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COMITINIST INFILTRATION OF THE LABOR YOVGIENT

17 Tebruary 1649

COLCKEL BEGGS: The Industrizl College perhaps 1s entitled to a
little special interest in "cold war!" bzsczuse it was here thet lr., Bernard
Baruch first introduced the term. I think you will agree that it is as
important for officers of the Armed Forces to understand the battlefields,
the tactics, and the sirategy of "ecold war" as it is for us to understand
the more classic military arts.

last year, in his talk, Mr. Rerlyn S. Pitzelie, Labor Editor of
"Business Teek," stated that he would have liked to discuss communism in
labor unicns but that his scops forbzde his doing so. As the guilty party,
I have waited a year to make amends, and I want to assure both you and
¥r. Pitzele that his scope today is Communist infiltrztion of the “abor
movement,

ir. Pitzele.

LR. PITZELE: I have been hearing a little, before I cams in here,
abcut what you have been told up tec this point, and it makes very good
sense, to me, thaet everytning you have been studying in Manpower was
scheduled to come before the subject for discussion today. =t is reason-
able to assume that you, as professiocnal people, somevhat far removed from
the arca of labor relaticns, appreach this whole [ield with the usual hazy
attitude, and perhops usual prejudice, of the citizen who has had no direct
gxperience in it, with the result that you meke certain easy assumpticns
about the personalitics and the forces which apnear on the surface to
operatc in a veory destructive way in cur society. And the imputation that
all labor is tlbgbd.7 th redicalism, verhaps cven undsr the infiuence of
subversive and allen dectrines, is a vory casy cne to come to.

I would have hesitated very 1ono, or ot least I would have considered
my problem herc 2 much more difficult one had you rot becen sxposcd before
I arrived Yo some rmetorial which indicetes that the development of labor
unicns in fAmerica, as institutions, is part of the whole historic perspec-
tive and the szeial current of our country.

So, today, when I talk with you about Sommunists in the laber movement,
and the problems which they present, I want to be able to feel that you
understand me when L say thst this is 2 specialized kind of problem, some~
thing vhich applies only to certain aspecis of the Amcerican labor movement,
and vhich doss not cheractorize it in its broad cutline in any valid sense
whatsoover,
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In order for us to get some insight into the problem which Comnunists
in the labor movement present, and Communist unionism, it is necessary fo
us to put those acvivities in the broader context of which they are a per
I want to start out by taking just & few minutes to tell you about the
Communist Party and some of those activities, of which the arena of labor
is just one part. :

The Communist Party is not a party in any sense bir which that terwm is
commonly usedes The Communist Party is, in effect, a conspiracy. It is
too simple and misleading to go from that and say that it is a conspiracy
to overthrow the Governmment of the United States. If you assume that it
is a conspiracy directed to that end, and always directed to that end, yo
will be misied. You will find that Communist activity is moving a2long
certain lines which are avparently incomprehensible because they make no
contributicn to the overthrow of the Goverrment of the United States. The
aim of the Communist consniracy is a very simple one and a consistent cne
It is, in a word, to serve the interests of Russia, Now, obviocusly,.in
certain periods of history, the "interests of Russia" are served by creat
ing confusion, tcnsion, and friction in the United States; weakening, if
you please, the sociel fabric of this country,

4t other times, however--and the classic exampie, of ceourse, is durin
the war vhen we were supplying to the Russian forces arms and muniticns-—-
1t is obviously to Russia'®s interest to see that the United States is jus
as effective and efficient in her productive rechanism as it 1s possible
to make it., In such a peried, the Communist Party in this country, far
from being the promoter of czuses which might divide the pcople of the
United States, took the lead in playing down such causes, Tor example, t
Communist-led urions, without any question, had the best records in terms
of man-deys lost and number of sirikes during the war, ~The labor leaders
America who put the demends of the war furthest above the very legitimate
demands or interests of the workers in the war plants were the Communist
trade-union leaders. They were the most effective strikebreakers, if you
plezse, who operated in this country during the war, They suppressed any
vestige of discontent which becams apparent in the trade-union jurisdicti
which thay covered,

I you assumed at this lime that the object of the Communists was to
overthrow the Jovernment of the United States, I submit you would have be
bewilderced by this kind of conduct. however, if you bear in mind that th
national interest--the “imncrial" interest, if you please—-cf the Soviet
Union at one period and another i1l be different in terms of it.. relatic
to the United States, then the pattern of Cormunist operaticrn in the Unit
States will, I think, bc much more intelligible and clear to ycu. It is
always consistent in this scnss. The twists, turns, and about-fzces in
the Communist Farty line which, I am sure, you hzvc all heard about, arc
not simply ideclogical whimscys, but ore responses tc 2 charnging interna-
tional situation.
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¥ithin tbat broad context, the designs of the Communist Party in the
United States (all of which are, in a basic sense, related) are, first
of 211, to operate 2s a propaganda agency ameng us, to build pro-Russian
sentiment.

Another object of the Communist operations among us is to weaken the
position of the United States vis-a-vis Russia so that in any inter-
national relations, in any diplcmatic exchanges, in any cenflict, the
United States will be less strong.

Another object of the Communist Party--and it is 2 tactical as well
as 2 strategic object——is to build party cadres and mass organizations
through which- the objectives of the Communist Party can be carrled out,
whether they be propaganda cbjectives or actual, mors active O“GrmthDS.

Fundamentally, except for those historic periods, which have been
infrequent in the —ast and presumably will be even less freguent in the
future, when the interests of Russia and the interests of the United
States are running directly parallel, a very importznt Communist function
is te acerbate and intensify the econcmic and sccial tensions which exist
in our scciety: economic relations, race relations, all the aspects of
our naticnal life wherever there is the opportunity for friction, or’
wherever some maladjustment ir our society makes fricticn inevitable,

At that point, you will always find a Cormmunist organization, either a
frarkly and avoredly Communist crganization cr one disguised under scme
euphemistic title, working to capitalize on this discontent by intensify-
ing it, prelonging it, and deepening it with the hope of weaxening the
social unity, the natlonul solidars 1ty, of Amcrica.

And thrﬁ, of geurse——ind this is by far the most dramatic and important
aspect of the Commmist operations in the Unl’t,s*fq States as well as in the
other ccuntries-~the obgrctlve ol cspionaze and sabotzge which are-some-
times part of the Commmunist Party operztiecn and somctimes maintained
comnletaly separate and ape;t from the Party.

T trust that, being interested in thess matters, you have 21l read

" the report which came out of Gensral lacArthur's Headguarters on the
Russian spy-ring in Japan, which is, in 2 sense, a sort of classic case
study of how the Communists worke Vihat I advert to at this point is the
very, very careful seperation between that espionage opersticn and the
Communist Party of Japan, It was felt that the espicnage work was so
important it could not be compromised by heving any connections with the
Communist Party of Japan., So it was kept complstely separate and aparts
but, nevertheless, it was perhaps much more important to the Russians
than anything that was being done by the Javarnese Cormunist Party.




The Communist Party onerates through a good many instruments, The
one with which we are here concerned is the trade-union. The trade-urion
organization is 2 notural kind of instrument for the Communists to be
interested in, It is rntural becausc the whole ohilosophic basis for the
Communist dectrine rests on the idea of the werksrs coming te power. Ard
whore do vou find the workers? You find them in trade-undons,

Se it is tremendously important to the Communist Farty to concentrate
its forces in the trade-union orgnnizations in order to influence the
minds of the werkers, and to help got inte positions of control where the;
can direct the 2etions of those orgenizations of woriking people.

The Communists envision the day when a disciplined, militant working-
class, in the langu~ge of karx and Stalin, will take stote power and bring
into boing the dictatorship of the proletiriat which will build and creatc
the Soviet state.

So we have, in cffect-wthis is the kind of thirng I would heve hesitatc
to say to you earlier in the year before you had had some basic moterisl
on the Amcrican labor rovement——two labor mevemonts in the United States;
not cnce. ¥hen we talk zbout labor movement, we arc talking about some kir
of institution whick is going somevhere, The vaory tcrm, "moverent," be-
speaks a goal, perhans not 2 very clearly defined geal; but, at eny rote,
2 dirsction in which that thing is driving.

We have in this country the American laber movement, if you please,
the one which you have been hearing azbout; namely, the legitimate, bona-
fide trade-ynicns, which wore created to serve the vory important and
practical nceds of working neonle who ncod represontation, some kind of
organized strength, as they donl with employers because as individuals
their sbility to itzke care of themselves in terms of their ecorcomic posi-
ticn is very wezk indeed. Thore is the bono-fide trade-union mevement in
this country which is directed 2t eccoromic and social ends that may be
radical st times but are nevertholess not suspect as misqueraded objective
which 2re devised and promoted for purposes of national disloyzlty.

" And then there is the other labor movement which operates within the
one I have been talking about and that is the laber movement that is
Communist controlled, Now a%t this particular time Commnist influence in
the American labor movement is less than it has becn at apy time in the
last seven or eight years. Within the last 18 months, the Communists have
lost contrel of some very important unions, such as the union in the mari-
time industry, which menns 211 merchant ships with heme ports on the East
Coast and the Gulf, A fight for leadership doveloped wilthin that crganiza-
tion and the Communists werc thrown osut of office. There is no assurance
that they are going to stzy out of effice but, for the moment, with the

ationnl Maritime Union talking about a strike, one docsn't have the feel-
ing it is simply o tactic in the zame of power pelitics which gocs on in




the world. If they strike, either it is because of some ill-advised
conclusion which they have arrived at, or it is 2 legitimate strike. But,
in any event, the basic reason for that strike would not be te weaken the
Nation and serve the interests of Russia,

That is true in a number of other corganizations; for examrle, the
Transport Vierkers Union, The President of the Union, Mr. Michael Quill,
whose name might be known tc you, suddenly decided he vould break with the
Communist Party, a member of which he had been for a number of years, Be-
cavse of his personal following, he was able to shift the wheole political
orientation of that union out of the Communist orbit. MNevertheless, in
every large and impertant union in this country there is an active, and
sometimes powerful, Comrmnist caucus, or Communist "fraction,” as it is
- kncwn in the jargen of the lelt, which operates for purposes of progagan-
dizing and for purposes of seizing control.

The Ccmmunists have concentrated their efforts in a number of fields
which appeal to them particularly. First of all, they have .bsen interested,
of course, in the strategic industries, In the field of commmnications
they have been amazingly successful, Or perhaps it isn't so amazing, MHay-
be "amazing! is the wrong word to deseribe it. At any rate, they have put
2 lot of work into it. They have put some of their mest talented psople
into the unions which operate the telegraph system of the Wmi-ed States——
the unicns which operate the cables,

They have besn successful, ir 2 very large degree, in controlling many
strategic parts of this labor organization. 4t one time~-the situation is
a little diffzrent now, but not ruch different--you knsw full well that
every commercial-cable that went threough New York was under the view of a
Cormunist, or someone whoe was beholden to the Communists for being in that
particular jobe

It was a situation vhich the security agencies of the Govermment were
very much concerned with, but it is5--I don't want to talk about the se-
curity aspects of this thing--an example of what the Communists have been
able to do by dint of dedicated effert and shrevd organizing and—-we!ll
corme to this a moment later-—the general indifference of people who, one
might think, would tzke up the cudgels to oppese them, and ths gereral
indifference of employers. :

So they have concentrated in the strategic industries, Today, the
important areas of Commurnist strength are in the communications indusiry;
in transport and shipping; in metal mining, that is, the mining of copper,
lead, zinec, nonferrous metals generally; in West Coast shipping, where the
whole water front is under the dominztion of Harry Bridges and the apparatus
in his contrel; and in the CIO divisicns of that part of the aircraft in-
dustry which is unionized. In the Auto Workers Union, which holds some
jurisdiction over alrcraft plants in this country, Communist influence is
still a very impertant though minority factor.




The Cemmunist Parly hos also concenirated, net cnly in its trade-unier
work but in its other kind of werk, on negreoes and other members of minor:
groups in this couniry on the theery, of course, that these peonle waere il
most resentful about Amorican society because, being the ninority groups,
they were exposcd to certain social injustices in our scciety and vould b
the mest ready and likely recruilts for a movement like communisn.

Intcrestingly encugh, the Communists have zlso concentrated on the
white-collar workers. It i$§ casy to understand why they should be inter-
ested in the teacherse And, incident2lly, they hove a very strong influer
in some of the teachers! unicns. They have alsce becn very much intereste:
in sales people in derartment storss, in insurance salesmen, ~nd white-
collar workers, gcnerml*

Their interost in these ficlds is, by end large, an accident. They
are intcrested in theso fields be chsb ne one else is, The AFL 2nd the
CI0 have, for a numbesr of wvears, ignored these woage earners, these vhite-
collar workers. They have becon busy in ergenizing the different industric
The Communist Party was able to come in w1th its unions, the unions it
controlled, and to cffer almost exclusively the only brand of unicnism whi
was avalilable to thesec peorple. ’

The Communists 2lso hove periicular intersst in certain veogr rhic
areas., All of you are awa re~—1f you are not vuru, jcu should hbe--that
the mest important trade-union orgonizing dons since the war sended has
been done by Communlst-controlleu unicns in three grogr vhic areas., The
first is Alaska, where H'rry Bridges! crganization and some of the urions
affiliated W1th it hove done 2 dterrific job of orgarizing the fish ca
neries on the coast, and of orgenizing the fishing boats which ply thb
Bering Straits and go out inte the North Pacific therca

The second area in which there hzs been notable organizing since the
war is in %the Panama Cznal Zone, whers =z Jommunist-centrolled union, the
United Public ‘“orkers, has orpunwzed grezt majority of the V1v1113n
enployvees working in the Zone,

The third arez in which there have been important organizing gzins

Since the war has been Hawaiil. Here, Forry Bridges! union, which is techr

cally a longshore union, has organized inland, back from the coast, the
sugar and pineapple workers, which are, of course the backbone of the
Islandt's industry.

We can see that on the American labor scene, in the Continental Unitec
States, the Communist influence has abated’ somewhat over the last few year
because workers have bscome a lot rore scthisticated zbout this problem,
the issues have sharpered, and the Comunists have lost some ground; howev
in 2% least three strategic peographie areas--ilaskn, Hawaii, and the Canz
Zone-~tha Comrunists have wads greost goins,



I have been told to talk briefly here and to leave the maximum amount
of time for questioning, So I just want to tell you ore more thing in
what is really a very sketchy presentation in which, as you can see, I
have hit only the high spots, and not nearly c11 of those, I hope, in
your questians and discussions which will follow, we can fill in with de-
tail the voints between. I do, however, want, very briefly, to elaborate
what I referred to earlier, namely, that the reason, in large part, why
the Cormunists hzve beern so successful is because of indiffercnce in other
quarters,

Now, of course, one of the most impertant of those "other quarters"
are the groups of workers themselves, For the guy who works for a Living
in 2 plant, whose day-to-day problems are ant to be the only problems he
has time tc¢ worry cbout——his pay envelope, the conditions on kis job, and
so on--it is pretty hord to get excited about something which is re2lly
abstract, like the difference beitween a2 Communist union and = non-Communist
unione What he wants to knew ist VWhich car do the better job in represent-
ing his intsrests? VWhich con get him more moncy from his employer vhen the
contract expires? Thich con get him greater job security?

The Communists have beon able to compete here very well. They have
been zble te compete very well in these basic, procticzl things, They have
never forgotten for one moment--and where they have forgotten, they have
lost their feoting very quickly--that -the basic interest of a worker, of
2 member in & union, is what does he get in return for the dollar or the

wo aollars 2 month he pzays for being a member,

So they have not cnly carried orn these other activities I have talked
about but they have dono a job--thers is no question zbout ite-for their
members by obeing smart, clever, ruthless, unscrupulous perhaps-—there!s
re "perhaps" about the unscrupulcus--always having in mind the fact that
in order to¢ kesp their conirol cof the situantion they hove to produce
something for the members of thot unien., Vhere other labor leaders have
developed a little width in the bezm from sitting in swivel chairs, in
offices, these Communist Johnnies hive gone cut there and fought for their
people. And so freguently vhen wyou present to an American wapge earner the
choice between the Commie and the ncn-Commie leador, he will brush aside
these, as I say, 2lmost abstract, ideclogical considerations ond vote for
the guy who is obviously in therc fighting for him. :

Then, tco0, the employers have made 2 negative contribution to the fight
on Communists in the Amcrican labor movement beccusc vhat happens is, the
toerm "Communist" becomes so unpopular that you apply it to anybody vou
don't like., In thc Little Stecl strike of 1937, for cxample, when the
Republie Stcel Corporstion was involved in 2 strike with the CI0, Tom Girdler
had a full prge ad in the.necwspapers calling Philip Murray, the President
of the CIO, o Communist,’ '
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It's absurd. Not only is it absurd, but it is a very mischievous
thing to do because every member of the Steel Workers Union knows that
Phil Murray is not a Communist. Vhen you call Murray a Communist, and
then turn around and call a guy a Communist who is actually a Communist,
the kind of response vou get is apt to be one of indifference, Of course,
the protection which is thereby offered the Communist labor leader by that
kind of indiscriminate name calling is worth its weight in gold.

Take a man like Matles or Emspak, the two individuals whe run the
United Electrical, Radic and Machine Workers Union of America, an organiza-
tion which controls the manpower in the plants of General Electric and
Westinghouse. lhen you get out nubllcly and you say these vpeople are
Communists-—~as they are——the retort is, "lell, everybody is a Communist
these days. Look; you'lre the kind of person who calls Murray a Communist."
It prov1des a orotectlve coloration for them which, as I say, is invaluable

Employers have to bear a share of this burden for the Communist in-
fluence in the labor movement being what it is because of the anti-unionism
of American employers., Now what do I mean by that? I mean that Amerilcan
employers don't like unions, It is natural for them not to like unicns. .
But they don't dislike only that kind of union, They like them all equally
little, with the result that, despite the fact ihat the unions are strong
and powerful organizations, today the average worker in a large plant knows
that his boss doesn't like the union, So when it comes time for a union
neeting once a month, instead of going to the meetlng he will go bowling
with the boys, or he'W111 spend the night at home, with the result that the
average meeting of a union .in this country attracts less than one percent
of the members.

There are approximately 200 of us in this room, We will assume ve are
having a meeting of a local union of 20,000 people, This could be a local
union meeting of the union in the Gary Vierks of the Carnegie-Illinois
Steel Corporaticn, one of the largest steel mills in the world. This is
about the size of thelr monthly meeting. This is about how many would
come out.

If you have in that union one-half of one vercent of Communists, they
run the thing without check or without veto, you don't need cne-half of
this audience, A&ll you need is about 20 of them, dlSClpllﬁed together,

- having had a meeting before this meeting started working out what they
want to put over; spotting themselves around instead of all sitting in a
clump~-I mean taking strategic positions throughout the hall--so that when
one gets up to meke a motion and 19 others second it, it scunds as though
there is a mighty clamor for the nrcposal. :

It is a very simple matter to establish policy, to elect” officers,
and t¢ run the organization if, out of the local union of 20,000 guys,
only 200 come to the meetings. Perhaps the basic reason why only 200 come
to the meetings is because the rest of the people know that the cmployer
doesn't like the unions.
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The way to get zhesad, if you want a shot some day =2t the foreman's
Job, or if some day you want to bring your kid arcund and irtroducs him
to the assistant superintendent with the hope he will give him a job in
the plant,is not to bz t9o sweet on the unions, It is in thas kind of
oonuext, you sec, in which a small, organized, discirlined minority of
Communist Party members can exercisc control out of 211 vreporticn to
1ts “umerlcul strength,

L am going to stop %here, or at least pause, because I am surec we
 will go back to some of these points as we come to the questions and dis-
cussiona

COLOKEL BEGGS: All right; who!ll osk the first question?

QUESTION: Yeou have given the impression that the labor unicrs would
like %o get rid of the Communist element in genceral. I don't belicve that
in mest organizatiens it is possible to get any very large turncut of
people 2t mectings, regardless of the attitude of the pr*o"ers. lost of
them dont't want tc go to meotlngs and start n rumpus.

The laber unions have had, for the past year, & very good instrument
to enzble them to try to get rid of the Communists. I rcfer to the anti-
Corrmnist wrovisions of the Taft-ﬂar*ley Acts Yet, thcy seer to be deing
their best to get rid of that act. Can you prlbln that rﬂ'8014ﬂg>

¥R, PITZELE: Let me address mysel? to various aspechs of your question,
First of all, it is pretiy clearly estnblished, I think, what we all would
suspect--that the average American worker, preSented ”1+n the choice be-
tween a Communist and a non~Communist official, will choose the non-
Communist official, The Communists know this very well. 3¢ they always
disguise themsclves. They don't appear as open, identifiable Communists.
They disguise tnemaglves 2t certzain perlods as anti-Tascists, antimiiitar-
ists,; or vhatever the currenrt of the moment mey be, So that, first of all,
the most importont basic job that must be done, if you are going to get
the Communist irfluencs out of the lober rmovement, is to identify the
peonle who are Comrmnists because they arz not Sblf‘lu“ntifiﬂd-

It is possible to get veople to come to union meetings; 1o gst people
to believe that what happers in the union is just zs important to them,
in their lives, =s what happens in the shop vhere they work., There are
notable successes to be reported where employers, werking with dec'nt
horest, loyal American elements in vnions hizve helded to bulld up enouvh
interest in the union's internal affairs so thot the turncut 2t a union
meeting is truly roprescntaotive,

he Taft-Hortiey fct, which is zbout to gze 4y
Cong ress, v“ovli:s s you should be aware, thait be
access Lo the Mat

oing-over by the present
fors a union can have
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its represontaticn rights, for curposes of filing unfzir-labor-practice
charges, and so on, its officers must execute an affidavit in which they
say, "We are not members of the Communist Party."

To a certain extent that has been useful. It has been usceful in
situations, mostly, wherc two unions covet the szme jurisdiction, I had
occasion before to refer to the United Electrical, Radic and Machine
Workers Union of America, which is the union, =2s its name implies, in the
elcetrical manufacturing plants. It is 2 lzarge union, cleiming o member-
ship of about 40C,000, It has under coniract General llotors, Westinghouse,
Philco, RCA, certain divisions of Allis-Chalmers, =and so on.

olc)
ce
s

This union's jurisdictien overlaps at somc points with ths United
Automobile Viorkers Union, For example, in the plants of Generzl Moitors--
not the auto plants but the plants where General Motors moanufactures
Diesels, frigidnirecs, and such products—~both unions c¢laim the right to
represent those vecople, Therc is going on 211 the %ime a competition. Who
has the bargezining right in those situztions?

The officers of the United Zlectriecal, Radic and Machine Vorkers trion
would obviously commit perjury,. or vhatever the offense is—Talsification

" of an cathw~-if they would sign a document =nd have it duly notarized saying
they are not Communists.

The result has been that in these competitive situntions—-ihore the
United Automobile Werkcrs Union, which hns filed oan affidavit, and the
UZ, which hasntt, arc compelitive—-the UAY has boen ablc to go to the
Naticnal Labor Relaotions Bocrd znd get an election held zmong the people
in those plants but the UE has not beoon on the bnllot. This hos been
successful, in many instrncos, in cutting dovm unicns like the UE.

But the troublc with the nor=Communist 2ffidavit provisicon of the
Taft-Bartloy Act is that its eoffcet has besn broader than simnly to roach
Communists. For instance, John L. Lewis, who has becn accused of 2 grest
many things in his time but never accused of being a Communist, rcfuses
to sign this non-Communist affidavit. Phil Murray alsc refuses to sign
the non-Communist affidavit, They do so not because they are Comrunists
but beceusc they take the position that it is a piecs of discriminatory
legislation aimed against the labor union pcople.

And, gcontlemen, let me point out to you there 1s very grave doubt as
to 1ts constitutionality. Therc is so grave 2 ‘question of its constitu-
tionality that Senator Taft, whose handiwork, for the mest part, is the
Toeft-Hartley Act, is now preporing an amendaent to the law which will pro-
vide that both employers snd unicens which wont to use the KLRB have teo
sign the non-Communist affidovit becausge it is feared that the Supreme
Court will hold thzt this is 2 vicce of discriminctory lagislation directed
at only one group; that it is net uniforriy =pplicd.



Because such obviously non-Communist labor leaders as Lewis and
Murray have taken this positicon against the affidavit, the Communists
are protecicd, so io spenk, when they don't sign the ﬂffldﬂv1t. Ir other
words, they say, "It isn't that we are Communists that we refuse to sign.
Itts thnt we tnks the same strnd 23 Lewis nnd Jurrny. Felre agoinst this
thing in principle because it is discriminatory and =ntilabor," Therefore,
the effectiveness of the non-Communist affidavit requirement in the law
has been limiteda

There is. 2o unanimous feeling, in so far as the feeling is officially
exnressed, by a1l wings of the labor movement--AFL, CI0O, Independent
unicns, Railroad Brotherhoods——that the non-Communist affidavit will have
%o be taken out. of the law; or, if it remcins 1t will have te apply to all
parties in the labor relations equstion,

QUESTION: I think, ¥r, Pitzelc, we cre all agrocod that the teachers
ara grossly undersoid. But I am disturbed thnt in so cducated 2 group
comrmmnism has made such successful Infiitrstion. Can you help me clear
that up?

MR. PITZELE: First, let me dispose of the impression which I may
inadvertently have left with you, I am not, for one monent, suggesting
that the.teachers in our public schocls ware Commmistse I am not suggest-
ing that 2 majorivy of them 2re, or that -2 lergs vart of thom ave, Whot
I gay, and I want to be precise about it, is that the teachors! unions,
wvhich hove the same kind of smﬁpof* characteristic, if you plG“SL s
cther unions in® terms of the number of noopls who 2are members taking a
active intercst, in many places are under the influence of the Cormm unlsts
becruse Comrmnists 2rc the active people.

-Now why? Well, thero ars the cconomic reasons, whkich cur questioner
has grantcede But, still, thot 1un't oncugh=-to s2y, simply, that the
tcachers nre underpaid. T;y, then, ~ren't they good, militant, American

trade~-unicnists rother than laot thair_uhions be trkom over by Cormmmunists?
The answer to th~% question is one which vory quickly, as we try to answer
it, gets us into the profeund business of, Ghy docs somsons hocone a
Communist?

If I had the time, T should like to talk with you about the social
comoositicn, if you please, of the Communist Party, not only in this
country but in other count ries of the world., 1T would like to point out
to you that despite the fact that the Cormunist Party is the party of the
working class, it is always, in all countries, led by intelTCctuals, of
which Lenin himself was a classic eanp1e—-an intellectual of a certain
type.

By "intellectual"--I am using the word like Karl Marx used it--I do
not mean an intelligent person. That is not what I mean. I mean, by

11




M s

"intellectual," an economic category; scmeone whe makes his living in -
the field of teuching, in the field of journalism, in the field of law,
and so on, A brainworker, so to speak. I mean an economic class.

There is a psychelogy of the intellectual which is important for any-
onie to understand who wants to understend why the Communist Party is as
successful as it is. ’

Ours is a society—-T am just going to touch on it briefly=-in an age
of material values, in which power--and, of course, basically, this whole
thing starts from the will to power in mar and the will to power in social
institutions~-is - held by peorle who contrcl weslth, That is our century.
In a basic sense, it is not different fror cther centuries, The Lenin-
type, the college-traired {overtrained, perhaps) individual, has no place
in this world. Lenin himself had a phrase tc describe himself and people
of his tyne. It is a very revealing chrase: a déclasse intellectual; an
intellectual without a class.

In Russia and America, to a certain extent, there is no place for the
intellectual with unbcounded ambition and ar insa*iclle will tc pover under
a system where vrogress is made not in terms of :rlelilsctual values but
in terms of material values, 5o there is about tle intellectual, inevitabl
the quality of breooding, if you please, or refleciise discontent, He in-
variably feels that he has gualities, talents, znd skills which socisty is
not sufficiently recognizing or rewarding, He dreams of the kind of societ
in which those qualities will be honored, rewarded, z2nd accorded poiwer.

If you are interested in this vroblem, I refer you to scme fascinating
reading: The Report of the Royal Commission in Canada and the official
inquiry of the Canadian spy trials, in which a group of Ministers of the
Crown and members of the Canadian Bar found themsolves face to face with
this precise question: Here is a distinguished ghrsicist, a man with an
international reputation, honored, accordsd starding in the academic world
to the 1limit of what it can provide. What is he deing giving samples of
U-235 to Russiz? What happens to a person like that?

Then here is a lady whe runs a bookstore in Torento, who prides herself
on her sophistication in contemporary literature; an intelleciual; a person
of culture, who buys season tickets to the Toronto Symphony, and so onj a
very civilized person by any standard which can be applied. Now what is
she doing in a Russian espionage ring? ’

They took all these people, looked 2t them in those terms, then asked,
"What leads people of this kind into that kind of treasonable activity?!
That is the same gquestion you have with the teachers. The only way it
can be answered is in terms of the "lost" feeling which the intellectual
has in our modern society, which makes him suscoptible to appezls to change
the scciecty; gives him some kind of conspiratorial rule where he con feel
himself important and influential, and where he thinks history is on his




side and he is marching with the sweep of hlgtory. That is the kind of -
treatment, if you please, thati is the kind of psychology, which mzkes it
p0551ble for the Com:uﬁlgt Party to achleve spectacular successes in re-
cruiting among these peovle,

Now I don't want te lezve it at thot peint, Let me go on and say
just cne further thing: The most effective anti-Communist in America are
peorle whe have oone t%rough this and awakened; people who have been dis-
illusioned; who have had actuvally this experience of being seduced, if you
please, being drunn into this thing, seeing how 1t works; and then realiz-
ing that it isn't any more idealistic than a pair cf shoclaces, and gotting
fed vp with the whole businsss, coming to the conclusion that the impertant
job tc be done is te fight this thing, to exposc it, to kecp other people
from being swindled the way they werce swindled, It is that rzlatively
small group of people who, I tell you, arec the most effcctive anti-Communist:
in America, and the most effective anti~Communists in the world,

A man like Arthur Koestler, whose name should be familiar te you, who
was a2 Hungarian journalist and 2 writer of bocks, is today perhops the
mosb effective anti-Communist propagendist in the world in these intellec-
tual circles, He has been through the whole business. He has been writing
about his expsriencss not only autobiographically but in terms of the
irtellectual values, in the philesophic aspect of the Ublng- in terms vhlch
zrc meaningful to people who, like him, a2t one time were seduciblz. 4 guy
like that is worth 500 characters who get up and scroeam, "Thg Communists
arc bade Letls do awey with thems" .But o men whe approaches the thing
like a surgeon, exposing it, laying it bare, pointing out the- syndrome of
the whole disensec, is, 2s I say, the most effecective “n01»Comrun1 b operat-
ing in this field,

Let me come brck to the question and say this: The teacher, you sce,
being an intellectual in the sense I am teiking about, doing, in LlLO t, a
very menial job, accorded nec socinl stztus, bnlng 9“16 miserzbly: {even
for a teacher), would be, other things being cqual, reasonably receptive
toc this philescohye. -

QUESTION:s Sir, let's drop to tne lower level inteilectual, then.
What in the world gives these so-called Americans on the lower level the
"oug" to become Communists? Do thev receive money for 17 Or do they
get something else in the way of prestige?

MR. PITZEIE: Yell, of course, you must remember not verv many Americans
become Communists. Actually, the last time J, Edgar Hoover, who should
know, put a flgure ouu, I think last year, he said there Werm atout
100,000 Communists in America, And-he said that maybe even that is a little
large, So, let's say there are 100,000 members of thz Communist Farty,

That is an infinitesimal segment of the population, But Hocver went on.to
add that for every member of the Communist Party there are 20 peovle who
follow the Communist Pariy iine,
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We can understand, I think, why there should be 100,000 pecpnle so
dlscontent, 50 erctﬂoni iy dlstu“bed, perhaps so nourotlc, so crazy--1
nean, if you wanth to,t“LnL of it in terms of social sanity, of having some
¥ind of an attachment to this thing, we can understand how 100,000 people
out, of a population of 140 million might be in a certain kind of groun.

But the phenomena which is important, and which I think you are really
asking the quesiicn about is, What about these other 20 who arent't members
of the Communist Party but whe are mobilizable, so to speak, by the
Communist Party? The answer to that is that they don't know what it is
all abouti They are innocent, The Communist Party will gc intc Harlenm,
for example, in New York City, which is really a jungle. There is no
questicn about it. The housing is just unspeakable, The schools are
miserable.,

Now New York City sets off some streets for play zreas, VYhere there
are nc nlaygreunds, cr parks, they will out up road-blocks at one end of
the bleock and at the other end, and the kids can play freéely in the street,

. Viell, there are precious few parks cor playgrcunds up in Harlem. So
they have a number of these streets set aside for the kids to play. This
couldn't happen any place except in Harlem, It couldn!'t happen anywhere
else in Kew York. Because the area is so inadeguately policed, and becauss
1life is so cheap there and no one gives it much thought, the other day,
according to a piece in the paper, trucks which had deliveries tc make in
that general area, and commercial ftraffic which wanted to use that street,
Just simply put these blocks agide-—they look like saw-horses--and cpened
up the street., A& truck came along and killed twe little girls., Thers was
a squib in "The New York Hersld Tribune.!

What happered was that the following day, accerding to "The Tribune,"
200 negro mothers, with baby carriages, came out and barricaded that stree
They pushed thelr baby carriages in there and said, "If the police of New
York aren't going %o block off this street for the klds 10 rlay, as it had
been set aside, any truck that wants tec come through is going to have to
run us dovn first.”

Whe do you think rcunded them up? I don't know anything about it
except what T read in the paper; bubt I do know yeu dont't get 200 people
doing the same thing, st the same time, out of some kind of spontaneous
gesture, Somebody rounds them up. Somebody says, "Hey ! Isn't ‘this
terrible? Let'!s do scmething about it. All right; what will we ‘do?
letl]l all get togethar. Erlng your baby carrizges out," and so ona

1111 lay you gnjthlrg you want to bet that the Communist Party in
Harler, wherc it is very active, or onc of the organizations through which
it operates--the Harlem Tcnants League, or the Earlem Committee Agsinst
D¢scr1m1natlon, it has 12 diflercnt operational mesks—--went to these women
and got them out,
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And what do we say about this? Do we say, "Itls a terrible thing™"?
Well, I know what I say. I don't know whather you will agree with me.
I say it is = terrible thing that only the Communists are interested in
doing something like this. There isn't any sther group among us who can
work with people on that level,

You know what the upshet of it will be., The upshot is vary simple.
The Police Department, which deesn?t like this kind of unfaverable
publicity, will assign - cop to sce that that strect is kept clesed off
beeause they donit want this kind of trouble. The Communist Party, or
whichever organization it vas, will then be able to say, "Leok ! Look at
this demonstration of what people c¢an do when they wrk togethcor. Look
what we'lve done here." 4nd those 200 mothers will have 2 very friendly
feeling and a very kindly feeling for the Harlem Tenant ILeague (which i1s
really a phony name for z Communist-Party operation), which demonstrated
so clearly that ycu can do something by this kind of activity.

When the day comes that Russisn and Americsan relations deteriorate
to the peirt where there is a possibility of conflict, and the Communist
Party goes all out to mndermine whatever stability there may ke in tho
Americarn socicty, you can be sure they rre going to come back on these
200 methers and say, "Now look here ! Look whnt we did for you., Do some-
thing for us. Remamber when e asserted our interest and we showed the
New York police force something and the police came throupgh and put e
cop there and closed off the strcet?" Youlre right they renorber, Then
they will say, "Do you want your sons killed in a war, fighting against
the QNussiars? It is an imperizlistic wzr. The United Statezs is attack-
ing Russia,"

Oh, you gentlemen know thelr line,s 7You carn be sure that it will get
a sympatheotic response from these mothers. That is the way the Communist
Party operates, That is why for each Communist there nre these, and
J. Edgar Hoover is being conservetive, 2C pecple who are willing %o go
along with them. They will tell you they crc good Amcricans, If you
went to these people and you told them, "Why, theytire Communists. The
guy who told you to bring your baby buggy out thers is z Communist," they
would scy, "What if this guy is o Commmnist, hels intorcsted in wy-kid,
He showed us whal to do in this situation," They, quite naturally, think
he is 2 fine man. So thore you arc,

COICKEL BEGGS: kr. Fitzele, I thank you for having given us a really
rousing finish to the Manpower phose of the course, Thank you.

(11 April 1949-250)3,
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