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ATTACK ON “ THE MILITANT” IS A 
BLOW AT FREEDOM OF THE PRESS

Help “The Militant” 
Fight Suppression!

They Collaborate With Fascists Abroad 
And Persecute Anti-Fascists At Home

TH E  M IL IT A N T  is determ ined to  use every 
legal means to figh t fo r  its  r ig h t to  be c ircu la ted 
th rough  the U. S. m ails. Th is  sort o f  a fig h t is 
always expensive and funds are needed at once!

D u rin g  the firs t W o rld  W ar, many labor papers 
s im ila r ly  held up by the Post O ffice  Departm ent, 
were forced to suspend pub lica tion  w ith o u t ever 
m aking  a real test o f the ru lin g  because o f the 
heavy expenses involved in  fig h tin g  th e ir  cases.

D on ’ t le t th is  happen to T H E  M IL IT A N T !
Since th is is the firs t move against the a n ti

fascist labor press in  W orld  W ar I I ,  i t  is to the v ita l 
interests o f  a ll w orkers to  see that funds are ava il
able to m ake a real test o f freedom  o f the press.

We appeal to  a ll readers o f  th is paper to  con
tr ib u te  to  th is  fig h t fo r  the r ig h t o f la bo r to speak 
its m ind .

Send a ll con tribu tions  to  T H E  M IL IT A N T , 116 
U n ivers ity  Place, New Y o rk  C ity.

“ T H E  POWE R OF P O S T  
O F F I C E  C E N S O R S H I P ”

(F ro m  ‘ F ree Speech in  the  U n ite d  S tides,' by P ro f.  
Zechariah  Chafee, J r ., L an gde ll P ro fesso r o f  Law in  
H a rv a rd  U n iv e rs ity .)

“ The federal government can 
restrict speech during . war in 
other ways besides punishment. 
I t  possesses a virtua l censorship 
over all criticism of its policies, 
and exercises this power at the 
arbitrary w ill of an administra
tive official, who is of course di
rectly interested to preserve those 
policies from attack, especially 
when they touch his own depart
ment.

“ That this official is not called 
& censor is immaterial. Under the 
Espionage Act the Postmaster 
General can exclude from the 
mails, the only profitable and 
often the only possible means of 
effective publication, anything 
which he considers to be in vio
lation of the statute.

“ In no case during the war 
did any court set aside his deci
sion by injunction or mandamus 
after Judge Hand was reversed 
as to the ‘Masses.’ Some judges 
said that they would not review 
the Postmaster General’s ruling 
unless i t  was clearly wrong, 
which meant never. Others de
clared that an opponent of the 
war did not come into court with 
clean hands and therefore could 
not get judicial relief even tho 
the ruling was illegal.

“ And the power of the Post
master General is not limited to 
the particular issue of the period
ical which he declares non-mail
able. For instance, after Mr. Burl
eson had suppressed the August 
number of the ‘Masses’, he refus
ed to admit the September or any 
future issues to the second-class 
privileges, even i f  absolutely free 
from  any objectionable passages, 
on the ground that since the mag
azine had skipped a number, viz., 
the August number, i t  was no 
longer a periodical, since i t  was 
not regularly issued!

“ He took the same position as 
to Berger’s Milwaukee Leader, 
and in both instances the courts 
sustained him, thus confirming 
his r igh t to drive a newspaper or 
magazine out of existence fo r one 
violation as determined by him.

“ Let us now see what Mr. Bur
leson considered to violate the 
Espionage Act. . . He suppressed 
an issue of the ‘Public’ for urging 
that more money be raised by 
taxes and less by loans. He sup
pressed Lenin’s ‘Soviets at Work’, 
a purely economic pamphlet, al
though we were not at war with 
Russia.

“ He suppressed the Nation of 
September 14, 1918, either fo r 
criticizing thd great slacker

round-up in New York City 
which Mr. O'Brien states to have 
been in contravention of specific 
instructions from the Attorney 
General and a mistake which 
could not be condoned, or more 
probably fo r attacking Mr. Gom- 
pers.

“ He censored any adverse com
ment on the affairs of the B rit
ish Empire. He censored a pamph 
let by Laj pat Rai on India. He 
censored the ‘Freeman’s Journal 
and Catholic Register,’ for re
printing Jefferson’s opinion that 
Ireland should be a republic. . . 
and the ‘Irish World’ for express
ing the expectation that Pales
tine would not be a Jewish king
dom but on the same footing as 
Egypt, and for stating that the i 
trend of French life  and ideals | 
for a century had been toward ) 
materialism.

“ And finally, Thorstein Vehlen’s 
Imperial Germany and the Indus
tr ia l Revolution, which was pub- j 
lished in 1915, was recommended 
by Mr. Creel’s Committee on Pub
lic Information as containing 
damaging data about Germany, 
and then excluded by Mr. Burle
son from the mails.

“ It is clear that exclusion from I 
the mails practically destroys the 
circulation of a book or period
ical, and makes free speech to 
that extent impossible.”  -

Post O ffice  Censorship 
D u rin g  1st W orld  W ar

From the American Labor 
Year Book, 1919-20:

“ The arbitrary discretion 
vested in the Postmaster Gen
eral by the Espionage Act was 
exercised to the lim it in the 
control of opinion. Under the 
guise of m ilitary necessity, 
scores of radical publications 
were summarily put out of 
business by withdrawal of sec
ond class mailing privileges, 
and by total exclusion from 
the mails of certain numbers 
of periodicals and various 
books and pamphlets. . .

“ Books and pamphlets bar
red from mails:

“  ‘The Finished Mystery,’ 
The Russelite Society 

“  ‘The Great Madness,’ Scott 
Nearing

“  ‘The Price We Pay,’ Irw in 
St. John Tucker 

“  The Soviets at. Work,’ 
Nikolai Lenin.”

B y  James P . Cannon
y

N a tio n a l S ecreta ry, S oc ia lis t W o rke rs  P a rty

During the same week that the Amer
ican authorities clasped hands with the 
French Quisling, Darlan, in Africa and 
sought collaboration with the Fascist 
Franco in Spain, here in the United States 
they took the first steps to suppress a 
bona-fide anti-fascist workers’ paper — 
The M ilitant.

As reported last week, the issues of 
November 7 and November 14 were held 
up by the Post Office authorities. Since 
then the November 7 issue has been de
stroyed at the Post Office on orders from 
Washington, and the issue of November 

,21, which carried a report and protest 
against these arbitrary actions, has like
wise been held up. We have learned from 
attorneys of the Post Office Department 
that The M ilita n t has been subjected to 
these persecutions because of its editorial 
policies and criticisms of the administra
tion.

The M il i ta n t thus has the honor of be
ing the first workers’ paper to suffer a 
reactionary attack on the freedom of the 
press, just as the Trotskyist movement 
was singled out for the first prosecution 
under the notorious anti-labor Smith Act. 
But the Trotskyists are hit first only be
cause they are the spear-head of m ilitant 
resistance to the developing reaction. 
These attacks against the Trotskyists are, 
in essence, aimed at all workers’ rights 
and against the labor movement as a 
whole: The entrenched reactionaries are 
feeling their way toward a general as
sault on the constitutional, rights of free 
speech and free press. They want to si
lence all criticism.

O ne o f  a Series o f  P ersecutions

The arbitrary, bureaucratic violation 
of The M ilitant's  mailing rights is only 
the latest in a series of actions against 
the Trotskyist movement in the United 
States during the past year. They all fit 
into the same pattern.

(1) In June,'1941 Fl£I agents raided 
the headquarters of the Socialist W ork
ers Party in Minneapolis' and St. Paul, 
seizing literature which was on public 
sale there. Three weeks later the Depart
ment of Justice secured indictments 
against 29 members of the Socialist 
W orkers Party and leaders of Local 544- 
CIO. After a five-weeks’ tria l before a 
ju ry  which did not contain a single trade 
unionist, in Minneapolis in Octobcr-No- 
vember. 18 defendants were found guilty 
of violating the Smith Act of 1940. These 
were sentenced to prison terms of I year 
lo 10 months. Appeal of these convictions 
has just been heard in the C ircuit Court 
at St. Louis, and w ill be carried, i f  neces
sary. to the Supreme Court.

(2) Several weeks ago the Department 
of Justice apparently sought to lay the 
basis of a new frame-up against us, when 
two FBI agents questioned me about a 
train wreck that occurred over a year and 
■\ half ago. The obvious implication of 
the inquisition was that Trotskyists en
gage in such acts of violence and sabo
tage, although the whole record of our 
movement, and its literature, prove the 
contrary.

(3) The inquisition about the train 
wreck fits in with the announcement that 
a motion picture of ex-Ambassador Da
vies’ "Mission to Moscow” —  a brazen 
whitewash o f the monstrous Moscow’ 
Trials of 1936-37 — is soon to be re
leased with the obvious design to preju
dice public opinion in favor of the hang
man. Stalin, and against the victims of 
his frame-ups. The quasi-govcrnmcntal 
"ispices of this motion picture of the cx-

’ Ambassador’s doctored book present 
a most sinister aspect of1 this affair.

(4) In the November elections this
“»*ar the Socialist Workers Party ran as 

its candidate for U- S. Senator from M in
nesota, Grace Carlson, who had received 
almost 9.000 votes in the previous elec
tion. Although other candidates received 
their returns, the vote given the SWP

candidate was uncounted and unrecorded, 
by the election authorities.

(5) Now the Post Office authorities 
have struck at the mailing rights o f The 
M ilitan t without even specifying which 
article or editorials are objected to.

To cap these crimes, news of these sup
pressions has itself been suppressed. The 
managers of the paper were not notified 
of the suppressions and were informed of 
them only after they had inquired con
cerning the non-delivery of the paper. 
None of the big capitalist papers has 
published reports of this blow’ against the 
freedom of the press.

Thus Trotskyists have been the first to 
be indicted and tried under the infamous 
and unconstitutional "gag”  act of Poll- 
Tax , Represent at ive Howard Smith. The 
Department of Justice is apparently try 
ing to devise a “ train-wreck”  frame-up 
against us. A "propaganda” fram i-up is 
soon to be unreeled on the motion pic
ture screen. The SWP candidate in M in
nesota is the first to be deprived of elec
toral rights. The M ilitan t is the first la
bor paper to suffer suppression since this 
war began. Finally, the authorities have 
tried to suppress the news of this.

Such are the facts in the sustained 
campaign of persecution directed by the 
Roosevelt administration against our 
movement.

Prom ises and  P erfo rm ances

In a featured article in the N. Y. 
Times, Sunday, September 21. 1941, 
Roosevelt’s Attorney-General Biddle was 
quoted as saying: "Insofar as ! can, by 
the use of the authority and influence of 
my office, I intend to see that c iv il liber
ties in this country are protected; that 
we do not again fall into the disgraceful 
hysteria of witch-hunts, strike-breakings 
and m inority persecutions which were 
such a dark chapter in our record of the 
last world war.”

We could quote similar declarations of 
intent front President Roosevelt and 
other high officials in his administration.

These declarations flagrantly contra
dict the policy of persecution initiated 
by Roosevelt’s administration against our 
movement. Despite their promises Roose
velt and his aides have set their feet upon 
the path of persecution blazed by the 
Wilson administration in the last war. 
President Roosevelt takes up where W il
son left o ff: Attorney-General Biddle, 
with his raids and prosecution, imitates 
Attorney-General Palmer; Postmaster 
General Walker suppresses socialist and 
labor papers like his Democratic prede
cessor, Burleson; OWI head Davis sup
presses the news o f our suppression like 
propaganda minister Creel during the 
last w’ar. They "use the authority and 
influence”  of their offices, not to protect 
civil liberties, but to abridge them. Per
secutions speak louder than promises.

The administration claims that it is 
waging this war to defend democracy 
against the fascists and to preserve the 
four freedoms, among them the freedom 
of speech and freedom of the press. But 
what ¡are they actually doing? They at
tack free speech. They attack the free 
press. While dealing with Quislings and 
fascists abroad, they strike at genuine 
anti-fascists at home.

The uncompromising anti-fascist poli
cy of the Trotskyists is known to every 
informed person. The Trotskyists of 
Spain fought in the Spanish C iv il War 
against Franco’s fascist dictatorship; they 
are fighting against him today while 
Washington seeks alliance with him. Un
der terrible persecution the Trotskyists 
of France fought against Darlan and 
all the other men of Vichy. Jean Meich- 
ler. a Trotskyist leader, was executed by 
a Nazi fir ing  squad in France. Leon 
Lesoil, leader of the Belgian Trotskyists, 
has just died in a German prison for 
fighting against the Nazis. The Trotsky
ists in Germany fight under the most

adverse illegal conditions for the over
throw of H itlerite imperialism.

Roosevelt's Department of Justice 
knows precisely what we stand for. The 
leaders of our party explained our pro- 
gram and policies in fu ll detail to the 
judge, prosecutors and ju ry  at the M in
neapolis Tria l. This testimony has been 
published and distributed in thousands 
of copies to workers all over the country, 
all over thè world in fact.

Our program and our record demon
strate that we Trotskyists are anti-fascist 
to the core. Wc are unremitting fight
ers in the interests of labor. We fight for 
the preservation of all democratic rights 
and civil liberties, against every form 
of inequality and injustice. As revolu
tionary socialists, we are principled op
ponents of the Roosevelt administration 
and criticize it from the standpoint of 
the socialist and labor movement.

These are our crimes in the eyes of 
the administration, and they add to their 
crimes in attacking us for them. The 
Roosevelt regime claims to oppose fas
cism but it  collaborates, when expedient, 
with the Fascists. It claims to be defend
ing the four freedortis while trying to 
deny these freedoms to its political op
ponents. We Trotskyists, however, are 
defending democratic rights here at home 
against Roosevelt’s assault upon them. 
We are fighting for the freedom he hypo
critically pretends toNbe safeguarding.

W a rn in g  to  the  L a b o r M ovem ent

But we are not defending these rights 
for ourselves alone. We are fighting on 
behalf of the entire labor movement in 
the United States. We are only the first 
to be attacked. I f  the government can 
put through these in itia l moves without a 
wide protest, prosecution of others w ill 
surely follow.

If  The M ilitan t can be suppressed, 
any CIO or AFL paper can be likewise 
suppressed. I f  our party's candidates are 
not given their electoral rights, other par
ties can be sim ilarly disfranchised. If 
the leaders of Local 544-CIO can be coll

ided under the Smith “ Gag” Act, this 
law w ill be used against other m ilitant 
rade-union leaders. I f  the FBI can suc

ceed in their frame-ups against us, they 
w ill extend the frame-up system to others.

The persecution against the Trotsky
ist movement is simply the first step to
wards an all-out campaign against the 
m ilitants in the trade unions and the 
civil liberties of all working-class critics 
of the administration. The workers have 
’already been denied the right of collec
tive bargaining and the right to strike. 
Arc they now to be deprived (by the 
powers that be) of the elementary right 
to express their convictions, to criticize 
the acts of the government and the re
actionary plots of the profiteers, to de
fend their interests even in words? Wages 
have been frozen. Arc civil liberties also 
to be frozen? The cost of living is mount
ing daily. Is the wave of reaction to be 
permitted to rise along with it?

These are the issues involved in our 
fight against the persecution of our party 
and the suppression of The M ilitant.

These arc the reasons why our fight 
should be supported by the whole labor 
movement and every sincere believer in 
democratic rights and civil liberties.

Over 100 years ago, when W illiam  L. 
Garrison started his famous abolitionist 
newspaper, The Liberator, he wrote in its 
first issue: “ l am in earnest—  I Will not 
equivocate —  I w ill not excuse — I w ill 
not retreat a single inch — and 1 W IL L  
BE HEARD.”

W ith this same spirit, we intend to 
wage our struggle against the censorslv’o 
o f today’s reactionaries. It is with this 
call that we summon to action every in
dividual and organization determined to 
fight for the preservation of genuine dem
ocracy here in the United States.

But Its Objections to The Militant1 Are 
For Its Uncompromising Pro-Labor Policy

The Post O ffice  has thus fa r refused to specify the 
reasons fo r  its action in  w ith h o ld in g  recent issues o f 
T H E  M IL IT A N T  fro m  the m ails, th is  paper wa6 in 
fo rm ed  by its a tto rney, A lb e rt G oldm an, a fte r h is 
conversation on Nov. 18 w ith  M r. C alv in  Hassell, 
assistant to  the S o lic ito r o f the Post O ffice  D epart
m ent in  W ashington.

Goldman made inquiries in Washington after it was learned 
in New York that the Nov. 7 and Nov. 14 issues of T H E  M IL I
T A N T  had not been permitted through the mails. He was 
informed that the Post Office Department had previously 
declared the Aug. 22, Sept. 5, Sept. 12 and Sept. 19 issues of 
the paper as non-mailable.®
These issues, however, were per- examine the contents subsequent 
mitted to go through the mails. the mailing-. I t  is believed that

- ...................  .. . . .  . because issues of the paper -were
declared unmailable, this policy 
was changed and the New York 
Post Office was ordered to w ith
hold future issues until the con
tents were examined. Mix Hassell 
said that the Department now in
structs the Post Office every week 
whether to withhold the turrent 
issue.

IDEAS CONSIDERED 
OBJECTIONABLE

hvidently the policy tollowed 
until recently was to permit the 
paper to be mailed and to

C. P. Approves, 
Asks Suppression 
Of ‘Call’ Also
Want’s Gov't Action - 
Against All of Its 
Labor Opponents

The D aily Worker’s first 
comment on the withholding of 
T H E  M IL IT A N T  from the 
mails comes in the middle of 
a story in its Nov. 24 issue 
calling for the suppression of 
another working class paper, 
but it says enough to ind i

cate the whole-hearted approval 
of the .Stalinists fo r the Post Of
fice’s action.

The article says:
' “ I t  has just been revealed that 

the Trotskyite ¡^ieet, THE M IL I- i 
TANT, is being barred from the 
mails for publishing subversive 
matter, yet Trotskyite L illian 
Symes is spreading equally 
dangerous propaganda in the 
Socialist Call. . . .

“ Trotskyite Symes and the 
paper she writes for are enemies 
of America, and should be treated 
as such.”

The Stalinists know very well 
that Lillian Symes is not a 
Trotskyist, For the Stalinists, the 
name Trotskyist is an epithet to 
bo used against a ll working 
class opponents of Stalinism— 
and an especially appropriate 
one, they feel, when the Trotsky
ists are under reactionary attack.

Of all political groups in this 
country, the Stalinists have been 
most insistent in demanding the 
suppression of THE M ILITA N T 
and other labor papers that ex
pose Stalinism and take a critical 
attitude toward the administra
tion.

On numerous occasions during 
the last year the Daily Worker 
has reported instances of Stalin
ists in some of the unious in
troducing resolutions calling on 
the government to investigate or 
suppress these papers as “ fifth  
column sheets.”

While the administration prob
ably' did not. require too much 
“ prodding," it  undoubtedly wel
comed such resolutions as “ trade 
»nion endorsement" ‘of a measure 
that strikes a heavy blow against 
(he whole labor movement.

The comment of the “ New 
Leader”  on the Post Office ac
tion against THE M ILITA N T 
w ill be found on Page 2.

Mr. Hassell refused to specify 
the articles of the different issues 
which were found objectionable or 
subversive. However, Goldman 
noted down several ideas which 
Mr. Hassell evidently thought 
justified the withholding of any 
issue from the mail. They are the 
following:

1. To assert that this is an 
imperialist war and that this 
is not a war for democracy.

2. To urge Negroes to fight 
for their rights at the present 
moment.

3. To urge the workers to 
insist on their rights (especially 
the right to strike) during the 
war.

4. To attack Stalin or be
litt le  any ally of the United 
States.

5. To say that the men are 
fighting for interests of bank
ers.

6. To say that the ad
ministration is anti-labor.

Goldman pointed out that Mr. 
Hassell did not sav specifically 
that THE M ILITAN T was w ith
held from the mail because i t  con
tained matter in favor of the 
ideas enumerated. Hassell simply 
mentioned these things in such a 
way as to indicate that in his 
opinion the. suppression of th'e 
paper is justified i f  it  contained 
these ideas.

Mr. Hassell said that the Post 
Office Department, was contem
plating filing a petition fo r a rule 
to show cause why the second- 
class mailing privileges should 
not be taken away from THE 
M ILITANT.

He also declared that the De
partment of Justice has examined 
the contents of various issues of 
THE M ILITAN T and given its 
report to the Post Office.

LATEST DEVELOPMENTS
Following Goldman’s return 

from Washington, THE M IL I
TANT was informed by the New 
York Post Office that the Nov. 7 
issue had been destroyed. The 
only reason given was that it 
violated the Postal Laws. I t  took 
two weeks for the Department to 
make the decision.

This means that even i f  the 
Post Office decides to permit an 
issue through the mails, the 
delay practically destroys the 
second-class privileges of the 
paper.

The Nov. 21 issue has also been 
withheld from the mails.

POST OFFICE REFUSES 
TO SPECIFY REASONS
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Republicans Join Democrats To Save Poll Tax
Deal Was So Dirty That' Gov't Censored News of It Going Abroad; 
President Roosevelt Also Did His Share to Help Kill the Bill

B y G eorge B re itm a n

The b i l l  to abolish paym ent o f  p o ll taxes fo r  federa l elections in  
e ight southern states is dead. I t  was k il le d  by a d ir ty  deal, pa rtic ipa ted  in  by 
bo th  the R epublican and Dem ocratic P arties  and approved by the Roosevelt 
adm in is tra tion . ' ,

In  fact, the whole debate on th e  p o ll tax was so d ir ty  that the adm in
istration censored all dispatches going out of the country, refusing to permit news o f it  to be 
sent even to Britain.

The administration may hope in this way to suppress abroad the story of how the 
poll tax was saved —  a vain '

In spite of this, they came to 
agreement w ith the poll taxers 
in what can be characterized only 
as a sell out. One of the many 
revolting aspects of this deal was 
that i t  was committed in the 
name of not disgracing “ the good 
name”  of the Senate!

The b ill was introduced, the 
motion fo r closure was voted on 
and defeated by a vote of 41-3.7, 
and the anti-poll tax b ill was 
withdrawn. Sixteen Democrats 
from non-poll tax states voted 
against closure, and so did ten 
Republicans. The Republican m i
nority leader, McNary, who had 
bragged that he was aga'inst the 

and prevent a debate on the b ill poll tax, led the Republicans in 
until Jan. 2, when both the pres- t voting down the motion fo r clos-

hope, for such news w ill spread 
like w ildfire to the oppressed 
peoples of the world. But it 
can never wipe out of the minds 
of millions of Americans the 
growing realization of the vast 
difference between the fine dem
ocratic ideals professed by the 
government and the viciously un
democratic practices which the 
government refuses to abandon.

POLL TAXERS’ STRATEGY
For a fu ll week the poll tax 

m inority had refused to let the 
anti-poll tax b ill even come be
fore the Senate. But although 
they had threatened to filibuster

ent Congress and the b ill expire, 
the poll taxers realized that to 
actually conduct the filibuster for 
that length of time would , invite 
such a widespread mass reaction 
of anger and dissatisfaction that 
the b ill m ight be passed despite 
a ll their efforts.

REPUBLICAN HYPOCRISY
The Republicans had promised, 

almost to a man, in the recent 
election campaign that they 
would vote against the poll tax. 
But they were fa r more desirous 
of coming to a deal with the poll 
taxers than of making it  easier 
fo r ten million white and Negro 
workers and sharecroppers to 
vote. So they gave the nod to 
the poll taxers.

A fte r this, the spokesmen of 
the poll tax states — who had 
been doing everything they could 
to keep the bill from coming to 
the floor because they were 
afraid that a motion fo r closure 
(to end debate) might put an end 
to their filibuster — brazenly 
stood up and offered to let the 
b ill be entered fo r debate, pro
vided the supporters of the bill 
would agree to a vote on closure 
w ithin two days, and to withdraw 
the b ill i f  closure was not adopt
ed.

THE “ LIBERALS”  AGREE
Closure requires a two-thirds 

vote. The poll taxers would never 
have requested the vote unless 
they had more than one-third of 
the vote in their vest pocket. The 
supporters of the b ill — Barkley, 
Norris, Pepper, etc. — realized 
this.

They realized too that under 
these conditions the only way the 
b ill could be passed was by pro
longing the debate until the an
gry protests of the masses would 
force the non-poll tax Senators 
to go through with a vote for 
closure and the passage of the 
bill.

ure that could have led to the 
abolition of the poll tax.

None of the liberal or Stalin
ist supporters of the anti-poll tax 
b ill have commented on the role 
played by Roosevelt.

The “ great humanitarian”  had

On the Caucasus F ro n t

O ffe r  to B u ry  
The P o ll Tax

The following open letter to 
President Roosevelt was is
sued by Los Angeles Negro 
undertakers in the Nov. 12 
California Eagle:

“ We wish to extend to you, 
our commander-in-chief, the 
fu ll facilities of our establish
ment fo r the performance of 
final rites for one of the great 
enemies of our nation’s vic
tory: the poll tax.

“ We w ill conduct the burial 
with care. We w ill plant the 
poll tax in a remote cemetery 
from which its ghosts w ill 
never rise to remind Amer
icans that they once denied 
the right of franchise to ten 
million of this country’s c iti
zenry.

“ We urge the use of your 
good offices in support of the 
Pepper-Geyer anti - poll tax 
bill.

“ Give us the pleasure of con
ducting, fo r once, a complete
ly joyous funeral.

CONNER-JOHNSON 
, MORTUARY 

1400 East 17th St.
Los Angeles, Calif.”

But the only answer of 
Roosevelt to this and thou
sands of similar communica
tions has been to state at a 
press conference that he didn’t 
know anything about the anti
poll tax bill or the filibuster 
against it.

“ nothing to say”  about the bill 
while i t  was being debated in 
the House, although last Febru
ary he had briefly stated that he 
was-against the poll tax and had 
“ always”  been against it. His 
silence on the matter was main
tained until the time when the 
deal in the Senate was being ar
ranged. In a press conference on 
Nov. 20, he said that he knew 
nothing about the filibuster.

“ Asked whether he thought the 
poll tax repeal b ill should pass, 
he reiterated that he knew noth
ing about it, had talked to no 
one about It, and therefore could 
not express an opinion.”  (N. Y.
Times, Nov. 21.)

By this openly cynical expres
sion of contempt fo r a struggle 
which had aroused both the labor 
and liberal movements, Roosevelt 
no doubt thought he was very 
“ cleverly”  side-stepping the is
sue.

WHERE ROOSEVELT STOOD
But actually that statement re

vealed his true stand on this 
fight! For i f  he “ talked to no one 
about it,”  that means he talked 
to no one FOR it. That means he 
didn’t use a single iota of his 
tremendous influence to try  to get 
the anti-poll tax b ill passed. In 
the present situation that can 
only mean that Roosevelt didn’t  
want the b ill passed.

Let the workers not be fooled , . , . , , ,
by Roosevelt’s stooges on this j this c ity , which has thrown up 
issue!»When they were figh ting  | a picket line o f {censored.)

workers, shows signs of increas-

LIST OF NAZI VICTIMS 
IS GROWING IN GERMANS
Hitler Considers Revolutionists Greater 
Enemies of His Reich Than Foreign Spies

Red Army soldiers are shown fighting a Nazi spearhead driving toward vital 
oil regions in the Mozdock area of the northern Caucasus. (Federated Pictures)

Irish Strike Holds Fast 
In Face O f Boss Threats

By BOB ARMSTRONG

BELFAST, North Ireland, 
Oct. 21 (By A irm ail) —  The 
strike of electrical workers in

‘New Leader's 'Comment 
On Post Office Action

The Nov. 21 issue of the New 
Leader, official organ of the So
cial-Democratic Federation, made 
the following comment on the 
Post Office’s action against THE 
MILITANT:

“Two issues of The M ilitant, 
organ of the Trotskylte Socialist 
Workers Party, have been held 
up by the Post Office as unmail
able, The New Leader learns as 
i t  goes to press. One issue, that 
of November 7th, has been order
ed destroyed. The second issue, 
dated last week, is s till undecided. 
Even i f  i t  is released, however, 
the issue w ill be more than a ■week 
old when i t  reaches subscribers.

“ Under Post Office regulations, 
apparently, all papers are read by 
the Post Office and the Depart
ment of Justice, after the issue 
is out, for ‘obscene,’ ‘objection
able,’ and ‘subversive’ material. I t  
is understood that four issues of 
The M ilitant previous to the No
vember 7th issue were declared 
unmailable, and n e w  o r d e r s  
issued regarding this particular 
paper. Under the new order, the 
Post OffiQe holds up each issue 
of The M ilitant before it  is mailed 
and decides whether or not it can 
be released.

“ A quick analysis of the issue 
ordered destroyed reveals several 
articles highly critical of Stalin, 
and one of the Roosevelt labor 
policy. I t  is doubtful whether 
the extent of the criticism can be 
compared either in  tone or con
tent w ith the vituperation and 
acid remarks made by the Mc
Cormick Chicago-Trlbune and 
other papers highly critical of the 
•President from the reactionary 
right.”

to k ill the poll tax, they were 1 
fighting  the Roosevelt machine 
as well as the poll taxers and the 
Renublicans- and the D em ocra ts .

When Roosevelt wants legisla
tion passed, he knows how to go 
about getting it. He showed this 
last Labor Day when he ordered 
Congress to give him wage-freez
ing and price-fixing powers by 
Oct. 1, or he would take them. 
And he has showed i t  a hundred 
other times when he threw the 
fu ll force of his administration 
in motion — through the press, 
over the radio, in Congress — to 
pass what he wanted.

Roosevelt can indulge in as 
mapy wisecracks as he wishes, 
but they w ill not be able to ob
scure the fact that Roosevelt, by 
his silence i f  nothing else, helped 
to k ill the anti-poll tax bill.

LABOR PARTY NEEDED
The workers should let the fu ll 

significance of this fact sink in: 
The responsibility fo r the defeat 

| of the anti-poll tax b ill lies on 
all wings of the Democratic Par
ty  — the Northern, Southern and 
Rooseveltian — and on all wings 
of the Republican Party, the iso
la tion ist and interventionist.

I f  the workers cannot depend 
on either capitalist party to pass 
such an elementary democratic 
measure as the abolition of poll 
taxes, how then can they expect 
the slightest assistance from 
these parties in the struggle to 
safeguard their trade unions and 
living standards?

The chief lesson of the figh t 
around the poll tax is that the 
workers need a new party, ready 
to challenge the power of the 
capitalist parties, w illing to figh t 
without compromise, and able to 
sweep away the rule of capital
ism and all the reactionary meas
ures which i t  uses to keep itself 
in power.

ing in scope and militancy.
. Actually there are two strikes 
in progress, the "strike of the 
electrical engineers in factory 
No. 1 (name censored) and the 
strike of electricians in factory 
No. 2 (name censored). There 
are also wide-spread sympathetic 
strikes.

The walkout in factory No. 1 
came like a bolt from the blue 
to the general public. The situa
tion had been simmering fo r a 
long time, but was precipitated 
by a series of provocative inci
dents: insolence by the manage
ment toward the shop stewards, 
repeated violations of the Factory 
Act, especially regaining the 
hours worked by young girls, and 
gx'oss mismanagement.

The immediate issue which pre
cipitated the strike was the ques
tion of Sunday work. The work
ers asked to be allowed to work 
on Sunday w ith a view to earn
ing more money so they could 
make ends meet.

The management, however, cal
culating that Sunday work would 
be unprofitable, refused this. 
When Sunday arrived and the 
workers showed up fo r produc
tion, the management called the 
police and had them ejected. The 
workers then resorted to strike 
action to enforce their demands.

The strike in factory No. 2 was 
caused by the management hiring 
a nori-unionist. The boss of this 
plant is notoriously anti-union 
and the strike has now been in 
progress fo r 26 days.

Great mass meetings have been 
held almost daily in Belfast's 
largest hall. A ll press representa
tives were kept out because of 
the unfair comments printed in 
the papers. Now, however, the 
bosses of the newspapers are go
ing easy because they fear the

Prices S till Rising

November 7th Issue was ordered 
destroyed; there has been no of
ficial statement on the November 
i f th  Issue.

“ Apparently no specific reasons 
were given for this new order ap
plying to The M ilitant, and no 
Teason given why one issue was 
destroyed and the other held up 
until this date. Observers see a
likelihood that steps may be taken j did go up, s till the Department 
to revoke the second-class mailing , of Labor itself is forced to admit 
permit of the paper. 1tlia t OPA-controlled foods had

Prices are soaring, and with 1 gone up in price as well, with
the sanction of the OPA. The 
price of bituminous coal has also 
gone up, by order of the OPA.

Further proof that prices are 
rising, in spite of the claims of 
the OPA, can be seen in the fact 
that in the week ending Nov. 14 
— more than five weeks after 
Oct. 5 — the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics reported an increase in 
the general price index of .4 per 
cent. This was in one week; i f  
this rate is maintained fo r a 
month of 4 113 weeks, the price 
rise w ill be nearly twice as great 
as that of the month ending 
Oct. 15.

Prices on Nov. 14 had reached 
100.1 per cent of 1926 levels. This 
is the high mark in over 16 years 
and more than 5 per cent above 
the height of the boom in July, 
1929.
OTHER METHODS 

One of the indications that

the rise in prices, the real 
wages—the amount of food, 
clothing and shelter the money 
wages can buy— are sinking.

According to a nation-wide 
survey made by the Department 
of Labor, the cost of living rose 
1 per cent in 50 principal cities 
in the month between Sept. 15 
and Oct. 15.

The Labor Department report 
On this basis the i offered as an excuse that the

price rise in the 30-day period 
was caused mainly by increases 
in food prices before the Oct. .5 
order of the Office of Price Ad
ministration which brought an 
additional 30 per cent of the fam
ily  food costs under price control. 
This excuse does not hold water.

Although uncontrolled prices

prices w ill continue to rise is 
seen in the dairy products ration
ing program submitted by Sec
retary of Agriculture Wickard.
One point of this program calls 
for the revision of price ceilings 
to increase prices fo r cheese and 
possibly butter and evaporated 
milk.

Besides the clear-cut price in 
creases. hidden price rises — the 
worsening of the quality of work
manship — are reported. While 
the legal price remains the same, 
the consumer w ill get much less 
use out of these articles.

Another method of evading the 
price ceilings is by “ rebranding”
— simply changing the brand of 
a commodity without changing 
the contents and then charging 
higher prices. The OPA admitted 
this week that many retailers, 
particularly grocers, are using 
this method of charging increas- end of the struggle 
ed prices. sight.

anger of the typographical unions -si- 
in their own shops.

STRIKERS’ DEMANDS
The Joint Strike Committee 

has formulated a 5-point p lat
form. The firs t three are condi
tions laid down fo r the resump
tion of work. They are: 1. The 
fu ll reinstatement of dismissed 
shop stewards; 2. The immediate 
dismissal of the non-union man; 
and 3. The cancellation of all 
fines.

The fourth and f if th  points call 
fo r the increase in  production. 
These two demands are weak fo r 
the simple reason that they do 
not point out the only method 
of obtaining increased production 
in the interests of the masses 
— namely, the control of the fac
tories by the trade unions. The 
bosses have already shown that 
they are not interested in increas
ing the output.

However, even with these mod
est demands, the employers are 
not w illing to concede an inch. 
They want to beat the workers 
into complete submission to their 
autocratic rule, and while accom
plishing this, they are perfectly 
w illing to let the “ war e ffo rt’’ 
go to hell.

Cap Union Fights 
Arnold’s Latest 
‘Anti-Trust’ Suit

STALINIST ROLE
The Stalinists played a typical 

role in this strike. They gave 
lip service to the workers but de
manded that the strike be called 
o ff at once. The proposition that 
only when the wheels of indus
try  were revolving again (churn
ing out the bosses’ profits) could 
an outcome favorable to the 
workers be achieved, was a puz
zle that only the Stalinists could 
understand.

I t  was generally agreed by the 
strikers that fo r the workers to 
go back to work on the bosses’ 
terms would have a catastrophic 
consequence fo r the struggles of 
the whole North Ireland working 
class.

Fortunately, the Communist 
Party line has been rejected by 
both the workers and by stew
ards who belong to the CP. The 
stewards defied the Party line 
and stood in the vanguard of 
the struggle. This is an impor
tant sign fo r the future.

The m ilitant shop stewards 
have not yet succeeded in find
ing the alternative program to 
counterpose to the betrayal of the 
Stalinists and regular union 
bureaucrats. Yet on the basis 
of their class consciousness 
and experience, they are in
stinctively adopting the essentials 
of the program advocated by the 
Socialist Appeal — workers’ con
tro l of industry.

STRIKERS DETERMINED
As I  write these lines, a great 

mas» meeting ha* just ended in 
which the strikers voted to re
ject any compromise w ith the 
bosses and to press fo r the orig
inal strike program. A g ir l s trik 
er, speaking from the floor, call
ed for great public rallies to 
place the fu ll fact* of the strike 
before the whole Belfast working 
class.

In spite of the pressure of the 
bosses and Stalinists, the sp irit 
of the workers is high and the 

is not in

The Department of Justice, 
through Thurman Arnold, head 
of its anti-trust division, 
launched its latest union-bust
ing drive against the United 
Hatters, Cap and M illinery 
Workers International Union, 
AFL, on Nov. 16.

Following his new fam iliar 
tactic, Arnold is pressing suit in 
a Philadelphia D istrict Court, 
charging the cap and hat work
ers’ union w ith being a “ trust”  
and operating “ in restraint of 
trade.”  His reasoning is that by 
chasing scabs out of the industry, 
the union is restraining the 
freedom of the bosses.

Arnold is employing against 
labor the Sherman Anti-Trust 
Act which was originally written 

I to prevent the growth of big 
business monopolies. A t a time 
when the Roosevelt administra
tion is cancelling anti-trust suits 
against such monopolies as Gen
eral Electric and the duPonts, the 
Sherman Act is being used more 
and more against labor unions.

The cap union has announced 
its intention to fight the charges 
“ all the way to the Supreme 
Court i f  necessary.”  Cap Makers 
Local 2 in New York met last 
week and voted unanimously to 
tax all working members to raise 
a defense fund. The tax w ill be 
$5 on all workers earning up to 
$35 per week and $10 on all earn
ing over that amount.

What appeared to have preci
pitated the government suit just 
at this time was the union’s 
success in organizing the South
ern open shops which had been 
receiving the bulk of army orders.

Jacob Roberts, vice president 
of the International, said at the 
New York meeting of Local 2:

“ What we are charged with 
doing, when you strip away the 
legal language of the indictment, 
is striving to secure a decent 
living for our workers. But that 
is precisely what the brass hats 
resent. They could never forgive 
our union for its success in secur
ing a $27 a week minimum for 
government contracts under the 
Walsh-Healey Act—the highest 
minimum of any industry in the 
country.

“ Their resentment was even 
greater because after they went 
to great pains to give contracts 
to non-union shop*, our union 
succeeded, through economic 
pressure, in organizing those 
shops and bringing them up to 
our union’s standard. . .

“ Having failed in his efforts 
to break the big unions, he 
(Arnold) hopes fo r success with 
a small union,”

Roberts was referring to 
Arnold’s ill-fated suits against 
the musicians and building trades 
unions. In both suits the unions 
were acquitted of the charge of 
being a trust.

By M ICHAEL CORT

Fascist terror against the Ger
man workers has sharply in
creased during the past lew- 
months. Not only do under
ground sources tell o f a new 
program of repression, but of
ficial Nazi publications have 
been doubling and trip ling 
public lists of imprisonments 
and executions.

Since the Nazis usually 
publish news of their working 
class victims only as a warning 
and deterrent to the masses, the 
publicity now being given this 
bloody work indicates increased 
anti-fascist activity among the 
German people.

Paul Hagen, w riting  in the 
Nov. 21 issue of The Nation, and 
B. F. Heine, w riting  in the B rit
ish Left News, both lis t recent 
victims of the fascist terror with 
name, address and the “ crime” 
charged. From underground and 
official sources Hagen reports 
1,103 workers killed or imprison
ed during the single month of 
Sept., 1942.

FIVE CATEGORIES
Heine, an executive member of 

the German Social-Democratic 
Party, analyzes the official Ger
man lists, finds that the crimes 
now being punished are divided 
into five chief categories, namely: 
association with prisoners of war, 
offering resistance, radio crim i
nals, treason and high treason.

Heine reports that “ radio 
criminals”  seem to be receiving 
the most attention in the German 
press righ t now. German figures 
released the firs t of the year lis t 
82 persons sentenced to a total 
of 3,713 months of penal servi
tude fo r this “ crime.”  The terms 
imposed in individual cases vary 
from 12 to 108 months.

“ Treason”  and “ high treason”  
are also much publicized crimes. 
The German law makes a distinc
tion between “ high treason”  and 
“ treason against one’s country.”  
The spy is a tra ito r to his coun
try, while a revolutionist is 
guilty of “ high treason,”  To H it
ler the espionage agents of 
Britain or America are not as 
reprehensible criminals as the 
leaders of the German working 
class.

“ Shot fo r offering resistance”  
is a category that covers much of 
the work of bloody Himmler. 
Workers guilty of no crime but 
previous union activity are often 
murder victims under this head
ing. The Left News lists 45 men 
and women killed, none of whom 
had been tried or sentenced to 
death, but all of whom were shot 
in prison because they “ offered 
resistance.”

ASSOCIATION WITH 
PRISONERS OF WAR

“ Association with prisoners of 
war”  is a crime that is becoming 
more and more regularly com
mitted, according to the German 
press. Germans must not treat as 
their equals Polish prisoners of 
war on forced labor in Germany. 
I t  is illegal for a German to show 
French prisoners the m o s t  
elementary kindness. The govern
ment, press and the Nazi party 
have launched a crusade against 
“ softness w ith enemy prisoners.”  
The most severe penalties are im
posed upon those who do not ob
serve the rules.

There is now an endless chain 
of tria ls and' convictions fo r such 
crimes as: the g if t  of cigarettes, 
or bread, or clothing, or even a 
kind word to foreign prisoners.

Next Week’s 
Classes

of the New York School of 

Social Science

In all crime categories, the lists 
published fo r the month of 
September were the longest 
published by the Nazis fo r any 
single month since seizing power. 
An analysis of the lists reveals, 
further, that the greatest in 
crease is precisely in those in 
dustrial areas which have re
ceived the .most bombardments 
from the British a ir force.

A ll this indicates that the 
resistance of the workers in
creases in direct ratio  to the 
m ilita ry revex-ses suffered by the 
Nazis.

This is not the fii'st time that 
the Nazis have resorted to mass 
murder at home. There has a1- 
ways been a quiet liquidation of 
m ilitant workers, but now H itle r 
is foi-ced to deal w ith his own 
population in the manner and on 
a scale approaching that used in 
the occupied countries.

GERMAN MASSES LOOKING 
FOR WAY OUT

A ll underground sources warn 
against the assumption that the 
German workers are on the vei’ge 
of x-evolt. The increase in the 
"radio criminals”  indicates, how
ever, the restlessness of the Ger
man workers and their search fo r 
outside aid and leadership in 
their struggle against H itler. 
Such aid is indeed hard fo r them 
to find, even i f  they had the most 
powerful short-wave r a d i o s .  
Moscow tells them to look to the 
“ United Nations”  fo r help. And 
the current news from the 
“ United Nations”  is that the 
French fascist Admiral Darlan is 
collaborating w ith  the “ United 
Nations”  forces in North Africa.

A German worker might now 
well hesitale in expressing his 
opposition to the Nazis—even i f  
the “ United Nations”  were on the 
German borders—because some 
General Eisenhower might come 
to an understanding w ith their 
fascist oppressors.

That the German woi-kers s till 
dare to raise choir voices in op
position to H itler, in spite o f the 
lack of outside aid and leadership, 
testifies both to the desperateness 
of conditions w ithin Gennany and 
to the v ita lity  of the workers.

December 2, 1942

Price Control, Wage Freezing 
and In fla tion

C. CHARLES, Instructor

December 4, 1942

Indafs Struggles for Freedom

JOHN G. WRIGHT, Instructor

A t 116 University Place—2d FI.

Aid Asked For 
Negro Striker 
Framed in 1940
Carl Gilmore is a Negro member 
of Local 693 of the International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters. Chauf
feurs, Warehousemen and Help
ers, AFL. As a result of his 
color, he was sentenced to ten 
years in ja il because he happened 
to be present at the moment a 
striker h it a scab.

Gilmore’s unjust sentence is 
now being appealed to Governor 
Lehman of New York by the 
Workers Defense League. Even 
i f  the League is successful in Its 
plea, Gilmore w ill already have 
served two years in  Attica state 
prison.

In August, 1940 the teamster 
local was on strike against a Bing 
hampton, N. Y., trucker. Gilmore 
and E llis Klepfer, an official of 
the local, attempted to persuade 
a scab not to unload his truck. 
The scab became abusive and a 
fie lit broke out between him and 
Klepfer. The scab’s nose was hurt 
and he got a cut over the eye.

The following day Gilmore and 
Klepfer were arrested; later they 
were charged with second degree 
assault. When the tria l finally 
opened. Klepfer testified that he 
alone h it the scab and that Gil- 
ihore was only a spectator. Sev
eral witnesses confirmed this fact.

The anti-union ju ry returned a 
verdict of guilty against both de
fendants. When i t  came to sen
tencing. the white Klepfer who 
admitted being involved in  the 
fight, was given 2% to 5 years; 
the Negro Gilmore, the admitted 
spectator, was given a prison 
term of 9 to 10 years!

Upoh appeal to a higher court 
the sentences were reduced to 1 
to 2 years, and -5 to 10 years, for 
Klepfer and Gilmore respectively. 
Klepfer (the white man) was rer 
leased on parole in April of this 
year. Gilmore (the Negro) is 
still in prison.

The Workers Defense League is 
asking unions and individuals to 
write to Governor H. H. Lehman, 
Albany, N. Y., asking fo r clem
ency for Gilmore, and to contri
bute to the Gilmore Defense 
Fund. A ll contributions should be 
addressed to the Workers Defense 
League, 112 E. 19 St. New York, 
and checks should he made pay
able to George S. Counts, Sec’y.
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"LABOR WITH AWHOT BK1I 
CANNOT HAMCIPAT» T fíS B U t 
WHERR LéABOR WITH A BLACK 
SKIN U KBfcNTMBir — KAM

The

Negro Struggle
B y  A lb e r t  P a r k e r .

What Kind of 
'Progress' Is Being 
Made?

Tho Uncle Toms and the Sta
linists keep assuring the Negro 
masses that the war is resulting 
in  automatic progress for the 
struggle against Jim Crowisin. 
The purpose behind these assur
ances is to convince the Negro 
masses that i t  is not necessary 
to conduct a m ilitant, all-out fight 
against those who are responsible 
fo r racial prejudice.
But every week that goes brings 

additional evidence that the Uncle 
Toms and Stalinists are lying in 
the ir teeth. Every week that 
goes by offers new proof that the 
rights of the Negro people are 
under greater attack than ever 
before.

The chief argument behind the 
claim that progress js being made, 
rests on the fact that there has 
been a slight decline in Negro un
employment and the likelihood 
that there w ill be a further de
cline in the coming period.

But that is no proof of prog
ress. I t  simply shows that the 
Jim Crow forces are willing-to- 
use Negro labor to help win the 
war. But i t  does not show the 
slightest indication on the part 
of the Jim Crow forces to grant 
equality to the Negro. After 
all. H itle r is reported to be us
ing some Jewish doctors and 
workers in his war. But only 
a fool or a lia r would contend 
that means the Jewish people 
are making progress in  Ger
many or other Axis-controlled 
countries.
A far better criterion for 

judging progress or lack of prog
ress can be found in the num
bers of physical attacks on Ne
groes, in  the violations of civil 
liberties and of democratic rights. 
We do not have the figures relat
ing to such attacks since Pearl 
Harbor, but a week-to-week ex
amination of the Negro press con
vinces us that the situation is 
at least as bad as i t  was before 
the United States entered the war.

The number of recorded 
lynehings has certainly increas
ed. So, probably, has the num
ber of unrecorded lynehings, 
which are now listed in many 
cases as ordinary killings or ac
cidents or disappearances.
In  the last two weeks alone 

the following stories were printed 
in  the Negro press:

In  Alexandria, La., Raymond 
Carr, Negro soldier who was on 
duty as an MP. “ was attacked 
(on Nov. 11 by one white state 
trooper while another shot him in 
the stomach and back as he at

tempted to rise from the side
walk to which he had been 
knocked.

“ The wounded man was taken 
to a civilian hospital where he 
lay bleeding in  the basement for 
several hours. Later he was 
transferred to the hospital at 
Camp Livingston, where he died 
four days later following an oper
ation." (Associated Negro Press 
report).

The attack was so flagrantly 
unprovoked that the army au
thorities asked the state to ar
rest the trooper and hold him 
for tria l, the same report adds. 
But the state has refused to 
do this.
More than 1500 Negro soldiers 

and civilians in  Florence, S. C. 
battled with throngs of officers 
and white men for more than two 
hours last Saturday, according to 
the Nov. 21 issue of People's 
Voice.

“ Witnesses at the scene con
tend that two police officers ac
costed a Negro soldier, in the 
Negro section of the city, at
tempted to arrest him and began 
mistreating and beating him 
without cause. Other soldiers 
gathered, surrounded the officers 
and tried to free the soldier . . . ” 

The crowd grew, and “every 
available city and m ilita ry police
man, county officer and highway 
patrolman was called, supple
mented by the fire department.... 
Police used rio t guns, hand gren
ades, tear-gas, sub-machine guns 
and every available weapon to 
disperse the crowd which had 
reached the proportion of two 
squares of the section.”  More 
than 20 were jailed, and a large 
number reported injured.

The same issue of People’s 
Voice carries a story about New 
York City which proved that 
such attacks on Negroes are by 
no means confined to the 
South.
A white city detective, who 

was drunk according to an eye
witness account, shot down an 
unarmed, defenseless Negro bus- 
boy last Monday morning. Just 
as the newspapers in  the South 
usually cover up such attacks by 
the cry of “ rape,”  so the New 
York capitalist press printed a 
completely- unconfirmed story 
about a “ mugging”  attack on the 
detective. A  Voice editorial cor
rectly describes the a ffa ir as “ no 
different from a lynching.”

I f  this kind of “ progress" con
tinues — and i t  w ill, unless the 
Negro people offer i t  greater 
resistance — Negro rights by 
the end of the war w ill have 
reached a new low fo r the 20th 
century.

WOMEN IN INDUSTRY
Double Standard for W ar Plant Wages

By MARIE TAYLOR

We hear a great deal these 
days about how the women of 
the United States are “ doing their 
b it.”  Making guns and ammuni
tion, operating lathes, m illing 
machines and d rill presses, set
ting  up tools, working on ships, 
in  steel factories and a ircraft 
plants — women are entering in
dustry in greater numbers than 
men, and are rapidly replacing 
them in the most skilled types 
o f jobs.

Reports of the U. S. Depart
ment of Labor show that in Sept., 
1942 almost 15 million women 
were employed, and that one-fifth 
o f these were working in war 
industries. By the end of this 
year, an additional one-half m il
lion w ill join them. And, accord
ing to the A FL Weekly News 
Service of Nov. 17, “ the figure 
is expected to be increased by 
another 3,000,000.”

Secretary of Labor Perkins 
last week lowered the age re
quirement to permit girls 16 and 
17 years old to work in war 
plants. The War and Navy De
partments had requested this ac
tion on the grounds that con
tinuation of the 18 year minimum 
fo r women “ would impair seri
ously the conduct of government 
business by retarding essential 
production.”

Every woman from California 
to New York who has applied fo r 
work in these new fields knows 
about the double standard of 
wages. For the same jobs that 
pay men anywhere from  75c to 
$1.10 an hour, women are offered 
from  45c to 60c.

In one large defense factory, 
women instructors receive 60c an 
hour, although the men they 
teach are paid 70c.

The gun manufacturing indus
try , fo r example, maintains a sex 
differential for experienced work
ers as well as beginners. Rates 
fo r men start at 60 to 74.6c an 
hour, while women are given only 
43.5 to 45c.

The Women’s Bureau of the 
Department of Labor reveals that

in nearly a ll cases, the lowest 
rate fo r men was always at least 
10 cents above the highest rate 
fo r women. Women do the same 
work, do it  just as well — in 
fact, experts claim that in cer
tain types of work, such as the 
handling of precision instru
ments, women show greater apti
tude and accuracy — yet almost 
without exception they are paid 
less. This amounts to a wage 
cut.

Many women workers are be
ginning to wonder just who bene
fits from all this shouting about 
women in industry “ doing their 
bit.”  I f  the bosses are able to pay 
women 10- to 50 cents an hour 
less than they formerly paid men, 
then that extra money simply 
goes back into the bosses’ pock
ets. Surely this wage cut does 
not help the woman worker who 
is struggling to maintain her 
home and fam ily in spite of the 
high cost of living. Nor is i t  any 
help to the soldier at the front. 
In fact, just the opposite is true; 
i t  is a serious blow both to the 
workers and to the soldiers.

Women who are working in the 
plants and factories today must 
realize that i t  is their duty to 
protect the wages and working 
standards of the men whose 
places they are taking. These 
men spent long and b itter years 
of struggle to achieve better 
wages and decent working condi
tions, and i t  is up to the women 
workers to at least maintain 
these standards. I f  soldiers come 
back to find the ir jobs which 
paid 90c an hour being filled by 
women who accept 60c, that w ill 
mean a serious setback to their 
long fight.

In self-defense, then, all work
e r ,  women and men, and all 
trade unions must figh t fo r the 
right of women workers to re
ceive the same pay as men work
ers. Women in industry, “ do your 
b it”  — but make sure i t  is fo r 
the workers and soldiers, and not 
fo r the boss.

Production Is  Sabotaged By 
Big Business, CIO Charges

CIO Convention Reporters Describe Chaos in Industry
By F E L IX  MORROW

The h igh  po in t in  the CIO conve n tion  at Boston, Nov. 9-13, was the 
discussion Wednesday a fte rnoon  on the real s itua tion  o f  war p roduc tion .

On th is  question the CIO leadersh ip  l i f te d  the l id  a b it  and revealed 
some examples o f what is go ing on u n d e r the*auspiees o f the W ar P roduction  
Board.

The p r in c ip a l re p o rt was made by W alte r Reuther, U A W  vice-presi
dent and “ advisor”  to the Labor P ro d u c tio n  D iv is ion  o f  the W PB.

“ W hen the records are had, i f  they are ever had,”  R euther declared, 
“ we w il l  lea rn  tha t the great, p o w e rfu l m onopolies in  Am erica who con tro l
the economic life of this nation, w ill be found gu ilty  of the® 
most deliberate sabotage of the efforts of this country to tota lly 
mobilize its national resources of production machinery.”

There is no real over-all planning by the representatives 
of Big Business who run the WPB, said Reuther. Each one is 
looking out for his own private interests. “ They always think 
about their own shop, they always th ink about post-war com
petitive problems, and i f  they think doing a certain thing w ill 
put their industry in an unfavorable position in the post-war 
period they don’t do it, even though it means that 10,000 more 
boys will have to give their lives®' 
on the fighting fronts.”

DIFFICULTIES WITH TANKS
Soviet tank experts have 

sharply criticized American tank 
performance, particularly motors. 
There is lack of standardization 
of motors in American tanks, cre
ating tremendous difficulties in 
servicing and repairing them. 
Even worse, in the case of the 
M-3 tank, a ircraft engines were 
used which required 100 octane 
gasoline which ignited very eas
ily, turning tanks into flaming 
coffins.

Why, then, when orders were 
placed fo r M-4 tanks, didn’t  the 
government insist that all tanks 
should have the same kind of 
motor? The chaos in this field 
was described by Reuther:

“ We found that F o r d  was 
building a tank engine fo r their 
M-4 tanks, that General Motors 
was building two Diesel engines 
fd r their M-4 tanks, and that 
Chrysler was going to put five 
automobile engines in each M-4 
tank.

“ We checked w ith engineers, 
and every engineer we talked to, 
whether in Ford, Chrysler, or 
General Motors, the engineers— 
not the coupon clippers — said 
that the thing should not be done’ 
that way. The Chrysler engin
eers said that to put five auto
mobile engines in a tank was the

Carlson Vote Was 
Not Recorded By 
Minn. Officials
Canvass'g Board Did 
Not Even Include 
Official County Vote

No figures showing the vote 
received by Grace Carlson, 
write-in candidate o f the Social
ist Workers Party fo r U. S. 
Senator from Minnesota in the 
Nov. 3 elections, are recorded 
in the report of the state’s of
ficial Canvassing Board, re
leased by the Secretary of 
State’s office last week.

This failure to record the 
Carlson vote has all the earmarks 
of political discrimination. For in 
the same Secretary of State’s of
fice are filed the official reports 
of the d ifferent counties, some of 
which do record votes fo r  Grace 
Carlson.

And while the Canvassing 
Board failed to record the vote 
fo r Carlson, i t  issued the follow
ing figures fo r other sticker 
candidates, who are all Repub
licans or Democrats: 18 votes fo r 
C. Elmer Anderson, candidate fo r 
Lieutenant-Governor; 298 votes 
fo r H arry O’Brien, candidate fo r 
Congress from the Sixth D istrict; 
2 votes fo r Frank O’Brien, also 
candidate fo r Congress from the 
Sixth District.

The official report to the 
Secretary of State from Hen
nepin County gave 15 votes to 
Carlson; the Ramsey County 
report gave her 5 votes.

A check on the precincts from 
which these votes, came showed 
that in Hennepin County votes 
fo r Carlson were shown in only 
10 out of 427 precincts; in Ram
sey County only 4 precincts were 
recorded. The check also shows 
that many o f the known votes 
from Minneapolis and St. Paul 
were not reported.

But i f  the highest election 
hoard in the state suppresses or 
conceals the vote recorded for a 
m inority candidate, how much 
better can be expected of pre
cinct, ward and county boards?

The failure to record duly 
registered votes is a corrupt elec
tion practice, according to the 
Minnesota state-election laws.

worst technical abortion that ever 
came out of our industry.”

Why, then, didn’t  the govern
ment put an end to this chaos 
and see to i t  tha t one standard
ized engine was used in all M-4 
tanks?

Because, Reuther said, the big 
companies could not agree among 
themselves to do so. Ford was 
in a position to manufacture 
enough standardized engines fo r 
all M-4 tanks but, said Edsel 
Ford to Reuther, “ General Mo
tors would be sore and Chrysler 
would be sore.”

Then, Reuther said, he went to 
Washington to try  to get the War 
Department to agree to it. Un
der-secretary of War Patterson 
sent him down the line. “ I  talked 
to ha lf a dozen generals, and 
they said i t  sounded good, but 
there was one more fellow we 
would have to convince.”

WHY HE REFUSED
This fellow was General Glan- 

cey, in charge of tank production 
in the Detroit area. Reuther ta lk
ed to him and got nowhere. The 
conclusion of their interview is 
told by Reuther as follows:

“ This gentleman whom we were 
unable to convince said to me, 
‘You don’t  know, Reuther, I  am 
a Vice President of the General 
Motors Corporation.’. . . What 
happens to a labor leader or a 
fellow in the shop who holds up 
the war e ffo rt like that? He 
doesn’t get promoted, and yet 
this fellow has since been made 
a General.”

COMPANIES HOARD SCRAP
While the government is ex

horting the country to collect 
scrap, the big corporations are 
sitting on huge quantities of it, 
refusing to release i t  except as 
they arrange fo r favors in re
turn from the War Production 
Board, Reuther reported;

“ I  believe that collecting tin  
cans is a ll very fine, but the real 
scrap in America is inside of the 
factories. In the automobile in
dustry there are tens of thou
sands of tons of chromium steel 
piled up, management refusing to

turn i t  in because they think 
some day they may be able to 
use some of these tools and dies. 
We have been pressuring, but the 
people in Washington in charge 
of the scrap campaign lack the 
courage and the vision to go out 
and get this scrap.

“ Three weeks ago in Detroit 
and in Pontiac, General Motors 
was asked .to turn in some of the 
scrap piled up in one of their 
plants. They fina lly agreed, after 
the WPB agreed to buy them 
o ff: in order to get the scrap 
piled up in that plant the WPB 
agreed to let General Motors 
make up fenders fo r 1936, 1937 
and 1938 jalopies although i t  was 
contrary to the order of the WPB 
which says that only functional 
replacement parts shall be manu
factured. There again you get 
this tie-up between big business 
and' the people who are running 
the war e ffo rt in  Washington. 
General Motors has to be bribed 
to get their scrap.”

The same chaos, resulting from 
private profiteering, takes place 
in the Manpower Commission, 
Reuther reported. Orders fo r uni
forms placed by army brass hats 
in non-union areas results in the 
following:

“ One day the pants makers 
come in  to the Manpower Com
mission and they haven’t  any 
work in New York City. We learn 
that the pants are being made 
in the South by agricultural 
w o r k e r s  who have been 
thrown into these new plants in 
the South, and yet they say there 
are no agricultural workers, be
cause the agricultural workers 
are making the pants and the 
pants makers in  New York are 
walking the streets.”

U. S. STEEL’S BONANZA
Another delegate, Rutenberg of 

the United Steel Workers, told 
the outrageous story of how WPB 
and Arm y officials insist on build
ing, w ith  government funds, a g i
gantic armor plate m ill fo r U. S. 
Steel Corp. at Gary, Indiana, al
though the f)lant is not needed. 
Rutenberg stated:

“ The armor plate now being 
produced fo r the tank program 
is being produced by 31 small 
businesses through a pool. Philip 
Murray suggested that these 
small sub-contractors be expand
ed instead of building a brand 
new plant fo r U. S. Steel. I t  is, 
admitted by the Arm y and the 
WPB that these small companies 
can adequately fu lf i l l  all the 
needs of the army tank program.
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“ I t  is admitted that the Gary 
project fo r U. S. Steel, expanding 
into an area that is congested, is 
not necessary, and a ll the Army 
says is that they are merely com
pleting the Gary plant to have 
stand-by facilities. . . Some of 
the smaller companies are going 
to have to be eliminated in  order 
to make way fo r this new gigan
tic  armor plate m ill of the U. S. 
Steel Corp. bu ilt w ith govern
ment funds.”

CHAMPAGNE FOR 
AUSTRALIA

Harry Bridges of the CIO long
shoremen added this story:

“ Just two weeks ago in the 
port of San Francisco, CIO water
front and warehouse workers had 
to unload and help store a lai-ge 
cargo of Australian wines, cham
pagnes and brandies that had just 
come from Australia. Right 
across the dock, at the same 
docks our liien were engaged in 
loading practically a fu ll load on 
another ship, of California wines, 
champagnes and brandies to go 
down to Australia.

“ A t the same time other ships, 
waiting to load • and transport 
weapons and materials to the U. 
S. Arm y in Australia were being 
delayed because there was not 
sufficient manpower at that time 
to do the job.”

The workers call this . the 
“ booze and bananas policies”  of 
the g o v e r n m e n t ,  reported 
Bridges.

WPB ANTI-LABOR
Sabotage of war production in 

the interest of private p ro fit goes 
hand in hand w ith anti-labor ac
tivities in the War Production 
Board, Reuthter reported.

“ I  am going to name names, 
because I  th ink the time has pass
ed when we should protect these 
fellows down there who are do
ing a job .on us,”  he said, and. 
singled out the example of WPB 
head Donald Nelson’s adviser, 
Sidney Weinberg. Reuther de
clared:

“ I  saw a document which 
proves beyond doubt that Mr. 
Weinberg is using material put 
out by a notorious strikebreaker, 
labor baiter and anti-Semite,- one 
Harry Jung in the ‘Chicago-Tri- 
bune’ Building. . . Mr. Weinberg 
is using material from this fe l
low’s agency in his fig h t against 
organized labor inside the WPB.”

The same charge was made in 
general form by CIQ President 
Philip Murray, in his opening ad
dress, when he said: “ What are 
they running in Washington? A  
war production organization to 
win the war, or a war production 
organization to destroy labor?” .

Neither Murray nor Reuther 
enlarged on this important reve
lation, but i t  'is clear that they 
have detailed knowledge of a de
liberate union-busting campaign 
conducted by the heads of the 
WPB.

But isn’t  labor supposed to be 
represented on the WPB, etc.? 
Reuther said, on that score: “ On 
the question of labor representa
tion I  th ink we had better be 
honest w ith  ourselves. We do not 
have any labor representation in 
Washington. Labor has been com
pletely liquidated. We have a l i t 
tle b it of window dressing down 
there in spots, but i t  is nothing 
more than window dressing.”

ROOSEVELT’S NAM E TABOO
Who is responsible fo r this s it

uation? Reuther began by prom
ising to name names, but one 
name he did not name: the man 
who appointed the heads o f the 
WPB and the Manpower Com
mission and who has used labor 
leaders as window-dressing fo r 
Big Business control of war pro
duction.

That man is, o f course, Presi
dent Roosevelt. But neither Reu
ther, Murray or any of the other 
top CIO leaders named him. In 
stead, as last year at the Detroit 
convention, they renewed their 
servile pleas to Roosevelt to give 
labor “ better representation.”  
Why their last year’s pleas had 
not been answered, none o f them 
dared say.

(Another of Felix Morrow’s ar
ticles on the CIO convention w ill 
appear next week.)

HOW SOVIET UNION 
CONDUCTED WAR UNDER 
LEN IN  AND TROTSKY

In  the near future THE M IL
ITANT w ill begin a series of ar
ticles showing how the policy 
of revolutionary warfare carried 
by the first Soviet government 
defeated the efforts of the most 
powerful imperialist powers to 
destroy the workers’ state.— Ed.

THE LIBERALISM OF 
WENDELL WILLKIE

B y  M . M o rr is o n

I t  is not to be expected that an 
individual representing the inter
ests of American monopoly capi
talism ‘ should openly proclaim 
that fact. On the contrary, it  is 
to be expected that he should try  
to conceal his real sentiments as 
much as possible under a cover 
of words and phrases that convey 
the impression of the noblest' al
truism.

A t times, however, a situation 
arises when the representative of 
an imperialist group is in a posi
tion to utilize liberal phraseo
logy without being guilty of too 
much hypocrisy. I t  is a situation 
where the interests of the imper
ia list group which he represents 
coincide, for a short period of 
time, with a course commonly 
taken to be liberal in character.

On the one hand we have 
Churchill who. w ith tho best of 
intentions for mankind, especially 
that section of i t  comprising the 
big capitalists of Great Britain, 
must, nevertheless, play a role 
which every liberal condemns as 
reactionary. He has not come, 
says Churchill, to preside over the 
liquidation of the British Empire. 
His role is being played under cir 
cumstances which make i t  d iffi
cult, i f  not impossible, to stand 
forth as the champion of freedom 
for all the oppressed peoples.

Wendell W illkie, on the other 
hand, is far more fortunate in 
that the same situation which 
compels Churchill to be a die
hard reactionary, enables W illkie 
to come forth as the champion 
of economic and political inter
nationalism. W illkie glories in 
his newly-acquired role of liberal 
protagonist and all the democrats 
are entranced by and astounded 
at the transformation of the W ill
kie of 1940, representing the Re
publican Party and Wall Street 
against the liberal Roosevelt, into 
the W illk ie  of 1942 calling for 
the liberation of India and an end 
to all imperialism.

I t  would not at all be surpris
ing i f  some' liberals and labor 
leaders would begin a campaign 
for a new party led by Roosevelt 
and W illk ie  in  opposition to the 
reactionaries of both the Repub
lican and Democratic parties. Did 
not Dubinsky, the president of 
the International Ladies Garment 
Workers, express a desire to draft 
W illk ie  to run as candidate for 
governor of New York against 
Dewey and Bennett?

Marxists do not rule out the 
possibility of a change of heart 
on the part of an individual. I t  
has happened that socialists have 
gone over to the side of imperi
alists and i t  is possible for the 
reverse to occur, though not so 
probable. Social pressure is all 
the other way.

In the case of W illkie, however, 
i t  is not at all necessary to postu
late the theory of a fundamental 
change in his thinking. It. is only 
necessary to analyze correctly the 
situation calling forth his liberal 
expressions to conclude that he 
s till represents the same group 
that he represented In 1940 when 
he was campaigning against 
Roosevelt.

t- % *

As against Roosevelt, W illk ie  in 
1940 emphasized the desire of 
American monopoly capitalism to 
free itself from the restraints 
placed upon i t  by the labor legis
lation o f . an administration anxi
ous to solve the problems of Amer
ican capitalism through a liberal 
approach. A t present, under Roos
evelt the social gains of labor 
are being whittled down and from 
tile point of view of American 
monopolists do not at all consti
tute the most important problem 
confronting it. What W illk ie  is 
concerned with Is the desire of 
American monopoly capitalism to 
win the war and the peace. In 
this task his main enemy is not 
Roosevelt who agrees w ith him on 
all essentials, but Churchill, the 
representative of British imperi
alism.

W illk ie  represents the same 
group now that he did in  1940. 
But his ideas at present appear 
to be liberal because his oppo
nent, Churchill, represents a de
cadent and reactionary empire re
quiring direct political control of 
its colonies. The group of mono
poly capitalists represented by 
W illk ie  has everything to gain 
and nothing to lose, at this par
ticular period, by adopting a " lib 
eral”  position towards the colo
nial peoples.

American monopoly capitalism 
is much more powerful, industri
ally, than B ritish  monopoly capi
talism. On the basis of " fa ir ” 
competition, that is, where Great 
Brita in does not have the poli
tical control of any colonial na
tion, the advantage is all with 
American monopoly capitalism.

What chance has British mono
poly capitalism in  India, Malaya, 
Burma and other colonial nations 
as against American monopoly 
capitalism, provided the British 
do not have the power to levy 
taxes on American capital and 
goods? What chance have the 
Dutch capitalists in the East In 
dies as against the American capi
talists?

Granting the colonial peoples 
the “ freedom”  to chose between 
the commodities of the competing 
highly developed capitalist na
tions means assuring supremacy 
for the American capitalists.

* * *

“ Now assume,”  says W illkie in 
his speech before the Herald-Trib
une Forum, held in New York 
City last week, "that the Allies 
reconquer these areas (Hong 
Kong, Singapore, etc.) — shall we 
return them to their previous sta
tus where their defense was cour
ageous but inadequate and their 
peoples undeveloped under the 
governmental custody of some one 
nation? Or shall they be wards 
of the United Nations, their basic 
commodities made freely available 
to the world . . . ; the fu ll yield 
of their resources used for their 
own health, their own education 
and development? . .. . ”

Noble sentiments indeed! But 
i t  so happens that they coincide 
w ith the interests of American 
monopoly capitalism. We can of 
course exclude everything refer
ring to granting the fu ll yield of 
their resources to the colonial 
peoples. I t  is hardly conceivable 
that American monopoly capital
ism is. so altru istic as to give up 
all profits voluntarily. Its a ltru
ism is confined to taking the co
lonial peoples away from the ex
clusive jurisdiction of British 
monopoly capitalism.

* * *

I t  is not necessary to assume 
that W illk ie  is a hypocrite, in the 
sense that he consciously uses lib 
eral phraseology to cover up his 
real .designs. This point need 
not be argued, not only because 
it is d ifficult to prove it  one way 
or another, but because i t  is im
material. The important thing 
is to understand the forces W ill
kie represents and why, at this 
time, he can and does express lib 
eral sentiments. Equally impor
tant is i t  that no one be fooled 
by these liberal expressions.

But is it  not true that in his 
own Republican Party there are 
many leading elements hostile to 
W illk ie ’s liberal ideas? And does 
that not prove that W illk ie  is a 
real liberal and that only the re
actionary Republicans voice the 
sentiments and desires of Ameri
can monopoly capitalism?

I t  would be altogether too mech- 
anioal to conceive of the American 
capitalist class as a homogeneous 
group always united on all poli
cies. The contradictions and con
flicts w ith in  the capitalist class 
are too many and various to per
m it complete unanimity under 
all circumstances. W ith some 
sections of the capitalist class 
isolationism s till plays and w ill 
continue to play an important 
role.

The far-sighted sections of the 
American capitalist class, under
standing the needs and interests 
of American capitalism, w ill back 
W illkie and Roosevelt. One can 
rest assured that this is the deci
sive section of the American capi
ta list class, and that, regardless 
of W illk ie ’s personal political for
tunes, ■will succeed in  having 
W illk ie ’s foreign policies adopted.

As against W illk ie ’s economic 
internationalism, which repres
ents the interests of American 
monopoly capitalism, the Ameri
can workers must propose world 
socialism which means true inter
nationalism without exploitation 
and w ith true equality and free
dom for all nations and peoples 
of the world.
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F O U R — T H E  M I L I T A N T

Write to us —  tell us what's going on in  your part of the labor movement —  what are 
the workers thinking about? —  what are the bos ses up to? —  the labor leaders? —  the Stalin
ists? Send us that story the capitalist press wouldn 't print and that story they buried or distort
ed —  let us ■know whether‘ you agree or disagree with the views expressed in- this paper. Letter 
should carry name and address, but indicate i f  you do not want your name printed.

A Delegate on the 
Convent'n of the AFL 
Distillery Workers
Editor:

The first biennial convention of 
the Distillery, Rectifying and 
Wine Workers International Un
ion, AFL, was held Oct. 26 to 28 
in Hotel Commodore,. New York 
City. Though the union is young, 
a right wing bureaucracy is al
ready beginning to crystalize and 
i t  railroaded the convention in a 
manner that would have done W il
liam Green proud.

There were two key committees 
—the resolution and constitution 
committees. The International of
ficers saw to i t  that these com
mutes were composed of people 
they could keep in  line. And 
brothers, they went righ t down 
the line with all the bureaucracy’s 
suggestions. There was only one 
organized group in the convention 
and that was the machine of the 
International officers.

The convention lasted three 
\ days and fu lly  two of those days 
were wasted w ith speeches from 
outside union leaders, boss po liti
cians, and even the bosses them
selves. A ll of the speakers said 
about the same thing — "Win 
the war”  and "Down w ith  the 
prohibitionists!”  For that mat
ter, there was litt le  difference be
tween the outside speeches and 
those of the union officials. One 
could have closed his eyes during 
any of the speeches and not been 
able to tell a labor leader from 
a boss politician.

The only fight in  the conven
tion took place when the Inter
national officers introduced a res
olution which, in effect, raised 
the ’ per capita tax paid by the 
locals. Several delegates spoke 
in opposition to this move and 
demanded that a roll call be taken.

The leadership tried to block this 
move. They failed to block the 
roll call but they won the in 
crease in  per capita by an ex
tremely narrow margin.

In conclusion I would say that 
this first convention showed that 
the International officers have 
things well in hand, but that 
there is a m ilitant rank and file 
which is ready to fight when im
portant issues arise and when 
they are given any leadership.

A DELEGATE

W ants T o  H e lp  
T H E  M IL IT A N T
Editor:

I  have subscribed to THE 
M ILITA N T but have not received 
my copies. Can you give me any 
information ?

I  have a relative that gets the 
Sunday Worker through the mail 
regularly. O f course we know 
that outfit has gone all out on 
the “ War Deal”  and maybe tha t’s 
the reason.

So i f  my paper is held up fo r 
any reason, please let me know 
and maybe we can take some ac
tion here.

H. R.
F lin t, Michigan

Stalinist Role 
In the UE
Editor:

You might be interested to 
learn that the Stalinist bureau
crats in  my union are beginning 
to have difficulty even w ith their 
own rank and file, in  putting 
across their sell-out actions.

A t the last meeting of Local 
430 of the UERMWA in New 
York City, the Stalinist leader
ship attempted to set a precedent 
where in  case a union member 
is just a little  too m ilitant, lie

can be expelled and discharged 
from the job. But this move was 
even too raw for the Stalinist 
rank and file.

Horni Signal, a plant employ
ing 425 workers, has been giving 
the men a lot of overtime during 
the last few months. One morn
ing there was a notice on the 
time clock that all overtime would 
be discontinued in a couple of 
days. That afternoon 50 people 
of one department punched out 
after 8 hours instead of working 
overtime.

The boss called up the union 
saying this was a wildcat strike 
and named one man responsible 
for it. The three organizers, two 
of them Stalinists, had a meeting 
and sent a letter to the boss stat
ing that the worker had been 
discharged.

A t the local union meeting 
there was a storm of protest. The 
discussion revealed the rising 
doubts that assail the rank and 
file Stalinists concerning their 
line. Many workers took the floor 
to speak against the action of the 
organizers. The shop chairman 
said, that the workers in the shop 
thought the fired man should be 
given another chance. One mem
ber said that 61 workers had de
cided not to report for work the 
next day i f  the fired m ilitant 
was not reinstated.

The Stalinist bureaucrats, when 
they saw resistance in  their own 
ranks, backed down pretty fast 
and promised the membership to 
reinstate the worker.

A ll this shows that it is becom
ing increasingly difficult for the 
honest Stalinists, who believe 
they are figh ting  fo r the working 
class, to reconcile the concepts of 
m ilitant unionism with their own 
boss-appeasing line.

R. S.
NEW YORK CITY
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JOIN US IN FIGHTING FOR:
1. M ilita ry  tra in in g  o f  workers, financed 

by the governm ent, b u t under co n tro l 
o f  the trade unions. Special o ffice rs ’ 
tra in in g  camps, financed by the gov
ernm ent bu t con tro lled  by the trade 
un ions, to  tra in  w orkers to  become 
o ffice rs .

2. Trade u n io n  wages fo r  a ll workers 
d ra fted  in to  the arm y.

S. F u ll equa lity  fo r  Negroes in  the armed 
forces and the war industries—r-Down 
w ith  J im  Crow ism  everywhere.

4 . Confiscation o f  a ll war p ro fits . E xp ro 
p r ia tio n  o f a ll war industries and th e ir  
ope ra tion  under w orkers ’ con tro l.

5 . F o r a r is in g  scale o f  wages to  meet the 
ris in g  cost o f  liv in g .

6 . W orkers Defense Guards against v ig 
ilan te  and fascist attacks.

7. A n Independent Labor P arty  based on 
the Trade Unions.

8 . A  W orke rs ’ and Farm ers’ Govern
m ent.

A  Reminder 
To The FBI

Last week THE MILITANT carried an open 
letter to Attorney-General Biddle by James P. 
Cannon, National Secretary of the Socialist W ork
ers Party, reporting inquiries made by FBI agents 
of SWP leaders concerning a train wreck that oc
curred in Pittsburgh in March, 1941.

According to the FBI agents, a train carrying 
engineers and officials of the Soviet Union nar
rowly escaped being involved in the wreck. On this 
ground, the FBI agents declared, they were in
vestigating and would continue to investigate 
leaders and members of the Trotskyist movement.

As Comrade Cannon pointed out in his open 
letter, all our writings and activities “ show clearly 
that we are opposed to individual violence and 
sabotage”  and “ any attempt to attribute ideas and 
practices to us outside of those that are openly 
advocated by us must be publicly called by its 
right name: a prelude to a frame-up.”

To this might be added another fact to demon
strate the fantastic character of the inquisition 
being carried on by the agents of the Department 
of Justice.

In March, 1941 the Soviet Union had just con
cluded its war with Finland. A t that time the 
Trotskyist movement was one of the few organiza
tions in the United States which openly advocated 
defense of the Soviet Union.

A t that time, when all the fair-weather "friends 
of the Soviet Union”  had succumbed to democratiq 
capitalist pressure and were denouncing the work
ers’ state as "imperialist,”  the Trotskyists alone 
stood firm, calling on the workers of the world to 
support the Soviet Union, despite the crimes of 
Stalinism, against the assaults of imperialism and 
the agents of imperialism.

In that same period, everyone w ill recall, the 
government of the United States was also denounc
ing the Soviet Union and encouraging campaigns 
to send aid to “ poor little  Finland.”

And yet today the agents of this same govern-* 
ment have the audacity to im ply that the Trotsky
ists might have been connected with anti-Soviet 
sabotage!

They Explode 
Their Own A lib i

For the past week Washington has been jus tify 
ing its embrace of French fascist Adm iral Darlan 
in North Africa on the ground o f m ilita ry  ex
pediency. Those who protested the placing o f the 
Atlantic Charier in moth balls so early in the 
game, were told that this was a question for hard- 
headed m ilita ry  men who weighed all things upon 
the realistic scale o f tanks and ships and planes.

A rthur Krock, N. Y. Times’ Washington cor
respondent, interviewed top m ilita ry  men and ad
ministration spokesmen in Washington and then 
wrote in the Times o f Nov. 17:

“ One of those questioned said today: ‘War has

forced us idealists and democrats to quantitative, 
rather than qualitative, morality as the test. If, 
for example, Goering should offer to come over 
with a few planes, we don’t want him. He w ill 
cost more than he w ill contribute. But i f  he can 
bring the Luftwaffe w ith him we’ll receive him ’.’’

Washington’s claim, then, is that democratic 
principles are subordinated only when forced by 
m ilita ry necessities. But even this alibi was ex
ploded last week when news arrived of a deal 
between the U. S. State Department and Vichy 
fascist Admiral George Robert, High Commissioner 
of the French West Indies and French Guiana.

A State Department official has signed a pact} 
which guarantees the - French Admiral that the 
United Nations w ill underwrite his control of the 
French possessions in South America i f  he would 
cut loose from the Laval Government 'and “ act 
independently." The Admiral has done this and 
is thus assured of the continuation of his power 
and policies.

What "m ilita ry  necessities”  forced this scuttling 
of the Four Freedoms? Admiral Robert controlled 
no strategic territory, nor did he have a m ilita ry 
machine capable of resisting the “ United Nations.” 
Certainly his materials of war were not in sufficient 
quantities to be coveted by the American generals. 
In fact, the few French war ships stationed in 
French Martinique w ill continue “ immobilized”  
under the agreement.

Surely the natives of the West Indies and South 
America are anxious to obtain the benefits of the 
Four Freedoms for themselves. Since the excuse 
of "m ilita ry  necessity”  can’t  be presented in this 
case, what possible conclusion can they draw except' 
that the Four Freedoms serve merely as window 
dressing in this war?

Roosevelt said that the Atlantic Charter applied 
to the whole world. However, the world seems to 
be shrinking. Churchill has exempted the British 
Empire, and now Roosevelt has exempted the 
French Empire.

Manpower And The 
40-Hour Week

Numerous individuals and committees have 
been busying themselves w ith the problem of the 
approaching manpower shortage. But under the 
guise of solving the problem of the labor supply, 
a determined attack is being launched against the 
wages and conditions of the workers.

Compulsory labor service, the step advocated by 
War Manpower Commissioner Paul McNutt, has 
been shelved as unnecessary for the time being. 
The consensus of opinion is that centralized hiring 
would be able to handle the immediate situation. 
Although exact plans for centralized hiring are 
still obscure, the end result would be to further 
deprive the workers’ rights to bargain collectively.

M cN utt calls fo r “ centralized hiring”  which 
would give him authority to shift the supply of 
labor from industry to industry at w ill. Under 
this plan all hiring would be done through a cen
tral government office, probably the United States 
Employment Service. No worker could get a job 
except through this office and no employer would 
be allowed to hire workers except as received 
through this office.

Under such conditions the right to quit a job 
and find a better one would be nothing but fiction. 
I f  a worker quit because of low pay or poor con
ditions, the central hiring office could send him 
right back to the job he had left.

The present status of manpower control is as 
follows: whatever governmental regulation exists 
is being applied through Selective Service by the 
method of deferment or induction into the army. 
In industries where shortages have developed (cop
per mining, lumbering, dairy and other agricul
tural industries) the workers are deferred from 
m ilita ry service so long as they do not leave their 
jobs. I f  they leave their jobs, they are subject 
to immediate induction into the army.

This method is sufficient to freeze labor in a par
ticular industry, but does not give the govern
ment authority to move workers from'one job to 
another. To get this authority M cNutt and Gen
eral Hershey of Selective Service have been con
ducting a see-saw struggle for the past several 
months.

The National Association of Manufacturers, 
with its own particular anti-labor axe to grind, 
lias entered the picture with a program for “ easing 
the labor shortage.”  The N A M  wants the work 
week lengthened to 48 hours before overtime w ill 
be paid.

A t the head of the move to abolish the 40- 
hour week are members of the Senate and House, 
with those from poll-tax states playing the lead
ing role. Their statements that the abolition of the 
40-hour week w ill increase the amount of labor 
power available is only an attempted swindle to 
hide a proposed wage cut. The work week is not 
at present limited to 40 hours. A  worker may work 
as long as the boss requires him to, provided he is 
paid overtime rates for all hours over 40.

The aim of this campaign is not to increase the 
labor supply, but to increase profits.

McNutt, General Hershey, the bosses and their 
Congressmen are all whittling at the workers’ 
wages and conditions from different sides. They 
shroud their drives with patriotic talk, but their 
motivations spring from pro fit and personal am
bition.

THE RIDDLE OF THE STATE DEPART
MENT, by Robert Bendiner. Farrar and Rine
hart, 1942. 231 pages. $2.0«.

The collaboration in Africa between Roosevelt, 
his State Department and the coterie of French 
fascist m ilita ry leaders headed by Admiral 
Darlan, has touched the sensitivity of the liberals 
to their democratic quicks.

From “ The Riddle Of The State Department,”  
by Robert Bendiner, managing editor of The Na
tion, i t  can be seen that the newest insult to 
democratic idealism in French. A frica is only the 
latest moral in ju ry  to the liberal supporters of 
Roosevelt.

As a spokesman fo r the aggrieved gentry on 
the liberal front, Bendiner presents the history 
of the pro-fascist policy of the State Department, 
and puzzles over the “ paradox”  fo r a couple of 
hundred pages.

Slate D e p a rtm e n t R ecord
Bendiner complains that the United States fed 

supplies to Ita ly, Franco and Japan, and followed 
a policy of appeasement.

This accusation is backed by plenty of facts. 
A fte r Roosevelt gave his “ Quarantine the 
Aggressor”  speech on Oct. 7, 1937, the U. S. sold 
Japan 90% of her scrap iron and steel imports, 
90% of her copper imports, 76% of her a ircra ft 
and plane parts imports.

While the State Department refused to allow 
the shipment of two Red Cross planes to Ethiopia, 
export of raw materials to Ita ly  during the 
Ethiopian war rose in a rapid spiral. Crude oil 
exports to Ita ly  rose from  61,708 barrels in 
October, 1935, to 417,474 barrels one month later.

In the same month Ethiopia got 999 barrels of 
oil.

A fte r assuring Franco’s victory in Spain by 
enforcing an embargo against the Loyalists, the 
United States arranged a $100,000,000 loan to 
fascist Spain through Argentina. Bendiner quotes 
the statement of Franco following the embargo 
of the Loyalists:

“ President Roosevelt behaved in the matter like 
a true gentleman.”

But to th? liberals this support of fascism was 
a breach of democratic etiquette, and constitutes 
the real riddle which faced Bendiner when he 
wrote his book, and which s till faces the-liberal 
wing of Roosevelt’s supporters.

Most of Bendiner’s book is devoted to an at
tempted explanation of Roosevelt’s “ paradoxical” , 
lapses in manners.

According to Bendiner, Roosevelt is beset by 
difficulties in his pusuit o f foreign policy. The 
State Department, he shows, is dominated by 
aristocratic scions of the rich. This state of 
affairs is due to “ tradition”  which Roosevelt 
apparently observes in order not to hurt the 
feelings of antiquarians to whom such things 
arc so very important.

The aristocratic composition of the State De
partment is further explained by more practical 
considerations. “ Diplomatic plums have trad i

tionally been held as suitable award fo r a newly 
elected president to bestow on generous con
tributors to his campaign fund,”  Bendiner states. 
Roosevelt has meticulously observed this trad i
tion also.

Rewarded fo r their generosity to Roosevelt’s 
campaign funds were Anthony Biddle, Doris Duke 
Cromwell's husband, Joseph E. Davies, and other 
multi-millionaires.

For other considerations i t  is customary to 
appoint millionaires to diplomatic posts, since the 
salaries of ambassadors cannot begin to finance 
the champagne parties necessary to the efficient 
functioning of the embassies.

But Bendiner goes deeper than all this. There 
are more profound reasons to explain why Roose
velt “ tolerates the State Department,”  the policies 
of which are not in line with the “ Democratic 
Ideal.”

“ I f  politics were simply an exercise in cold 
logic it would be impossible to explain why Roose
velt tolerates the State Department,”  writes 
Bendiner. Obviously then, “ cold logic”  must be 
discarded.

Although Roosevelt has fu ll control of foreign 
policy by constitutional authority, Bendiner 
claims that “ he lapses into appeasement by way 
o f surrender rather than choice.”

“ The President is not an independent force. . . 
he is a resolution of conflicting forces,”  and these 
conflicting forces, strange to say, result in his 
surrender to the forces,of Big Business, reaction 
and fascism.

Surrender, unfortunately, is not quite the word. 
Roosevelt is under pressure, to be sure. But he 
represents and expresses the views and interests 
of the capitalist class.

The L ib e ra l A na lys is
Bendiner goes to great pains to avoid this con

clusion. Progressing from a repudiation of simple 
logic, in favor of a more “ scientific”  analysis, 
he finally lapses into liberal sentimentality in 
order to explain Roosevelt’s foreign policy*.

“ Hull is an old friend. . . and personal relation
ship is involved,”  he states.

“ Welles, besides having generously contributed 
to (Roosevelt’s) past campaigns, is one of the 
President’s last ties w ith the Groton-Harvard 
world of his youth. . . he enjoys society with 
Welles.”

This is why Roosevelt “ allowed.”  the Stale 
Department to do business w ith Mussolini, 
Franco and the Mikado. Nothing so crass as the 
interests of Wall Street were involved.

And why should politics or world a ffa irs in 
terfere w ith old school ties or beautiful friend
ships?

I t  is, after all, a human thing to do. . . to 
succumb to the State Department fo r the sake 
of something higher, something finer than 
politics.

The Loyalist victims of Franco should under
stand that.

Reviewed by JOSEPH ANDREWS
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Empires Fall, But 
A T& T Carries On

-------------------  By C. CHARLES -------------------

For year after year, decade a fte r decade, through 
years of prosperity and years of depression, w ith  the 
regularity of a fine chronometer, the five billion dollar 
monopoly, American Telephone and Telegraph Com
pany, has declared its- $2.25 dividend each three 
months.

The big question that has kept W all Street in a 
state of intense excitement fo r the last few weeks 
was: Would AT&T continue its custom this quarter?

Last week the top committee of AT&T met and 
gave its decision. Wall Street is happy. Righteousness 
has once more conquered. The noble tradition w ill be 
maintained. Each shareholder of AT&T w ill get $2.25 
fo r each share he owns.

Nations may fa ll and be devastated; the youth of 
the world taken from their jobs and families and 
thrown at one another on battlefields all over the 
globe; women and children driven into industry; chil
dren, le ft w ithout care, become delinquent; farmers 
forced to give up their land; small businesses go 
under; the workers and d irt farmers taxed heavily; 
the necessities of life  rationed; millions torn up from 
their roots and forced to m igrate;—but amidst a ll 
this upheaval and turm oil and change, one thing s till 
remains certain as the coming of n ight and day, the 
dividends of the largest corporation in the world!

Franco and Roosevelt -- 
Friends for a Long Time
W ith the beginning of the Allied invasion of French 

North Africa, President Roosevelt sent warm letters 
of greeting and assurance to General Franco in Spain 
and General Carmona in Portugal.

The letter to Franco -opened: “ I t  is because your 
nation and mine are friends in the best sense of the 
word, and because you and I  are sincerely desirous 
of the continuation of that friendship fo r  our mutual 
good that I  want very simply to te ll you of the com
pelling reasons that have forced me to send a power
fu l American m ilita ry force to the assistance of the 
French possessions in North Africa.”

A fte r an explanation of the m ilita ry  situation, 
Roosevelt writes: “ I hope you w ill accept my fu ll 
assurance that these moves are in no shape, manner, 
or form directed against the government or people 
of Spain or Spanish territory, metropolitan or over
seas.”

The letter concludes w ith, “ I  am, my dear General, 
your sincere friend, Franklin D. Roosevelt.”

Franco, the tool of H itle r and Mussolini and the 
butcher of thousands upon thousands of Spanish anti
fascist workers, is embraced in the warmest terms 
by Roosevelt and assured that his reign of terror 
w ill be respected by the “ United Nations.”

The government of Portugal is no less a m ilita ry 
dictatorship than Gei-many and Spain and she too is 
assured by Washington that no move w ill be made 
against her.

This is no sudden blossoming of a beautiful friend
ship between Roosevelt and Franco. A  few months 
ago Roosevelt promised the Spanish fascist that 
American funds would be available to him fo r “ recon
struction”  after the war. And before that i t  was the 
Roosevelt policy of “ non-intervention”  that prevented 
the heroic Spanish workers from receiving arms when 
they were fighting the Hitler-Mussolini supported 
counter-revolution of the Spanish fascists.

I t  is clear that Roosevelt and Churchill are not 
fighting against fascism, but rather against German 
and Italian attempts to build their own imperialist 
empires.

Newsmen Denounce Censors 
In Washington and London
The British people are being prevented from know

ing what the Americans think and the Americans are 
kept in ignorance of British public opinion. This is 
a charge made this week by both American and 
English correspondents who are victims of tightening 
censorship on both sides of the Atlantic.

Raymond Daniell, N. Y. Times’ London cor
respondent protested this censorship in the Nov. 18 
issue of the Times when he cited instances of the 
mildest sort of criticism of government policy being 
blue penciled by the official censors in London. Some
times, as in the case of Wendell W illk ie ’s objections 
to the British policy in India, the news is merely held 
up until its news value is lost.

That this censorship works both ways across the 
Atlantic is proven by the protests filed w ith the 
authorities by newsmen stationed in both London 
and Washington. Don Iddon, Washington correspon
dent fo r the Sunday Dispatch in England, finally 
cabled a story under a headline informing his readers 
that “ because of the United States censors’ gag”  they 
were not getting the whole tru th  from America.

Iddon said that not only was a ll comment critical 
of the U. S. State Department forbidden, but opinions 
of “ America’s leading columnists were censored”  be
fore transmission out of the country.

“ As a result,”  writes Daniell, “ American readers of 
newspapers today are not getting as complete a 
picture of what is happening here among the exiled 
governments and w ithin them, or fo r that matter, of 
British reactions to American political developments 
as they did, say, a couple of years ago.”

“ Never has the censorship been more odious here 
than since Lieut. Gen. Dwight D. Eisenhower found 
i t  expedient to accept the good offices of Admiral 
Francois Darlan fo r the pacification of North Africa,”  
continues Daniell. “ British disgust at this trade has 
been very frankly expressed but i t  has had to be 
sugar-coated fo r transmission to the United States.”  

The governments of the “ United Nations”  no longer 
confine their censorship to “ news of value to the 
enemy.”  They now attempt to conceal from each other 
internal criticism of their own policies.

The censorship of foreign cables is a logical firs t 
step to more stringent control of what is printed 
w ithin the country. The Post Office’s action in w ith
holding recent issues of THE M IL ITA N T from the 
mails is a big step in this direction.


