spellman of New York was sent to France, and he,
as a representative of the United States, tried to use pressure to keep

the Cardinal at his post.

Archbishop Spellman's role during the past year has become quite obvious.
On his trips to Europe he spends zall of his timeé at the Vatican and visiting’
Franco in Spain. Although his post is military vicar of the United States
armed forces, he does not visit many of the army posts nor do we ever see
him touring the camps in the Pacific. He appears at the Vatican and in the
cities where the higher.elergy is in irouble with the people for supporting

Hitler.

These aitempts to whitewash the Vatican and the higher clergy are tied
up, of course, wit.hmtl:(e attempis to keep the workers of Europe from cleaning
house of all collabprators in industry and the government as well as in the
higher clergy. Bécause when the house cleaning begins the Vatican knows

that a real good job will be done,

The skepticism of the people has
stung the President. So in his speech
to the Foreign Policy Association on
Saturday night last he came out
with this:

“The peace structl{re which we are
building must depend on foundations
that go deep into the soil of men’s
faith and men’s hearts—otherwise it
is worthless. Only the unflagging
will of men can, preserve it.

“No President of the United
States ean make the American con-
tribution to preserve the peace with-
out the constant, alert and conscious
collaboration of the American peo-
ple.

“Only the determination of the
people to use the machinery gives
worth to the machinery.”

Now this is quite a thing to say.

THE PAST RECORD

Roosevelt and Hull have had
charge of the foreign affairs of this
country for t last twelve years.
During this ti they did exactly as
they pleased.

They permitted war material to be
sold to Japan to make war on China
and to prepare for the present war,

Roosevelt in 1937 shouted loud that
he would quarantine the “aggressor”
but he telegraphed to Hitler and
Mussolini at the time when Munich
was being arranged and afterward
sent them congratulations.

He refused to let the Spanish gov-
ernment have arms. He refused to
help Ethiopia,

He maintained the friendliest rela-
tions with Franco and did the same
with Viehy until the last possible
moment.

He passionately defended the mo-
roniec King of Italy and gave the fas-
cist Badoglio every possible support.

He did his best to impose Giraud
upon the French people. Giraud, a
great admirer of Petain, was reject-
ed by the French resistance move-
ment. Roosevelt had to back down.
He was compelled, up until only
vesterday, to give a grudging sup-
port to de Gaulle and although de
Gaulle is no revolutionary, Roosevelt
distrusted his demagogic tallky (when
he was in exile) about “a second
revolution” and a “Fourth Republic.”
He was especially fearful that de
Gaulle would not be able to control
the French masses.

What have the people to do with
all this? They have been helpless.
When they became thoroughly sus-
picious of Roosevelt’s policies, Roo-
sevelt, on Oectober 30, 1940, at Bos-
ton, assured them “again, and again,

‘and again” that their sons would not

be sent into any foreign war. Yet a
year afterward the country was at
war, ;

A BRITISH JIBE

Oliver Lyttleton, Production Min-
ister of Great Britain, said openly a
few months ago that the ‘United
States had provoked Japan into de-

claring war. That is nonsense, and

Lyttleton knew it was nonsense.
Lyttleton meant to show that the
United States did not sit by like a
tame kitten until Japan attacked at

i
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Pear] Harbor. He wanted it under-
stood that all the imperialist powers
were jostling one another for posi-
tion, choosing allies to strike first,
. or to fake such stéps as would com-
pel the enemy to take the ‘*“moral”
responsibility . for starting the war
which was inevitable.

What did the people have to do =

with this? Not one thing. The League
of Nations carried on its dirty in-

trigues. The people looked on hoping’

for the best. When Roosevelt tele-
graphed to Mussolini and Hitler at
the time of Munich he didn't ask the
people.

But lthe people are undoubtedly
sick of the infrigues, the treacheries,
the deceptions, the greed and rivalry
which result in war They do not
want another one. Roosevelt, Chur-

chill and the rest cook up some |
proposals at_Dumbarton. The people .

show themselves unenthusiastic, not
to say suspicious, Whereupon the
President cooly informs them that

machinery for peace is no good un-

less “the determination of the peo-
ple to use the machinery gives worth
to the machinery.” '

When the people’s sentiments were
against our boys fighting in any for-
eign war (When was that, Jimmie?)
eign war, Roosevelt, who had the
machinery of ~government in- his
hands, said that the people wouldn't

have to fight in any such war, Wil- «°

son got himself re-elected in 1916
by saying that he had kept the peo-
ple out of war. As soon as he was
safely in power he took the country
in. How: then are the people respon-
sible?

But is it impossible for the people
to take over the machinery of gov-
ernment? Only a coward and a slave
in his soul can think so. The people
have two great organizations, the
CIO and the AFL. They are the big-
gest organizations in the country.
Their representatives could get to-
gether and formulate a foreign pol-
icy that really represents the inter-
ests of the people. The elements of’
this foreign policy are so simple as
to be understandable by everybody.
Here are some of the planks: :

- 1. Independence ot all subject peo-
ples.

2. Free plebiscites in all disputed
areas. )

3. Reconstitution of the labor and
peasant organizations in all . coun-
tries. -

4. No secret diplomacy.

That is good enough to start with.
Such a foreign policy would win tre-
mendous support from millions not

only in the United States but all

over the world. But could we ‘trust
Roosevglt or Dewey to.carry.if.out?
Of course not. So-that the represent-
atives of the AFL and CIO would
have to carry it out themselves.
Precisely. That is exactly why we
advocate an independent Labor Par-
ty. Independent because we know
that to preserve peace it must be
free 'of the influence of the Demo-
cratic and the Republican Parties,
which are both tools of American
imperialism.

LY

.Lessons for the Peoples All Over the World

| Churchill, N. Y. Times, N. Y. Post, Sforza and the Roman “Mob”

N

. PART 1
From time to time history produces events which in them-
gelves seem to be relatively small and unimportant. But very

aften such events bear invaluable lessons for the people. They are

worthy of consideration as models for events to come. We are

- dealing here with this kind of event, because it will be followed

' have 4 key to the understanding of the others.

by mary similar ones in Europe and Asia, as well. as, later on,
in the Unitéd States. If we understand this one we will at least
A liftle while ago, Winston Churchill said in his “Farewell
&peech” to the Italian people: ) )
" “When a nation has allowed itself to fall into a tyranmcgl re-
gime it cannot be absolved from the faults due to the guilt of
that régime.”

After having spoken great words as a
ill,” eniormously. satisfied with his mission given
went home.

Naturally, everybody knows that truth: and veracity are not Mr.
Chiirchill’s forte, for the Italian nation (e, the people). has never
“allowed itself to fall into thetyrannical regime” of fascism. No
oné “dllowed” this more than' Mr. Churchill himself. Next to Sta-
lin, Churchill is the biggest hypocrite of modern times. N_obo_d_v
supported Mussolini and his regime more ardently than did Mr
Chirrchill; nobody was more interested in the victory of Hrtlf:rs
gang over the German people than was Mr. Church;i-ll (and Stalin).

Mr. Churchill, who serves the ‘interests of British imperialism,
has naturally to veil his aims. As in the. past, he will accomplish
matty tyrannical acts, including some toward Italy. But he can-
not speak openly of these. He theréfore .poinis a finger at the
“guilt” of the people. All peoples who stand in the way of Anglo-
American domination of the world are called “gl!ilt;_r.” Conse-
quently, all measures taken against them are conslderad.h:ghly
“justified.” Should a tyrannical regime happen not to be in con-
flict with Churchill’s plans (what about British tyranny in lnt_h_a?)_,
then such a nation, even if it is. ruled by an imitation Musselini,
Stalin’ or Mitler, is his “best friend.” .

A "'Thisorbgr:'g"s us to the above:-mentioned event. Unfortunately
for Mr. Churchill, the Roman people turned out to be possessed
with an entirely different opinion of its “guilt.” ) .
HERBERT MATTHEWS REPORTS THE EVENT

- Wh ned?

gziﬂai?el\‘[atthews of .the New. York Times told the “terrible”
story of what happened in Rome on September 18:

“P'He former vice-director of the Regina Coeli prison, Donato
Cafretta, was killed by a wild mob of 7,000 Romans today in a
fhost vicious ‘and brutal fashion while 200 Carabinieri and otk}er
police loked on without lifting a finger. The action took place in-
side and in front of the Palacedqf Justice, where Pietro Caruso

. to-have been put on trial today.... )
‘_’st‘é';;‘:v’_"er. it w?as not the: government of Italy ' but tlje mob
{¥at-vuled this morning. It would have lynched Caruso if it could
have reached him.” " i
. “Thete it is! H. L. Matthews has assisted in.the eruption of a gol-
‘eanol -After having suffered for a long, lorig time i.fnd_er the !.‘ule
‘of the fascist gangsters, the Roman people took vengeance. It took
X 7

great man, Mr. Church-
him by the Lord,

,ustice into its swn hands (where it belongs!) and H. L. Matthews
is “horrified.” He wants such a primitive outburst to be “well
educated.” And the first thing he does is shout that this outburst
took place in “a most vicious and brutal fashion.” It was, by God,
a “mob”-volcano!

A bit heart-broken but still in the capacity of an “objective”
reporter, he tells us more about the “mob.”

“To be fair ‘[you see: TO BE FAIR!], one must point out that
the spearhead of today’s mob was composed of relatives of the vic-
tims of Caruso's police. For months these people, who had seen
their loved ones die, sometimes under torture, saw Caruso, his
secretary, Robert Occetto, and others live in the safety of the
prison. Hatred and passion smoldered week after week and today
broke into burning flame.” )

There you have it again! Hatred and passion smoldered week
after week and finally the volcano broke into a burning flame.
As every normal human being would expect, a burning flame
knows nothing about the sensitivity of a reporter, even if his
fhame happens to be H. L. Matthews. The flame goes its own way
dand it cannot do otherwise. Let us see now why the flame was
especially directed against Carretto. The United Press, as quoted
by Mr. Matthews, stated: !

Carretta “was attacked when a woman in the courtroom de-
nounced him for having accepted 150,000 lire from her to save her
son, one of the hostages, and then had done nothing to help him.”

The poor woman lost not only her son—because she “allowed”
herself to fall into a tyrannical regime—but she also lost her
money. In Italy, business is-business, you would think. Byt there
is the much greater business of the Allies, who are primarily re-
sponsible for the eruption of this “mob”-volcano. That is why we
return to Churchill, Stalin and Roosevelt, who all need so badly
to hide behind the “guilt” of the people. H. L. Matthews, horrified
as he is, does not dare tell us anything abouf the business that Mr.
Churchill has_to veil. On this matter, we refer to the New York
Post, which gives an excellent description of what happened:

THE NEW YORK POST JOINS THE FRAY 5

In its editorial of September 21, the New York Post states:

“Those who murdered Carretta were convinced that the only
way to punish this fascist criminal, who was walking the streets
of Rome, free and untouched, was to do it themselves.

“Why did they feel this way? Because the people of Rome have
lost confidence in our justice. |

“They know that the Allies have disarmed as many of the

- militantly demoecratie, anti-fascist Partisans as they could, while
they allow the ex-fascist magnates to retain their ‘high places in
the national economy.”

But how could Mr. Churchill “allow the ex-fascist magnates
retain their high pldces”? Does he do it in order to double the
“guilt” of the people by “allowing” them again to fall into the
hated fyrannical regime? It seems clear that-people can never be
punished for their guilt unless the ex-fascisis are retaineéd in the
“high places.” Well, done, Mr. Churchill! ¥Your “democratic” logic
is ‘absolutely convincing, and in a most “vicious and brutal fash-
jon,” as can be seen by what follows in the New Yor Post:

“They (the Roman people) all know the brave Partisan leader

who was sentenced by an Allied military court to a year and a half
in jail for killing a fascist police lieutenant.”

In the first place, an anti-fascist is found guilty because Mr.
Churchill has always had and still has great love for fascism. Sec-
ondly he is guilty because he refuses to “allow” Mr. Churchill to
exercise this love for the ex-fascist magnates. For such a-.crime
the punishment of the anti-fascist Partisan leaders was as it

- must have been: SEVERE.

“Anti-fascists like Churcéhill, Roosevelt, or Stalin and his in-
ternational murder ring, have certain principles. Do you know the
most vicious of the Stalinist riff-raff? His name is Ilya Ehrenburg.
When a correspondent of the Christian Science Monitor, eurious
about the opinion of a real gangster with regard to the future of

.Germany, asked Ilya Ehrenburg what the Russians intended to

do about a revolt of the German people which would “overthrow
Hitler and welcome the advancing Red Army with appropriate
banners,” this blackguard replied: “Those would be the first peo-
ple we would shoot.”

It cannot be otherwise. For the Stalinist regime is the bloodi-
est totalitarian regime in the world—it is loaded with hatred
against any revolt of the people. Let us remember, however, that
the dirty Ehrenburg was once boxed on the ears by a French art-
ist, André Breton, The cowardly Ehrenburg was once put on the
oarpet in a Paris cafe for having written calumnies about the sur-

_ realist movement, and when he did not dare to whisper a single

.

word in his own defense, Breton boxed his ears twice. The rest,
we firmly hope, will some day be done by the Russian people, alias
the “mob.” » '

APOLOGIES FOR FASCISM
Returning to the New York Post, we read:

“Every Roman knows that the Allies tried to force on the Ital-
ian people those apologists for fascism, the House of Savoy and
Ma-rsl-_lal Badoglio. They know that when this was unsuccessful, the
Allies tied the hands of the democratic Bonomi cabinet that suc-
ceeded Badoglio.”

We see the same thing once more. The surest way for the Ital-
ian peoplé never to be “absolved” from the sins of the tyrannical
‘regime is to force upon them the apologists for faseism. This is the
way Churchill has for twenty-two years shewn his “opposition”
t6 Mussolini. Confronted with the opposition of the people to his
schemes, he does the next best thing: Shackle the hands of the
democratie cabinet with strong manacles. Nothing in heaven nor
on_ earth is mere “convincing” than Churchill’s invariably con-
vincing “democratic” logic. And don’t forget that the ex-fascist
magnates are punished in a vicious fashion by being retained in
their “high places.” . i

The New York Post continues:

“They (the Roman people) know that the government has no
strength, that it must bow and scrape before every Allied officer,
that Italy is hungry because its government has not been given
power to stop inflation or to mobilize agriculture.”

All we need to understand is that Italy would net be hungry
if-the hands of the government' were not tied with manacles. T
stop inflation or to organize agriculture might some day lead to

the “absolution” of the Italian people from the sins of fascism.

'_And we can well understand how intolerable this would be. i‘or
the kind-hearted Allies, who must be thinking as Hamlet once
did: To have fascists in Italy or not to have—that is the question.
“Why, then, was Carretta lynched?" asks the New York Post,
and goes on to answer: ' 4
“Carretta. was lynched because officials in Washington and
London [the Post has some illusions and omits mentioning the
super-fascist Kremlin gangl and the Allied officers in. Rome
thwarted the Italian desire for a responsible, democratic govern-

ment, one which could bring the fascist eriminals to justice. Car- .

retta was lynched because the Allies are forcing the Italian people
to take the administration of justice into their own hands.”

Turn right, turn left—it is the same story. The “guilty” people
wanted democratic justice for all the injustice that it Wad suf-
fered at the hands of the fascist criminals. History has shown be-.
yond the shadow of a doubt that the people wanted neither fas-
cism nor war. But it was forced into both by the fascist mob, with

the help of Mr. Churchill. The “guilt” of the Ifalian people cannot

be proved. The guilt of the ex-fascist magnates in their high places
and the guilt of the apologists for fascism, however, are easy ‘to
see. Any real democratic trial would reveal to us not only the
monstrous guilt of all the fascists, but also the crimes of Anglo-
American imperialism and the Kremlin, But the Allies cannot “al-
low” such genuine trials against the real, well-sitnated. fascists.
The masses of the people, however, feel innocent and are forced
to take justi(-:e indo their own hands. Because they are compelled
foh;l: this, they are called guilty. Therefore they have to be pun-
15 o *

People in modern fimes, it seems, live ander two principal laws:
To be guilty, and to be punished. The third law is to be hungry, to
have inflation and no agriculture—at least in Italy,

The New York Post follows this up: Y

“Now, reports Herbert L. Matthews to the Times from Romé,‘
the Bonomi-government has been warned By the Allies that un-

less it can keep order and prevent such incidents from recurring,

ii will be ousted.” :

In other words, if you cannot prevent democratic justice from
being done, you will be punished. The all-convineing logic of Mr.
Churchill is doubled by the all-convincing locig of the abové-men-
tioned laws. But it'might occur to the people: Hands off, dear Al-
lies, this is no longer any of your business!

“The Allies, having made it impossible for the democratic gov-

ernment to function efficiently. in the first place, now threaten to .

replace it because it isn't doing a good job.

“The Carretta case, and other violent incidents involving fas-
cists, are being used as arguments against giving democrati ree:
the right to assert themselves.” i ’ R

The New York Post is right a thousafd times! What this paper

does not-understand is the fundamental fact that the fascist and -

“anti-faseist” rulers of any nation in capitalist societ, S
thing. By fascist or “democratic” means. they dewi’;éqgh?mﬁ:
of all rights, all freedom, all self-assertion. To be sure they do
their job as well as they CAN. If they encounter opposition by the
people, they explain: “You are not-doing a good job. You have
shown us that you are unable.to assért your democratic rights
Count on us. You'll never again get a chance at self-assertion " :

(Part IT next week)

,
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English Trade Union Congress Swallows
Lie; Links German Workers to Fascists

By REVA CRAINE

In adopting the report of the Anglo-Soviet
Trade Union Commiitee, the Trade Union Con-
gress of Great Britain revealed that it had fallen
for one of the cldest lies majntained by the ruling
class in every country. The report, carried by a
vote of five tc one, linked the German people
with their fascist oppressors in the atrocities com-
mitted by the latter, and stated that the German
people could not be absolved from responsibility
for these crimes.

There are several things which are wrong in
such an attitude, which is extremely dangerous
to the working class, especially in the “demo-
cratic” countries.

WHO WAS RESPONSIBLE FOR HITLER?.

“In the first place, every worker must remem-
ber that the German workers and people in gen-
eral were ‘the first victims of Nazism. Before the
‘Nazis were able to extend their barbaric prac-
tices beyond the borders of Germany, they had to

break by force and violence the working class

organizations in their own country. The first Nazi
concentration camps were filled and still are filled
with German workers who fought Nazism long
before the capitalist statesmen of the democratic
countries discovered that they could not “do busi-
ness with Hitler.”

Such” workers cannot- be held responsible for
the crimes of Hitler, who was aided in his climb
to power by labor’s mortal enemies, both inside
and outside Germany.

But why didn't the German workers do some-
" thing to stop Hitler? Doesn't the fact that they
didn't stop him make them at least partly re-
sponsible for his crimes?

The German workers were prevented irom
stopping Hitler and his hordes by the very people
who today shout the loudest about a “hard” peace
for Germany and not “absolving” the German

people. The German working class was organized

~!into two gigantic working class parties, both of
them led by men who did next to nothing to or-
ganize the fight against fascism. The leaders of

one of these parties, the Social-Democratic, re-
lied upon Hindenburg to stop Hitler. The leaders
of the other party, the Communist Party, on or-
ders from Moscow, preferred the fight against the
social-democrats to the fight against the fascists.
The division inside the ranks of German labor at
such a crucial moment, and the lack of a bold,
aggressive fighting program against faseism, for
which the leaders of boih these parties are equally
responsible, permitied the fascists to get to power.

Now these leaders, and their prototypes in
other countries, shout about the need to punish all
the German people for the crimes of fascism. At
the very least, says Sir Walter Citrine, general
secretary of the Trade Union Council, the German
people were quiescent while Hitler's armies rav-
aged the European continent, and they must
therefore be considered accessories to the crime.

LABOR LEADERS HELPING CAPITALISM

Leaving aside for the moment the fact that
Sir Walter at the time of Hitler’'s rise to power
was Husy selling the virtues of capitalism to the
British workers, this kind of argumentation is
very dangerous to the British working class.

By this kind of reasoning, all the crimes of
British imperialism in Asia and Africa can be
placed on the heads of the British working class.
What if the Indian people should some day decide
that EVERY Englishman is responsible for their
enslavement, and that the British labor movement
was “at least an accessory” to that crime? How
would Sir Walter defend the honor of the British
trade unions, of which he is general secretary?

By the same token the American labor move-

ment could be held responsible for every lynch-'

ing in the South, for every injustice and crime
perpetrated by or inspired by the American capi-
talist class.

When Mr. Churchill and Mr. Roosevelt (and
they are speaking respectively for the capitalists
of England and the United States) say such things,
it makes a great deal of sense. (President Roose-
velt declared that he does not hold the German
people responsible, but they will have to make

their way toward a democratic way of life “with-
out the burden of carrying a gun.” What he is
jactually saying is that the German people will
have no weapons with which to wipe out the Na-
zis.) For neither of them can tell the truth about
German fascism, namely, that it is the product of
German Ccapitalist society, and that the fascists
are the agents who do the dirty work for the capi-
talists. They can't tell the truth lest the workers

" in their own coutries draw some conclusions about

who and what is actually responsible for oppres-
sion, fascism and war, and decide to do something
effective about ridding the world once and for all
of these scourges. i

LET THE GERMAN WORKERS ACT'

Given not even half a chance, the Italian people
have already shown how little they had in com-
mon with Italian fascism. Every Italian worker
wishes for nothing better than the opportunity fo
wipe out the Italian fascists and establish a new
and better order, It is not the responsibility for
fascism which has been pinned on the Italian peo-
ple which prevents them from doing a more
thorough job on the fascists, but rather the pres-
ence of Allied troops and the same kind of labor
leaders who in England now pass resolutions con-
demning the whole German nation.

In Germany too, the workers will yet show
how little they cared for Hitler and how great
was their suffering at his hands. But they will not
be aided in their fight against Hitlerism if the
workers in England and the United States and
their ruling class insist in placing the responsibil-
ity for the crimes of fascism upon them.

Instead, the labor movements in these coun-

 tries must’ insist that the German and Italian
workers not be hampered in any way in their
dealings with their native fascists. Every bit of
aid and encouragement must be sent to the Ger-
man and Italian workers, even over the opposi-
tion of the ruling classes and governments of
America and England. The workers of Germany
and Italy are the only ohes really capable of de-
&troying fascism in their own countries.

Poor, Oppressed Greeks Have a Word
for British Occupation - It’s Imperialism!

By PAUL ULLMAN

Churchill took out a new form of insurance
when he sent British soldiers into Greece. It can
‘be called spoils-insurance against the accidents of
the post-war division of the loot. Having solemnly
promised that "I wasn't made Prime Minister to
liquidate /the British Empire,” he is taking no
chances. Like Stalin, in Eastern Europe, he does
not intend to ask for his .choice sections of the
European carcass at the ‘piece’ conference. He will
come to the table with his steak in his hand, hav-
ing taken his portion in advance.

The military expert of the New York Times on
October 6 called the British “occupation” of Greece
a “politico-military” move. Not a “liberation,” as
liberals think who spend their energies deceiving
themselves, but an OCCUPATION. The purpose
of this occupation is primarily political, its mili-
tary aims and ‘consequences having little signifi-
cance in the general European war strategy. Bald-
win writes: “The political objective is the tradi-
tional one that has governed British policy in the
Mediterranean for years—to maintain a Greece
and if possible an Albania and the Dalmatian coast
area—friendly to Britain and in her ‘sphere of in-
fluence.’ ”

With the Russians making a clean sweep in the
Balkans and clearly slated to be the dominant
power in that area after the war, the British
wanted to insure their influence over Greece and
thus over a section of the Mediterranean.

BRITISH POLICY AGAINST PEOFPLE

The story of British-Greek relations preceding
the invasion is a fitting background to this “liber-
ation” that has nothing to do with liberty. The

British had imposed and maintained an iron cen--

sorship on developments in Greece. The complete
story of the mutiny in the Greek navy was never
revealed. The tricks and technigues of British man-
euvering to keep the reactionary King: George of
Greece on his throne against the clearly expressed
and well organized sentiments of the people were
shrouded in mystery.

About six weeks ago, Drew Pearson told some
of the details in his regular column. What was well
known is the fact that there were two governments
of Greece, One government headed by King George

had its seat in Cairo and its head in London. The
only crutch which kept it from tottering was the
imperialist designs of the British capitalists. The
other government was the Greek government-in-
Greece, which included all political factions and
led a fierce and suécessful fight against the Nazis.

What was not so well known was the thorough
unscrupulousness and bitterness of the British op-
position to the Greek Government-in-Greece. Ac-
cording to Pearson, the British some time ago
started: training the Greek army and navy in Egypt
to fight against their brother Greeks in Greece.
After King George had moved “his government”
to Cairo, it was the Greeks in Greece who organ-
ized themselves and continued the military strug-
gle against the Germans. Their fight is one of the
reasons the British army is meeting with so little
opposition now in its sweep through the country.
It was against these Greeks that Churchill organ-
ized the Greeks in Egypt. It was then that the
Greek navy and part of the army in Egypt re-
volted. The British suppressed the revolt. Accord-
ing to Pearson, sixty per cent of the Greek navy
and twenty- ﬁve per cent of the Greek army be-

' came prisoners of the British.

BACKING THE KING

The British undermining of the Greek Parti-
sans continued. Pearson writes: “The British have
been paying one gold sovereign per month for each
soldier fighting under General Napoleon Zarvas,
a professional soldier of fortune, who is also get-
ting indirect help from the Nazis and is fighting
the Greek government-in-Greece.

“One thing the Churchill group in Britain fears
—and there is a lot of oppesition to Churechill
among the British people on this question—is that
the railroads, public utilities and water works
built in Greece with British capital will be con-
fiscated by the present anti-King George govern-
ment in Greece.”

Churchill used British troops exclusively in the
invasion. Presumably the Greeks, who had been
trained to fight their' fellow Greeks for the sake
of a reactionary King, were not qualified to fight
the Germans for their own liberty. And while the
British troops fight the Germans in Greece, sup-

posedly in the cause of democracy, Greek demo-
crats are being interned in the jails of Cairo.
Greece is only a more glaring example of the
contradiction between the desirés of the oppressed
of Europe for their own governmens and the fierce
determination of -the Allies to kill'at birth any pos-
sibility of genuine people’s reglmes ‘In the case of
Greece, the British capitalists, quakmg for their
capital and craving the Mediterranean sphere of
influence, subordinated the fight against the Ger-

mans to the necessity of exterminating the parti-

san influence, which constituted a danger to the
attainment of these objectives. The development
of real people’s government must be nipped in the
bud lest it spread and infect surroundmg territories
and then the tens of thousands of British soldiers
who died to preserve the British Emp:re will have
died in vain. And Churchill, cigar in 'one hand,
the other blessing the aristocratic head of thé for-
eign King George of Greece, rasps fiercely: “And
they shall not have died in vain.”
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Low Wages in Meat Packing and Textile

Industries Show Up in High Profits

Textile capitalists have informed
the War Labor Board that a forty-
cent minimum wage is high enough
for their workers, too high, in fact.
They don't think that a whole fam-
ily should even try to support it-
self on one worker's earnings. For
their part, they are willing to hire
entire families—fathers, mothers and
kids. If wages should be raised, they
are dead certain that prices would
have to go up. Otherwise their profits
would go down—and that- would be
unthinkable under the American sys-
tem of free enterprise, otherwise
known as the capitalist system of pri-
vate profit.

On October 8, Chester Bowles, head
man of the OPA and formerly a big
advertising executive, reported that
in the cotton textile industry profits
before taxes for 1943 were 33.3 per
cent higher than in 1941.

That's a nice, big increase, isn’t it?
But we must say that Mr. Bowles has

n to make a peculiar and mis-
f::;ieng comparison. The accepted
method is to compare present proﬁt:

those in the pre-war Yyears o
;;:(:39. since in 1941 extremely high
ar profits were already being made.

It isn't that Bowles lacks the sta-
tistics for making a proper compari-
son. The OPA last year made some
important studies of wartime profits,
supposedly to discover whether ap-
peals by industrialists for price boosts
were justified. Already last fall the
well informed magazine, Business
Week, reported that the OPA study
on textiles would show 1942 profits
up 600 per cent over 1936-39. That's
another way of saying seven times
as high.

We haven't had the time to investi-
gate whether this particular report
was ever made public in any form. As
Business Week commented, however,
advertising man Bowles somehow
never iried to get any publicity for
any of the OPA's profit reports. Some
were available on request—if you re-
quested fast enough.

A report on the meat packing in-
dustry, .showing profits up 336 per

cent, was available to the extent of

just 1500 copies. The paper shortage
or some such reason, no doubt. In any
event, the meat packers were given a
ten per cent subsidy (remember?), so
that they wouldn’t have to raise
priges any ‘higher.

Other OPA reports, which would'

have shocked the worker and his wife,
were simply suppressed. That's what
happened, acording to Business Week,
to a report on the fruit and vegetable
canning industry. It wasn't made
“available” at all but confined to the
OPA’s files and marked “strictly con-
fidential.”

To return to Mr. Bowles’ recent
statement, he is moved o admit that
“profits have moved up sharply——ao
sharpiy, in fact, as to suggest that the

cost increases (for materials and la-

bor) should often have been entirely
absorbed without unfairness to mdus-
try."”

The increases should have been ab-
sorbed. That means that they weren’t.
Bowles states that between 1941 and
1943 the textile capitalists were
granted a six per cent rise in prices.
This helped them to “absorb” a little
more profit over and above the 600
per cent increase which they realized,
in the normal course of ‘events, by
1942. Naturally, they weren’t satisfied
with six per cent, so they themselves
increased prices many times by low-
ering quality to the vanishing point
and by other black market practices.

! "

Now that you have examined this
example (and'it's by no means the
most glaring) of the President's fa-
mous stabilization program in action,
you begin to understand why Chair-
man Davis of the War Labor Board
was unwilling even to suggest to Mr.
Rosevelt any modification of the Lit-
tle Steal formula. If in the past, ex-
orbitant profits have proved to be a
reason for, not against, price in-
creases, who can even guess what
might happen to prices if wages
should go up a few cents?

Watch out, fellow worker, that old
bogeyman, INFLATION, is just
around the corner. Or is he here al-
ready, with the blessing of Mr.
Bowles, Mr. Davis, Mr. Vinson, Mr.

Byrnes, AND PRESIDENT ROOSE-
VELT?

Yes, you have the inflation, and the
capitalist ' friends of these gentlemen
have the profits which caused that
inflation. They don’t like the thought
that the workers might do something
unpatriotic, such to
change the situation.

as striking,

By ALBERT GATES

There is no better testimony of
Russia’s imperialist role in this
war than the recent diplomatic
exchanges between Stalin’s re-
gime and the Iranian government
of Premier and Foreign Minister
Mohammed Said Maraghei, for
ten years Ambassador of his
country to the Kremlin. The dis-
pute, like so many others between
imperialist powers and colonial
countries, is over oil.

The Russian government pro-
posed that Iran grant it the con-
cession “for the exploitation of
Kevir and Khurian oil deposits
in the northern part of Iran.”
Premier Said's government re-
jected the proposal, declaring that
nothing would be done about new
concessions until after the war.

It would seem that this ex-
change between two sovereign
nations would end the discussion
for the time being. But this is
not the way of big powers when
dealing with more or less de-
fenseless countries. Stalin’s Rus-
sia is proceeding in the time-
honored imperialist manner to
force these concessions from a re-
luctant regime. How? By pre-
paring a series of attacks upon
-the Iranian government which
will either bring about its down-
fall or force it to yield to the
superior forces of its giant neigh-
‘bor ;

The h:story of 1mperlahsm re-
veals that this is the general pat-
tern by which the powers obtain
their loot from weak and defense-
less countries which have an
abundance of raw materials to
be exploited for profit. The Brit-
ish Empire was a past master of
this art. It would undermine a
government which did not meet
its demands. It would organize a
campaign of propaganda begin-

{ ning in London and seeping down
to the press of the very couniry
which it wanted to exploit or
turn into a colonial possession.
Bribery, coercion and the direct
use of force were the several
means employed.

THE WAY OF IMPERIALISTS

But the British Embire was not
alone in these methods. All the
imperialists operated in the same
way. Germany France, Holland,
the United States, Italy, have at
one time or another employed
the same or similar weapons to
achieve their aims ‘of obtaining
land, raw materials, cheap labor
or markets which would profit
their respective capitalist classes.
I'nat is how all these countries
obtained :their 'possessions, their
colonies, their spheres of influ-
ence, their export of goods, their
profits. This is how India, China,
the whole Middle East, Africa,
Latin and South America, the Pa-
cific' islands of great wealth, came
under the possession and control
of the big powers. The hundreds
of millions of peoples which pop-
alate these lands have been and
continue to be cruelly exploited
in the profit interests of the rul-
2ng classes of these countries.

powers have long been under the
sharpest criticism of revolution-
ary socialists, of many liberals
and anti-imperialists in general.
They have pointed out that im-
perialism means exploitation of
backward and colonial countries
for the special interest of the
capitalist classes of the “ad-
vanced” couniries. That imperial-
ist policy meant taking the rights
of these peoples, the rights to
their own land, their own gov-
ernments, their very lives, Great
Britain, Germany, France and
the others were rightly con-
demned for their barbarous and
coercive treatment of these peo-
ples. In the United States, too,
the sharpest criticisms have been
voiced against its imperialist
policies and interference in the
affairs of the small neighbors to
the south.

In the present case of Iran,
Russian policy is identical to that
pursued by the other powers. Ex-
amine briefly what has actually
happened. There is some history
to it, too. Iran was the object of
imperialist exploitation for many,
many.. decades. Czarist. Russid,
England and Germany fought

The methods of the imperialist

over this lucrative prize for tens
of years. The elimination of Ger-
many as.a competitor left Russia
and England alone to dispute over
thé highly desired booty of Ira-
nian oil.

POLICY OF WORKERS RUSSIA

But, when the Russian Revo-
lution of 1917 occurred, when the
workers took power and set up
their own government under the
leadership of Lenin and Trotsky,
a new foreign ‘lelC)-" was devel-
oped by Workers' Russia. The
Bolsheviks renounced all conces-
sions' which capitalist Russia had
obtained- from Iran. The Iranian
people were told quite frankly
that Russia no longer had any
profit interests in the country;
that the Russian workers did not
want to exploit the Iranian peo-
ples, but wished to have the
friendliest relations with them,
to exchange goods to the mutual
benefit of both countries, to es-
tablish peaceful relatmns for all
time.

This policy was actually carried
out and for many years the rela-
tions beiween the two countries
were excellent. The action of the
Soviet Union, for then it was
truly a Soviet .Union, had an ad-
ditional effect. By renouncing the
imperialist policies of Czarism, it
militated against the imperialist
rape of the country by Great
Britain. For the British Empire
was always confronted by the
reality of a new Russian foreign
policy which many in Iran un-
dersood, and the country was
« better able, although mot wholly
successful, to resist the increas-
ing appetite of British imperial-
ism for oil.

MARSHAL STALIN
How do Stalin’s policies square
with the policies of Lenin and
Trotsky? They are exactly oppo-

site. Whereas Lenin renounced
imperialism;.. and defended the
colonial countries, Stalin adopts
the old imperialism. Stalin not
only does not' renounce those
sharp practices for which impe-
rialismp is noted, but employs
them himself,

Here is how Russia proceeds in
the present cése of Iran. Since
the Iranian government rejected
its proposal, she opens up a prop-
aganda campaign against the ac-
tions of the government; charges
it with all kinds of crimes; creates
opposition within the country and
in general creates a state of chaos
and opposition in order to un-
dermine the existing government
and either force it to change its

= pollcles, or bring about its down-
fall.

In case either of these measures
proves ineffectual, Russia lays the
basis for the direct use of force
and winning her objectvies in
that way. ’

Thus the Russian newspaper,
Trud, began a public campaign
against the Iranian government.
Among the charges made against
it are that the government had
left unpunished “harmful actions
of certain evil - intentioned ele-
ments” who interfere with the
supply of goods which are sent

by lend-lease through Iran. Sec-
ondly, the government had not
opposed the present “intensifica-
tion of subversive work 'by pf'o-
fascist elements in Iran” The
Iranian government did not pros-
ecute “criminals” who attack
Russian supply trains, but did
persecute “Iranian officials who
are striving loyally to carry out
their obligations under the treaty
alliance between Iran, the USSR
and Britain.”

What else? In its artmle “The
Words and Deeds of Mr, Sdid,”
Trud goes on to say that the Pre-
mier's policies have made for
“strained and . tense” relations
with the Allies. Furthermore, “re-

Stalinist Imperialism at Work:

RUSSIA AND IRANIAN 0IL

| ratic organizations in this back-

. Working Class, prints statistics fo

. claim for oil concessions in dran

| proof of how far removed is Sta-

actionaries have set Premier. Said
to the task of smashing. workers'
organizations and democratic or-
ganizations and for this purpose
nave introduced a bill for the
militarization of industry.”

This is. indeed interesting. We
ion't know what is meant by
wvorkers’ organizations in this
sredominantly agricultural coun-
ry with few workers, or demo-

ward colonial nation dominated
for many years by imperialism.
The purpose of the writing, how-
ever, is very clear.

Russia is preparing to depose
Said if he 'does not grant them
the oil concession. If he had, none
of these things which are cited
against him would ever have been
written. Would this mean that
they would still have existed and
it would have been all right so
long as Russia got its oil? Or -is it
that all these things are untrue
and that it is merely part of an
imperialist plot against the Ira-
nian government? We incline to
believe the latter.

In any case, these are not the
important criteria. The fact is
that Russia, to prepare its case
against the Iranian government,
must show first that it violates
a ‘“good neighbor” relationship,
does not represent its own people,
cannot rule its countiry (remem-
ber the point about Russian sup-
ply trains), prosecutes the friends
of Russia and permits her ene-
mies to go about freely, and as a
clincher, harms the interests not
only of Russia but of the United
Nations, too.

Now, if no change is forthcom-
ing from this government, the ba-
sis is laid for its overthrow, or its
submission, either by “convincing
arguments” backed up. by the
show of force of the Russian army
or by the direct use of this army.

OIL, IMPERIALISM

In this little affair is not only
mirrored the “new” imperialism of
Stalinist Russia but also the
sharp struggles and enormous in-
trigues which exist within the
ranks of the United Nations. The
'war is by no means over when
these Allies are already begin-
ning to split the booty. The Rus-
sian magazine, War and the

show the world distribution of
oil, statistics which disclose that
the United States controls- fifty-
seven per cent of the world’s oil
resources, the British twenty-
seven per cent, and Russia eleven
per cent. Is-this important? For
Stalin, yes. Because now he has
established the basis for his

in order to equalize the posses-
sions of his Allies, who' have
more oil than he.

The struggle for oil is almost as '
old as capifalism. It was one of
the causes of the outbreak of Im-
rialist World War No. 1. It was
behind the outbreak of Imperial-
ist World War No. 2. At the time
of the Russian Revolution, that
country dropped out of the oil
war because Workers' Russia re-
nounced imperialist policy. Under
Stalin, Russia rejoins the impe-
rialist race for oil. Thus. the co-
lonial peoples ‘of the world have
another power to fear, another
army which may ‘sweep over
their borders, another corps of na-
tional economic experts who will
seek to decide the fate of their
existence. The other imperialists
act in the interests of their capi-
talist ruling classes. The Russians
act in the interest of their bu-
reaucratic ruling class.

The case of Iran is a living

lin’s Russia from the Russia of
Lenin, from Workers’ Russia
which renounced all imperialist
policy, all territorial and trade
concessions which the Czarist im-
perialist regime had obtained. It
shows how far removed is Stalin’s
army of seizures and occupations
from the socialist Red Army of
Trotsky. Now would be a good
time for the leading writers of
the newspaper, The Militant, to
explain in what way Stalin’s pol-
icy in Iran, and the conduct of .
the army stationed there, carries
on in the interests of world free-
dom, world socialism!

NAM Would Bar Closed Shop

LOS ANGELES (WDL) — California,
Arkansas and Florida voters are be-
ing harangued by the National Asso-
ciation of Manufacturers and their al-
lies to vote in November for an
amendment to their state constitu-
tions which, in the guise of protect-
ing the “right to work,” would practi-
cally smash the labor movement by
outlawing every closed shop contract.

The California proposal would add
a new weection 1A to the Bill of
Rights in the. state constitution to
read as follows:

“Every person has the right to
work, and to seek, obiain and hold /
employment, without interference
or impairment or abridgement of

RN MR LR

said right because he does or does not
belong f{o or pay money to a labor
organization.

“Anything done or threatened to be
done which interferes with, impairs
or abridges, or which is intended to
interfere with, impair, or abridge

' said right, is unlawful. Relief against

or on account of anything so done
or threatened to be done shall be
granted in a civil action, legal or
equitable, initiated in the superior
court of any county in which any-
thing so done or threatened to be
done shall occur, upon the complaint
of any person or upon complaint of

the district attorney of such county. labor bill

“The term labor organization means
any organization of any kiml','r or any
agency or employee representation,
cemmittee or plan, which exists for
the purpose, in whole or in part, of
dealing with employers concerning
grievances, labor disputes, rates of

pay, hours of employment or condi-
tions of work.”

If this measure passes, it may not
only outlaw union shops, but will be
a threat to labor's right to strike, No
person who has ever worked in pre-
organized-labor California will ever
vote for this bill, which is designed
to preven: California workers fraom
‘enjoying the benefits of the Wagngr

d
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