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FIGHT WITH THE SOCIALIST
WORKERS PARTY FOR:

A job and a decent living for every wurkfr.

—
]

3. Open the idle factories—operate them under
workers' conirol.

1. A Twenly-Billion dollar Federal public works
and housing program.

4. Thirty-ihirty! S30-weekly minimum wage—
si-hour weekly maximum for all workers on
-“ !ﬂ'hE. i

« N

5. Thirty dellar weekly old-age and disability
pension, -

Expropriate the Sixly Familles.
All war funds to the unemployed.
§. A people's referendum on any and all wars.

8, No secret diplomacoy.
i0, An independent Labor Parly.
11. Workers' Defense Guards against vigllante

and Faselst attacks, )
Full social, political and economic equality
for the Negro people.

A Matter of Taste

“The war of the Soviet Union against fas-
cism will be the most just and most legitimate
of all wars that humanity has known. It will be
a war for the liberation of the oppressed nations
reduced to slavery. It will be for the defense of
the international proletariat and the culture of
the whole of progressive humanity against fas-

cist barbarism.” \
In these resounding words did Pravda, Stal-

in's organ, express itself a few weeks ago, Aug-

ust 14, 1939.
By October 9, however, [zvestia, the Stalin

gpovernment organ, could declare:

“Oine may respect or hate Hitlerism, just as
any other system of political views. This is a
matter of taste. But to undertake war for ‘an-
nihilation of Hitlerism' means to commit crim-
inal folly in politics.”

What is Stalin's taste in this matter? Not to
make war on '‘Hitlerism, that is clear enough.
But to make war on behalf of Hitlerism? If we
are to believe the plain meaning of words, Stal-
in is prepared now, not merely to solidarize him-
self with Hitler on “peace terms”, as he did in
the [zvestia editorial quoted above, but to back
Hitler in the prosecution of the war.

So we are informed, if we understand Eng-
lish, by Mr. Harry Gannes, foreizn editor oi
Stalin's American organ, the Daily Worker. In
the October 10 issue, Mr. Gannes says: “If Lon-
don ind Paris are counting on their blockade
and talk of raw material shortage in Germany
as a means of continuing the imperialist war, the
Soviet Union will soon remedy that.”

And, along the same line, the Stalinists have
dropped all references to both imperialist camps
being “equally guilty.” This radical formulation
(used for but a few weeks) is now dropped; in
its place one finds only the Anglo-French camp
described as “war-mongers,”

This new line—more exactly, this latest un-
foldment of the pro-Htiler line, was ushered in
by the Daily Worker with a tremendous front-
page editorial on October 10. That Hitler has
war aims is not even implied. Indeed, the only
reference to Hitler is this sentence: “German
imperialism, with Hitler at its head, has been
forced to propose peace.” Peace? Forced? By
whom? Why? These key questions are not an-
swered by Gannes or by Stalin, for the good and
sufficient reason that they are conniving with
Hitler in his war demagogzy.

If the Stalinists are silent about Hitler's war
aims, they are eloquent on the subject of his op-
ponents’ war aims, which are the only war aims
they mention. Here is the characterisation of
the war in that big Daily Worker editorial :

“And “Whose war is it? as Earl Browder
asks. It is an imperialist war, a slaughter for
congquest and domination of the world, in which
the Anglo-French imperialists propose to kill off
millions of people to achieve the aims of Cham-
berlain, Churchill, Daladier and Bonnet.”

Hitler's name used to be the only one men-
tioned. Then it led all the rest. Then it was men-
tioned equally with Chamberlain et al. Now it
disappears from the list. The Stalinists have
completed the transition from the camp of An-

. glo-French imperialism to the camp of Hitler.

Just a matter of taste, you see.’
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Poor Little Finland

The patriots do not miss a single trick in their
campaign to whip up the war fever among the
masses. One day it is poor little Poland whose
independence and democratic regime ought to
be saved by a world war. Another day it 1s poor
little Latvia or Lithuania, with their no less no-
toriously democratic regimes that ought to’ be
rescued by imperialism. This week it is poor
{but honest) little Finland over which the patri-
otic scribblers are spilling their ink.

Our views on Stalin’s course in the World
War have been stated often in these columns. It
is reactionary through and through. The pre-
texts for the subjugation of Finland are just as
foul and fraudulent and hypoeritical as they
were in the case of Poland.

But no less foul, fraudulent and hypocritical
arc the tears and lamentations of the patriots.
To hear and read them, you would think that
Finland 15 just a quet hittle mouse that wants
nothing better than to live and let live. That the
people of the country enjoy as close to a para-
dise as sinful humanity can ever hope to attain.
That the government is composed of such nice
people, as democratic as the dickens, and very
meticulous about paying their debts.

Therefore, long hive Finland's brave little ar-
my, and its herpic Field Marshal, Baron Karl

Gustav Emil Mannerheim!

But Finland, after having been granted its
independence from Russia by a quick stroke of
Lenmin's pen, has been a hearth of reaction for
yvears. How can any informed person forget the
unspeakable Mannerheim, ¥inland's master to-
day—or at least its master tomorrow? Of all
the butchers of the post-war White Terror
agammst the working class of Europe, Manner-
heim was perhaps the most infamous. After the
Russian revolution, the Finnish workers and
peasants tried to take power in Finland. They
had to pay for this crime with the lives of their

=

best sons. The Marshal of the White Terror:

was the same Mannerheim who today heads Ifin-
land's army. In a country of little more than
3,000,000 people, he slaughtered 30,000 work-
ers—about one out of every hundred in the pop-
ulation—slaughtered them like cattle in a pack-
ing house.

Who financed .the Finnish counter-revolution,
who helped to consolidate it? The German
Kaiger, the Anglo-French imperialists, and the

United States! The debt which Finland's ruling.

class has been paying back to the United States
with such singular regularity, is dyed with the
blood of the country's martyred thousands.
So again, long live General Baron Karl Man-
nerheim and poor little Finland! Long live the
sacred, progressive, democratic war to save and
protect Roosevelt's pal—the Finnish butcher!

Nazi on anushilnv

The Dentsche Zeitung von Mexico, a Nazi

organ directed and financed by Goebbels, pub-’

lished a long article of admiration for “Marshal
Voroshilov” on Sept. 30, 1939, The author of
the article is a Nazi diplomat, whp has also
worked in the Sovjet Union, He says: “1 myself
met Voroshilov only a few times at official re-
ceptions in the years of my activity in the Soviet
Union; but I know many of his friends includ-
ing those who were in constanf political and
military contact with him."”

The Nazi diplomat narrates in his article
some heroic anecdotes about Voroshilov, and
then reports about the rise of the present Mar-
shal after the Russian civil war:

“Asz early as 1924, he was summoned by Stalin
to Moscow as the commander of the Moscow M-
tary Distrief. Lenin had died meanwhile and Stal-
in became his successor. One of his first measures
was o overturn Trotsky as War Commissar; and
now it was necessary for Btalin to create a firm
and reliable prop against Trotsky®s supporters in
the Mozcow garrison, and Voroshilov was the in-
dicated man, Only a few months later . . . in 1825,
Voroshilow became Soviet Russian Minister of War
and Supreme Commander of the Red Army, a post
which he has occupied uninterruptedly until today,
and during this period he proved to be a sincere
friend of Stalin and a splendid organizer of the
Bovielt Russian army."”

But more interesting and important is what
the Nazis think today about this sincere friend
of Stalin:

“The path that Voroshiloy bas trod from shep-
herd boy to first Marshal of the Soviet Russian
army is undoubtedly & most exceptlonal one, even
for Russian conditions. It is & course achieved only
by those genluszes who are born only obec & Cen-
tury, But perhaps the military career of Klim Vor-
oshilov iz not the most important one of his life,
Much more extraordinary is really the ideological
reversal he went through. The Hitle mechanic of
Lugansk, one of the oldest Bolsheviks , . . who was
an outspoken opponent of zll state order, iz now
one of the first statesmen of the Soviet Unlon, the
supreme commander of the army which has the
tazk not only of defending the Soviet Russlan fron-
tiers but alzo takes care of maintaining order at
home. Its needle-tempered -sword strikes every
one who dares to undermine the state order, de-
stroys every one who still dares today to propa-
gate revolutionary ideas of class struggle, of fra-
ternity of the peoples and of world revolution. And
in this sense, the life of Klim Voroshilov is at the
same time g mirror of the history of the evolution
of the Bolshevik party of Russia which, under the
leadership of Stalin, developed from & Bolshevik
party with world revolutionary aims into a na-
tional-Russian party."

(Continued from Page 1) |
from either camp must be
carefully analvsed to squeeze
from it its real meaning, |

LOVESTONITES COME TO
DEFENSE OF RESOLUTION ,

We now have before us the
lutest “left wing'® attempt to
confuse the ssue: the Lowve-
stone  (UIndependent Labor
League'") explanation of why
its members voted for the pro-
Ally resolubion, Let us analyse
the explanation, because it is
o partieularly “clever" defense
of the ALP resolutlon, In an-
alvsing i, we will be enabled
#ll the better to see the full im-
plications of the ALP resolu-
tiom,

‘The heading of the Lovestone
axplanation (“Workers Age®,
Detober 14 Iz “ALF hrands
Stalinists as enemies of labor
—denounces ©F for backing

Hitler pact.” Neither in the

is there a single hint that the
ALF résolution declareg for the
Anglo-French camp! There is
not a single guotation from the
resolution!

On the resolution, all that the
Lovestone story glves is this
very  brlef (and wuntrued de-
soription:

“"This resolution was an il-
logical combination of two
unrelated matters—an en-
dorsement of the Administra-
tion policy of repeal of the
arms embargoe, tho strongly
stressing  the necessity  of
keeping America oult of war:
and a eondemnation of the
Russo-German pact and Stal-
infsm in America. The dis-
cussion was largely centered
around the latter point, which
was obviowsly uppermost in
the hearts and minds of the
assembled delegates. . . The

. . viewpoint on the embar-
g0 was defended by Julius
Hochman, general manager
aof the Dressmakers Joint-
Board, Alex Rose, state sec-
retary of the ALFP and other,
who, however, stressed that
with them too, keeping Amer-
ica out of war was uppermost
in their minds.'"

THE RESOLUTION SPEAKS
OUT CLEAELY FOR ALLIES

Row let us compare this ‘de-
geription of the resolution with
whnt the resolution really says:

1. The fundamental motiva-
tion of the resolutien is glven
i these paragraphs:

. . we herewith give ex-
pression to our views on the
present conflict abroad. .

““The great majority of the
American people have looked
forward to the day when the
remalning democracles on the
European eontinent  would
find the sirength to resist the
brazen aggression of Hitler-
ism, The present war in Eu-
rope—the direct result of the
Mazl Invaslon of Poland—has
finnlly brought to a decisive
struggle the conflict between
Lhe
and the Hitler regime. In this

hangs In the balance., A vie-
tory for Hitlerism will inew-
ftably mean further territori-
al aggression, the spread of
intolerance, the ruthless sup-
pression of ecivil liberties and
personal freedom and pers
haps the final destruction of
civillged Hfe—as we Enow it
—on the Buropean eontinent.

“The American Labor par-
t¥ has consistently and em-
phatically opposed dictator-
ship everywhere, in any form
—both from the right and the
left. . ™

In another
resolution says:

“The great majority of the
American peaple have
watched the developments of
the last few weeks in Europe
wtih deep sympathy for the
cause of the Western demoe-
racies that are fighting for
the preservation of those
democratic values and liber-
tles which we In this country
treasure so dearly.”

Such Iz the politleal position
on the war laid down in. the
ALP resolution of Oclober 4
unequivocal alignment on the
gide of the Anglo-French imper-
inlists,

2. It is from this pro-Ally
standpolnt that the resolution
condemns the Stalinists and the
Stalin alliance with Hitler., Tt
ERYE:

““They (the Stalinists) know
that the democratic institu-
tions in all the democraclies
of Burope, as well as the fate
of millions of workers are at
stake, Their callous disregard
of this fact stamps them as
anti-democratic, antl-buman-
itarian, aatl-labor, and the
blind servants of Russian in-

Read The

paragraph the

New International

Every Worker

lists, that the ALP

head ner anywhere in the story

European democracies |

struggle the fate of BEurope 1

ternational policy.'

It §s, therefore, as democrats
le-imperialist patriots, and not
as working ¢lass international-
leaders al-
tack the Stalin alliance.

3. The same pairiotic stand-
point is the motivation for the
resolution’s support of Roose-
vell's proposal to It the em-
barge in order to ald Anglo-
French imperialism. This is the

real and logical motivation for|eaucrat,
lifting the embargo. In order,|
embarass |

hewever, not Lo
Roosevelt, the ALF resolution
supports the Roosevelt propos-
als in Roosevelt's hypocritical
lerms, as a “'neutrality’” meas-

cure, although its assertion of
‘neutrality at that polat is in

flagrant confradiction to ils
lengihy declaration in favor of
the Allies.

COVERING UUF THE
ALP POSITION

We are now in & position to
contrast the actual content of
the ALP resolution with the
Lovestone description of it, The
Lovestone description conceals
jthe pro-Ally motivation of the
document. The Lovestone de-
seription eonceals the fact that
Cthe resolution’s attack on Stal-
in flows solely from this demo-
ieratiec - imperialist standpoint,
The Lovestone description re-
peats at face wvalue the hypo-
critical alibi of the ALP bhureau-
erats that, though supporting
the liftng of the embargo, they
| *stressed that with them too,
keeping America out of war
Wwas uppermost in their minds. ™
In all these ways the Lovestone
|deseription i= & deliberate fal-
gification, deslgned to cover up

the war-mongering ALP bu-

reaucrats,

The Lovestoneites wvoted for
that war-mongering resolution,
'The only explanation they offer
ipr their vote iz this sentence:
“Since it proved impossible to
divide the résolutlon, it was
voted on as a whole and car-
ried 605 to 94, the latier figure
indicating the strength muster-

sympathizers.”

That explanation 15 ag spurl-
viis a5 the Lovestone descrip-
tian of the resolulion. ]

At the October 4 city confer-
ence of the ALP, to which the
sentence referz, NOBODY de-
manded a vole to divide the
resolution., Neither the Lowve-
sloneites nor  the Norman
Thomas Socinlists attempted to
employ the many parliamenta-
ry methods available—division
of the resolution. separation of
the guestions, amendment, sub-
stitute motion, ete. ebo.—to sep-
arate the pro-Ally and pro-
Roosevell seections from  that
dealing with the Hitler-Stalin
pact. B0 much for the gquestion
ot fact.

Far more important, howey-
er, s the guestion whether “'to
divide the resolution” would
have made any difference. If
Jit could have been divided, the
| Lovestoneites are saying, then
a proletarian internationalist
would have been flawlessly cor-
rect in voting for the sections
dealing with the Hitler-Stalin
pack,

Absolutely false! The proleta-
rian internationalist eritielsm
of the Stalin regime has noth-
ing whatsoever in common with
the anti-Btalin attacks of imper-

Opposed to the War
Must Take a Position Against Both
W ar-Mongering Camps in the ALP,

inlist patriots, Isn't it obwvipus?
Coughlin attacks the Stalinists,
bul we don't wote for his at-
tacks. The Pope denounces the
Stalinistz, but no Marxist ecan
azsociate himsell with those de-
nunciations, nor with those ntl
Hearst, Nelther ean a Marxist
aszociate himself with the at-
Lacks on the Pact of any agent
of imperialism, even if that im-|

perialist agent is an ALP bur-j

FAR FROM BEING A
MARXIST CRITICISM

How, we ask, can anyone who
calls himself a Marxist, inter-
rationalist. revolutionist, votbe
for the democratic - imperialist
denunciation of Stalinism con-
tained n the ALP resolution?

ed by the Stalinists’ and their,

What is the crime of Stalin and |
the Communist parties, accord-
ling to those sections of the res-
foiution (we have already guot-
ed the relevant parts above)?
|'T.'I1E crime adduced iz that the
Stalinists hawve a *“‘callous dis-
regard' for the fate of the An-
glo-French camp. To wvote for
these sections of the resolution
could only mean, logically, the
opposite of the Stalinist “‘cal-
lous disregard" — namely, o
express a warm regard for the
Tate of the Anglo-French camp.
It mesns to be a partisan of
the Anglo-French camp. That's
what the wrilers of the resolu-
tion meant it to be! Mo Marxist
could wvote for that, But the
Lovestoneites did. And  the
Thomasites did,

The condemnaltion of the Pact
for which a Marxist would vote
would be one which no Antoni-
ni, Hose, Hochman, or other
ALP burcaucrat eould wote for,
For that criticism would stig-
matize as the root cause of all
the other crimes of Stalinism
the Stalinist abandonment of in-
ternational revolution—and the
ALF bureaucrats stand with
Stalin on this basic suestlon. As
for the crimes which flowed
from- Btalin’s anti-revolutionary
poliey and the conseguent con-
version of the Communist par-
ties into agents of his reaction-
ary foreign policy, so many of
these crimes were heartily ap-
proved by these ALFP burean-

and the consequent subording-
tion of the French working
class to their bosses via the
Popular Front, in the midst of
the ' revolutionary sirikes of
June, 1936; the Stalinist-Social-
ist wvotegs for the French mili-
tary budgets and the military
lpan to Poland; the crushing of
the Spanish revolution in faver
af bourgeois democracy (which
meant in reality in favor of
Franco): the subordination of
the American trade unions fo
Roogevell — none of this could
bhe left out In characterizing
Slalinlsm, and nhone of this
could the ALP bureaucrats
vote for, since they and their
European brothers were with
Stalin in all these crimes,
Under no circumstances, we
conclude, could internationai-
fatz and democratle - Imperial-
ists vote for a common denun-
ciation of the war posltion of
Stalinism. In that very phrase,
|“to divide the resolution,” the
Lovestoneites reveal their com-
plete  inability {or unwilling-
nesst to understand the differ-
ence  belween proletarian  and
bourgeois eriticism of Stalin.

CIO Convention Yields to
Pressure of War Dealers

mmE -

The United States Depart-
ment of Labor headed by WMad-
apme Perkins alzo came in for
itz share of criticlsm because
of its attitude towards the labor
movement.

Considerable significance can
also he attached to the fact that
Harry Brideges, Stalinist direct-
or of the West Coast CIO. was
chosen by the CIO executive
hoard to act as chalrman and
introduce Lewls when he made
hiz main report to the conven-
tion, It was a symbol of the
continued allinnce between the
Lewis bureaucracy and the
Btalinizks,

Thus far Lewls has been gsue-
cessful in patehing up the dif-
ferences within the CIO and
putting up a solld front for the
entire Industrial union mowe-
ment.

But this one fact stands out,
Lewis has oalready capitulated
before the pressure of  the
Roozevelt administration and is
going to support America in an
imperlalist war. In this he joins
the AFL bureaucracy.

Contradiction

There ean be no question that
the majority of the delegates
at the CIO conventlon—as well

as at the APL convention—are
opposed to war., They thought
they were volting for resolutions
which would help keep Ameri-
can workers from being drag-
ged into war. The blunt truth
iz that the Roosevelt policies
which the conventions endorsed
mean an acceleratiom of the
drive towards war, as the Se-
clalist Appeal bhas often ex-
plained.

In the bitter speeches against
the warious Roosevelt govern-
ment ggencieg, the CID leaders
have proved that the Mew Deal
has been turned into the War
Deal, and labor is getting the
short end af the deal. This is
the meaning of the attacks on
the MLRE, the labor depart-
ment and the administration of
the wages and hour law.

The wvacillation of the CIO
leaders on a program for the
convention is explained by this
contradiction. Howewver, in the
fine]l mnalysis, the bureaucrats
chose the road of capltulation
instead of struggle agalnst the
Roaosevelt anti-labor drive.

Let the People
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crats] The Franco-Soviet l:lavr:t!

Vote on War!

The Lovestoneites and Thomasites, who so pain-
stakingly restrained their opposition to war whan
Alex Rose and Luigi Antonini, with their support,
rammed the pro-war resolution down the throat of

the ALF, are bravely glving their opposition free
play in a conecerted attack upon us.

They, you see, really oppose thes entry of the
United States inte the war and they belleve that
thelr objective can be accomplished if they can
flind enough men and women of good will to asso-
cliate with them. On the other hand, we, benighted
Trotskyists, are paralyzing the struggle against
War because we say that American participation
in the World War is Inevitable.

“Leon Trotsky's hate of Stalin rather than any
logtc makes him insist that the United States must
get into this war. Inevilability is born of his per.
sonal desive. That kind of ‘inevitability® is para-

| lyzing, to any social determination of destiny,*

Thus Norman Thomas in the Call (darmer] the
Socialist Cally, >

In his column in the Lovestoneite Workers Age,
Bertram D. Wolfe takes up the cry against us, He

reproaches “'the Troiskyites for the pseudo-Marx- -

ist theory of ‘inevitability' and fataliswm. We ns-
sumed we were dealing with sincere opponents of
our entrance inte war and we lMmited ourselves
to warning that the doctrine of ‘inevitbale invalve-
ment' was theeretically false, refuted by Jhistory;
that involvement or non-involvement would depend
upon a living struggle which would be paralyzed

by the wide acceptance of the fatalistie doctrine
of inevitability,'*

Exposing a Fraud

Although things look pretty black for us, we shall
nevertheless try to explain our position on the
question-—our real position, of course. It will then
he_eu.s:.r to understand what a deliberate fraud is
being praclised by Messrs. Thomas and Wolfe.

Let us consider Thomas and his 5.P. first, He
doesn't believe America is bound i enter the
war. it is not inevitable; it must be stopped: it
can be stopped. Good. But if that is the case, why
does Travers Clement, MNational Secretary of
Th.umas' Socialist Party, send out a National Of-
fice Bulletin over his signature, dated October 1,
1935, and addressed ‘“To All State, Local and

Branch Secretaries” which contains the following

“paralyzing” and “pessimistic” paragraph:®

“In & few months, despite our efforts and thoge
of all anti-war forces, we must realize that the
United States may be plunged into this war, If
that day comes, we shall be hounded as never ha-
fore in our history.'

When Norman Thomas doesn't let his right hand
know what his left hand is doing, isn't that just a
little bit of dupliclity? .

The case of Wolfe is even more deplorable, if
only because he knows better than Thomas. He
never believed it, in his old' Stalinist days, when
he bracketed Trotsky with the bourgesizie and the
counter-revolution. He doesn't believe it now, when
he brackets us in his column with Roosevelt and
Browder,

Wolle knews perfectly well—he taught it long
enough—that so long as capitalist imperialism
lives, war is just as inevitable as erises and other
manifestations of the inherent contradictions of
modern class society. He knows also that in the
present World War, the inevitability of involve-

ment applies to a far greater number of countries -

than were affected in the last war. (A glance at
the newspaper accounts of developments in the

Scandinavian countries and Finland will help illus-

trate this point.)

Does this mean that the United States {s bound
to enter this war and enter it now? The guestion
iz concrete ang specific and Wolfe knows the an-
swer to it as well as we do. And he knows also
that when a Marxist declares that America's en-
try into the Second World War iz inevitbale, he
MEeans:

50 long as the Roosevelt pro-war regime, authen-
be representative of Amerlecan imperialism and
itz interests, is in power in the country, participa-
tion in the war is inevitable. In point of fact, the
United States alreandy has at least one leg in the
war, What else does Roogsevelt's declaration om
the defense of Canada mean? What else iz the
meaning of the Panama Declaration brought home
by Sumner Welles?

Truth Must Be Known

Do pessimistic conclusions follow from this?
Does this mean paralyzing the struggle against
war? Mot at all. In general, the workers cannot
carry on any effective struggle without knowing
the truth. At bottom, Thomas and Wolfe are really
sayving that the workers will oppose war more
strongly if they are kidded about the realities of
the situation. The truth, the realities, are that un-
der & capitalist government in this country, the
entrance of the Unfted States inbto the war is dead
certain, Conclusion? Drive the present government
out of power and pul in its place a genuine gov-
ernment of peace. And that can only mean 8 work-
ers" government. Whoever tells the workers less
than this is at best a miserable poacifist phrase-
monger who s dolng his own bt towards dragging
the workers into war by distracting them with uto-

plas and drugging them with illusions. Whoever

tells them less than this is- failing to lay the basis

today for the only serious struggle that can he

conducted against the war after it has broken out.
- L] L]

A Correction

Our attention has been called to the need of cor-
recting & wrong impression created io last week's
issue. We did not mean to imply that all the

‘signers of the “open letter'” to the League of Amer-

ican Writers were members of the League for Cul-
tural Freedom, Some of them, like James T, Far-
reil,
others, are not. Nor ¢did we mean to imply, as
some readers seem to have concluded, that we
were ignorant of the position on the war guestion
taken by this or that individual. We were and are
interested In the position on the war gquestion of
the League for Cultural Freedom as an organiza-
tion, for the signatories to the open letter incinde
all the recognized spokesmen of the League. They
demand & formal statement from the League of
American Writers. And we demanded the same
kind of statement from the Hook Committes, Thus
far, of course, with no results but the continued
gilence of the past. AT

Philip Rabv, Willlam Phillips and & few .-
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