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CO}S~L%!iST INFILTPAT!~ 0FTHE LABOP~[O~E~[~\~ 

17 Pebruary 1949 

COLONEL BEGGS: The Industrial College perhaps is entitled to a 
little special interest in "cold war" because it v:as here that :~. Bernard 
Baruch first introduced the term. I thief{ you ~ill agree that it is as 
important for officers of the Armed Forces to understand the battlefields, 
the tactics~ and the strategD ~ of "cold ~ar" as it is for us to understand 
the more classic military arts. 

Imst year, in his talk, ~r. Zerlyn S. Pitzeie, Labor Editor of 
"Business 17eek," stated that he ~euld have liked to ~scuss com~mism in 
labor unions but that his scope forbade his doing so. As the guilty party, 
! have v~aited a year to make amends, and I want to assure bolh you and 
Ym. Pitzele that his scope today is Communist infiltration of the Labor 
movement. 

}Y. Pitzele. 

}~.. PITZELE: i have been hearing a little, before I came in here, 
about what you have been told up %o this point, and it makes very good 
sense, to me~ that everything you have been studying in Hanpov~er r~as 
scheduled to come before the subject for discussion today. Zt is reason- 
able to assume that you, as professional peop!e~ somer~at far removed from 
the area of labor relations, approach this v:hole field ~ith the usual hazy 
attitude, and perhaps usual prejudice, of the citizen r~ho has had no direct 
experience in it, with the result that you make certain easy assumptions 
about the personalities and the forces which appear on the s~face to 
operate in a very destructive ~ay in cur society. And the imputation that 
all labor is tinged ~J.th radicalism, per~ps even under the influence of 
subversive and alien doctrines, is a very easy one to come to. 

! ~vould have h~-sitated very leng~ or -~,t least I v.-ould have considered 
my problem here a much more difficult one had you not been erposcd before 
I arrived to some material r:hich indicates that the development of labor 
unions in America, as institutions, is part of the v,~hole historic perspec- 
tive and the sccia! current of our country. 

So, today, ~vhen I talk vdth yon'about Communists in the labor movement, 
and the problems v~hich they present~ I ~ant to be able %o feel %hat'you 
understand me v~hen I say that this is a specialized kind of prok.lem~ some- 
thing ~hich applies only to certain aspects of the American labor movement, 
and ~hich does not cl~racterize it in its broad outline in any ~]id sense 
v~hatsoever. 
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In order for us to get some insight into the oroblem which Communists 
in the labor movement present~ and Communist unionism, it is necessary fo 
us to put those activities in the broader context of which they are a par 
i ~ant to start out by taking just a few minutes to tell you about the 
Communist Party and some of those activities, of ~vhich the arena of labor 
is just one part. -. 

The Communist Party is not a party in any sense by which that term is 
commonly used. 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 overthrov~ the Goverr~ment of the United States. If you ass~r.e that it 
is a conspiracy directed to that end, and alT~ays directed to that end~ ye 
vrill be ~ ~ m.s~ed. You "~-ill find that Communist activity is moving along 
certain lines ~i~hich are apparently incomprehensible because they make b~o 
contribution to the overthro'.~ ~ of the Government of the United States. ~ 
aim of the Communist conspiracy is a very simple one and a consistent one 
It is, in a v:ord, to serve the interests of Russia. No~v, obviously, in 
certain periods of history, the "interests of Russia" are served by creat 
ing cor~usion, tension, and friction im~ the United States; vreakening, if 
you please~ the social fabric of this co~mtry. 

At other times, h~vever--and the classic example, of co-0mse, is durin 
the ~ar ~hen we ~ere supplying to the Russian forces arms and munitiens-- 
it is obviously to Russia's interest to see that the United States is jus 
as effective and efficient in her productive mechanism as it is possible 
to make it. In such a period, the Communist Party in this country, far 
from being the promoter of causes 7hich might divide the people of the 
b\nited States, took the lead in playing dov~ such causes. Fen example~ t 
Com~mnist-led unionsj ?~ithout any question~ had the best records in terms 
of man-days lost and number of strikes during the ?~.r. The labor leaders 
America ~vho put the demands of the ~;~ar furthest above the ve~/ iegitim~te 
demands or interests of the ~vorkers in the ~ar plants ~ere the Communist 
trade-union leaders. They were the most effective strikebreakers, if you 
please, ~ho operated in this country during the ~ar. They suppressed any 
vestige of discontent ~Tnich became apparent in the trade-~nion jurisdicti 
which they covered. 

If you assumed at this time that the object of t]~ Columnists ~vas to 
overthrow the Goverr~T~ent cf the United States, I submit you weuld hav~ be 
be;;ilderod by this kind of conduct. H~vever, if you boar in mind that th 
national interest--the "imperial" interest, if you please--el the Soviet 
Union at one period and another v&l! be different in terms of it relatio~ 
to the United States, then the pattern of Communist operation i:~ the Unit~ 
States v~ll, I think, be much more intelligible and'clear to ycm. It is 
a~'ays consisten~ in this sense. The twists~ turns, and about-faces in 
the Communist Party line vhich~ I am sure~ you hnve all heard ~bout, are 
not simply ideological ~vhimseys, but are responses to a chan~ing interna- 
tional situation. 
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:'..mthln that broad context, the designs of the Co~nunist Party in the 
UnitedStates (all of which are, in a basic sense, related) are, first 
of all, to operate as a propaganda agency among us, to build pro-Russian 
sentiment. 

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

Another object of the Communist Party--and it is a tactical as well 
as a strategic object--is to build party cadres and mass organizations 
through which.the objectives of the Communist Party can be carried out, 
~ether they be propaganda objectives or actual, more active operations. 

.o.. 
~ - 7 7 v  Fundamen~a_~, excent for those historic periods, whi.ch have been 

infrequent in the east and presumably will be even less frequent in the 
future, Wen the interests of Russiaand the interests of the United 
States are running directly parallel, a very important Communist function 
is ~o acerbate and intensify the economic and social tensions which exist 
in our society: economic relations, race relations, all the aspects of 
our national life wherever there is the opportunity for friction, or 
wherever somemaladjustment Jr.. our society makes friction Lnevitable. 
At that point, you will ahvays find a Com.munist organization, either a 
frankly andavowedly Commumist organization or one disguised under some 
euphemistic tit!e~ working to capitalize on this discontent by intensify- 
ing it, prolonging it, and deepening it zith the hone of weakening the 
social unity, the national solidarity, of America. 

And then, of course--o~nd this is by far t~e most dramatic and important 
aspect of the Communist ~ - " o~er~t~ons in the United States as well as in the 
other countries--the objective of espionTge and sabotage which are-some- 
times part of the '~om_7'~un1~t Parby operation and sometimes ~eintained 
completely separate and apart from the Party. 

'.I trust that, being interested in rheas matters, you have all read 
' the report which came out of General ~cArthurTs Headquarters .on the 
Russian spy-ring in Ja~n, which is, in a sense, a sort of classic case 
study of how the Communists work. l'~_luat i advert to at this point, is the 
very, very careful separation between that espionage operation and the 
Communist Party of Japan, It was<felt that the espionage' work was so 
important it could not be compromAsed by having any 'c0rm.ections vd.th the 
Communist Party of Jagan. So it Was kept completely separate and apart ~ 
but, nevertheless, it was. perhaps much more important to i.hc~ Russiarm 
than anything' that rzas being done by the Japanese Communist Party. 
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The Co.~mmist Party operates t_hrough a good many instmrments. The 
one ~:,¢th ~<hich we are here ooncerned is the trade-union. The trade-union 
organization is a netura! kind of instrument for the Communists to be 
interested in, It is natural because the whole philosophic basis for %he 
Communist doctrine r~sts on the idea of the workers coming to power. And 
where do you find the ~.:orkers? You find them in trade-u.~ons. 

So it is tremendously ~mportnnt to the Communist Party to concentrate 
its forces in the trade-union organizations in order to influence the 
minds of the ~orkers, ~nd to he!o get into positions of control where the] 
can direct the actions of these organizations of working people. 

The Communists envision the day when a disciplined, militant working- 
class, in the !angunge ef Earx and Stalin, will take state power and brin! 
into being the dictatorship of the proletariat which will build and croat( 
the Soviet state. 

So we have, in effect--this is the kind of thing I would have hesitat( 
to say to you earlier in the year before 2~ou had had some basic material 
on the American labor movement--two labor movements in the United States; 
not ene. Z%en we talk ~bout labor movement, we arc ta~<ing about some kiz 
of institution which is going som~here. The very term, "mOvement," be- 
speaks a goal, perhaps not a very clearly defined gcal; but, at any rate, 
a direction in which that thing is driving. 

Ze have in this comntry the American labor movement, if you please, 
the one ~rhich you have been hearing about; namely~ the legitimatej bona- 
fide trade-mnions, which ~;ere created to serve the very Lmportmnt and 
practical nccds of~orking people who need representation, some kind of 
organized strength, as they deal <~ith employers because as individuals 
their ability to take care of themselves in terms of their economic posi- 
tion is very weak indeed. There is the bona-fide trade-union movement in 
this country which is directed at economic and social ends that may be 
radical st tLmes but are nevertheless not suspect as m:squersded objective 
which are devised and promoted for purposes of national disloyalty. 

" ' ~'~ thin the And then there is the other labor movement ".',b.lcn operates .... 
one I have been talking about and that is the labor movement that is 
Comma%mist controlled. Now at this particular time Commnnist influence in 
the ~merican labor movement is less tlmn it has b~cn at any time in the 
last seven or eight years. Within the last 18 months, the Communists h,~ve 
lost control of some very Lmportant unions, such as the union in the mari- 
time industry, ~.Jhich me~,ns al! merchant ships ~:,~ith home ports on the East 
Coast and the Gulf. A fight for les, dership developed wlt.kin that organiza- 
tion and the Communists were thrown out of office. There is no assurance 
t~,t they are going to stay out of office but, for the moment, with the 
National ~o.rit£me Union t:~Iking about a strike s one doesnlt have the feel- 
ing it issL<ply a tactic ir the game of powcr politics which goes on in 
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the world. If they strike, either it is because of some ill-advised 
conclusion which they have arrived at, or it is a legitimate strike. But, 
in any event, the basic reason for that strike would not be tc weaken the 
Nation amd serve the interests of Russia. 

That is true in a number of other organizations; for example, the 
Transport Workers Union. The President of the UDion , ~. Michael Quill_, 
whose name might be kno~m to you, suddenly decided he would break ~ith the 
Communist Party, a member of v~ich he had been for a number of years. Be- 
cause of his personal follov~ng, he ~a's able to shift ~e v~o].e political 
orientation of that union out of the Communist orbit. Nevertheless, in 
every large and important union in this country there is an active, and 
sometimes powerful, Communist caucus, or Co~m.unist "fr~ction, ~ as it is 
knovm in the jargon of the Left, which operates for purposes of propagan- 
dizing and for p~rposes of seizing control. 

The Communists have concentrated their efforts in a number of fields 
vfnich appeal to them particularly. First of all, they have been interested, 
of course, in the strategic industries. In the field of comm~mications 
they have been amazingly successful. Or perhaps it isnlt so amazing. May- 
be "amzing" is the ~,Tong w o r d  to describe it. At any rate, they have put 
a 10t of work into it. They have put some of their most talented people 
into the unions which operate the telegraph system of the Uni'~ed States-- 
the unions which operate the cables. 

They have been successful, in a very large degree, in controlling many 
strategic parts of this labor organization. At one time--the situation is 
a little different now, but not r.uch different--you knew full ~ell that 
every commercial-cable that ~ent t~hrough Nmv York was under the vieYz of a 
Co~unist, or ~omeone who v.as beholden to the Co~anists for being in that 
particular job. 

It w a s  a situation v~ich the security agencies of the Goverr~ent were 
very much concerned ~ith, but it is--I don~t want to talk about the se- 
curity aspects of this thing--an example of what the Communists ~ve been 
able to do by dint of dedicated effort and shrewd organizing and--vretll 
come to this a momen~ later~the general indifference of people who, one 
mightthink, would take up the cudgels to oppose them, and the general 
indifference of employers. 

So they hs.ve concentrated in the strategic industries. Today, the 
important areas of Communist strength are in the communications industry; 
in transport and shipping; in metal mining, that is, the minln~of copper, 
lea~, zinc, nonferrous metals generally; in West Coast shipping~ where the 
whole water front is ~der the domination of Harry Bridges and the apparatus 
in his control; and in the CIO divisions of that part of the aircraft in- 
dustry which is unionized.. In the Auto Workers bhion, which holds some 
jurisdiction over aircraft plants in this country, Communist influence is 
still a very important though minority factor. 

~" ~ J~ I~ J~U~ ~ .:: ', 



The Communist Party has also concentrated, not only in its trade-unio~ 
~ork but in its other kind of work~ on negroes and other members of minor~ 
groups in this country on the theory, of co~rse, that these ~eoole ~ere t~ 
most resentful about American society because, being the minority groups, 
they ~7ere exposed to certain social injustices in our society and would b~ 
the most ready and likely recruits for a movement like co~.unism. 

~ntcrestingly enough~ the Co~.unists have also concentrated on the 
~hite-collar ~orkers. It i~ easy to understand ~D@ they should be inter- 
ested in the teachers. And~ incidentally, they have a ve~u/, strong influc~ 
in some of the tcachers~ unions° They have alsc been very much intereste~ 
in sales people in department stores, in insurance salesmen, and white- 
collar v~orkers, gcneral!y. 

Their interest in these fields is, by and large, an accident. They 
a~e interested~in the;so fields because nc one else iso The AFL and the 
CIO have, for a nmmber o~ years, ignored these wage earners, these ~:hite- 
collar workers. They hsve been busy in organizing the different industri~ 
The Communist Party v:as able to come in v~ith its unions, the unions it 
controlled, and to offer almost exclusively the only brand o~ unionism ~h~ 
~vas available to these people. 

The Communists also b~ve particular interest in certain geographic 
...... ~ should be--that areas. All of you are aware~i£ you are not ~,~r~ you 

the most important trade-union organizing done since the ~ar ended h~is 
been done by Co~unist-controlled unions in three geographic areas. The 
first is Alaska~ ~here Harry Bridges' organization and some of the unions 
affiliated v~ith it have done a terrific job of organizing the fish can- 
neries on the coast, and of organizing the fishing boats ~.~hich plTz the 
Bering Straits and go out into the North Pacific there° 

The second area in ~hich there has been notable organizing since the 
war is in the Panara Canal Zone, ~vbere a Co~m~ist-controlled union, the 
United Public ~orkers, has organized a great r~jority of the civilian 
employees working in the Zone. 

The thiTd area in vrhich there have been important organizing gains 
a-.nee the v.~r has been Ha~vaii. Here, Har~y Bridges' union, ~'~hich is techr 
cally a longshore union, has org~nized inland, back from the coast, the 
sugar and pineapple ~,.~orkers, ~'hich .are, of course the backbone of the 
Is!and's industry. 

Wecan see that on the American labor scene, in the Continental Unitec 
States, the Communist influence has abated'some~hat over the last few yea~ 
because workers have become a lot more soohisticated about this problem, 
the issues have sharpened, and the Co.~munists have lost some ground; h~re~ 
in at least three strategic geographic areas--Alaska, Hawaii, and ~he Cana 
Zone--the Cor~unists have made great gains. 

i!~ I ~ ~.~: i i ~ ! ~ :~ i: ' ~ ~  7~ 
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I have been told to talk briefly here and to leave the maxim'~m amount 
of time for questioning. So I just want to tell you one more thing in 
what is really a very sketchy presentation in v{hich, as you can see~ I 
have hit only the high spots, and not nearly all of those. I hope, in 
your questions and discussionsvrhich ~ill follov~, r~e can fill in with de- 
tail the points be~veen, i do~ horrever, v~ant, very briefly, %0 elaborate 
~vhat I referred to earlier~ namely, that the reason, in large part~ ~;~hy 
the Con~nunists have been so successful is because of indifference in other 
quarters. 

Novr, of course, one of the most important of those "other quarters" 
are the groups of workers themselves. For the guy who works for a living 
in a plant, whose day-to-day problems areapt to be the only prpblem~ he 
has time to worry about--his pay envelope, the conditions on his job, and 
so on--it is pretty hard to get excited about something which is really 
abstract, like the difference betv~een a Communist union and a non-Con~nunist 
union. ?~at he wants to know is: ~%"qich can do the better job in represent- 
ing his interests? Which can get him more money from his employer ~len the 
contract expires? IUhich can get him greater job security? 

The Communists have been able to compete here very ~eli. They have 
been able to compete very well in these basic, practical things. They have 
never forgotten for one moment--and where they have forgotten~ they have 
lost their footing very quickly--that "the basic interest of a worker~ of 
a member in a union, is v!oat does he get in return for the dollar or the 
tv~o dollars a month he pays for being a member. 

So they have not o n l y  carried on these other activities I have talked 
about but they have done a job--there is no question about it .... for their 
members bybeing smart, clever, ruthless, unscruoulous perhaps--therels 
no "perhaps" •about the unscrupulous--alv;ays h~ving in mind the fact that 
in order to keep their control of the situation they have to produce 
something for the members of that union. Where other labor leaders have 
developed a little ~vidth in the beam from sitting in s~;.'ivel chairs, in 
offices, these Communist Johnnies h~ve gone out there and fought for their 
people. And so frequently v~hen you present to an American ~vage earner the 
choice bet~veen the Commie and the non-Commie leader, hc rill brush aside 
these, as I say, almost abstract, ideological considerations and vote for 
the guy v~ho is obviously in there fighting for him. 

Then, too, the employers hove made a negative contribution to the fight 
on Communists in the ~merican labor movement because vhat happens is, the 
term "Communist" becomes so unpopular that you apply it to anybody you 
donit like. In the Little Steel strike of 1957, for example, v:hen the 
Republic Steel Corporation ,.,~as involved in a strike ~,ith the CIO, Tom Girdler 
had a full page ad in tlie.ne~,~rspapers calling Philip l~urray, the President 
of the CIO, a Con~munist. 
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It's absurd. Not only is it absurd, but it is a verymischievous 
thing to do because every member of the Steel Workers Union knows that 
Phil Murray is not a Communist. Wen you call Murray a Communist, and 
then turn around and call a guy a Communist who is actually a Communist, 
the kind of response you 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 ~latles or Emspak, the two individuals who rim the 
United Electrical, Radio and ~6nchine Workers Union of America, an organiza- 
tion which controls the manpower in the plants of General Electric and 
Westinghouse. Dhen you get out publicly and you say these people are 
Communists--as they are--the retort is, "Well, everybody is a Co~mmnist 
these days. Look; you're the kind of person who calls )~urray a Communist." 
It provides a protective 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~rhat do I mean by that? I mean that American 
employers don't like unions. It is natural for them not to like unions. 
But they don't dislike only that kind of union. They like them all equally 
little, v,dth the result that, despite the fact that 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 
meeting once a month, instead of going to the meeting he will go b~vling 
with the boys, or he will 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 we are 
having a meeting of a local union of 20~000 people. This could be a local 
union meeting of the union in the GaryWorks of the Carnegie-Illinois 
Steel Corporation, one of the largest steel mills in the world. This is 
about the size of their monthly meeting. This is about h~v many would 
comeout. 

If you have in that union one-half of one percen t of Communists, they 
run the thing without check or v~thout veto, you don't need one-half of 
this audience. All you need is about 20 of them, disciplined, together, 
having had a meetingbefore this meeting started working out what they 
want to put over; spotting themselves around instead of all sitting in a 
cl~mp--I mean taking strategic positions throughout the hall--so that when 
one gets Up to make a motion and 19 others second it~ it sounds as though 
there is a mighty clamor for the proposal. 

It is a very sim~le matter to establish policy, to elect'officers; 
and to 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 pepple know that the employer 
doesn't like the unions. 

8 

~ (~. il !,:~ ~ ~ i i 



|r< ~ I~F~ -"~ :7 ' • ~'I , ,I ~, 

The way to get ahead, if you want a shot some day at the foreman's 
job, or if some day you want to bring your kid arcund and introduce him 
to the assistant superintendent ~th the hooe he will give him a job in 
the plant,is not to be too sweet on the unions. It is in tha-~ kind of 
context, you see, in v~ich a'sm~ll, organized, disciplined minority of 
Communist Party members can exercise control out of al~L proportion to 
its numerical strength. 

I am going to stop %here, or at least pause, because I am sure we 
will go back to som~ of these points as we come to the questions and dis- 
cussion. 

COLONEL BEGOS: All right~ whet11 ask the first question? 

QUESTION: You have given the impression that the labor unions would 
like to get rid of the Communist element in general~ I don't believe that 
in mQst organizations it is possible to get any very large turnout of 
people at meetings~ regardless of the attitude of the employers. [{ost of 
them don~t want to go to meetings and start a rumpus. 

The labor unions have had, for the p~.st year, a very good instrument 
to enable them to try to get rid of the Commtmists. I refer to the anti, 
Communist provisions of the Taft-Hartley Act. Yet, they seem to be doing 
their best to get rid of that act. Can you explain that reasoning? 

I,,IR, PITZELE: Let me address ~¢self to various aspects of your question. 
First of all, it is prett.i; cle~.rly established, I thir~'~, what ".,,re all ~'ould 
suspect--that the average American worker, pre~ented with the choice be- 

-~ ° ° 
tween a Communist and a non-Com~munist ~f~mclal~ will choose the non- 
Communist official. The Comr~unists know this very ~,:ell. So they always 
disguise themselves. They donlt appear as open, identifiable Communists. 
They disguise the.~e!ves at certain periods as anti-Fascists, antiriiitar- 
ists, or whatever the current of the moment may be. So that, first of all, 
the most important bssic job that must be done, if you are going to get 
the Communist influence out of the labor movement, is to identify the 
people vrho are Co~tmists because they are not self-identifi~,~d. 

It is nossible to get people to come to union mee~ings~ to get people 
to believe that v'hat happens in the union is just as important to them, 
in their lives, as what happens in the shop v:here they work. There are 
notable successes to be reported where employers, ~orking "-:ith decent, 
honest, loyal American elements in unions have hel~ed to bui[;d up enough 
interest in the union's internal affairs so t~'a~ the turnout at a union 
meeting is truly representative. 

The Taft-Hartley Act, which is about to get a ~oing-over by the present 
Congress, provides~ as you should be aware, that before a union can have 
access to the National l~.bor Re!~tions Board for purposes of establishing 
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its representation rights, for purposes of filing unfair-labor-practice 
charges, and so on, its officers must execute an affidavit in which they 
say, "Ue are not members of the Communist Party." 

To a certain extent that has been useful. It has been useful in 
situations, mostly, where two unions covet the same jurisdiction, I had 
occasion before to refer to the United Electrical, Radio and I~achine 
~orkers Union of America, which is the union, as its name implies,, in the 
electrical manufacturing plants. It is a large union, claiming a member- 
ship of about £00~000. It has under contract General Motors, ~estinghouse, 
Philco, RCA, certain divisions of Allis-Chalmers, and so on. 

This union's jurisdiction overlaps at some points with the United 
Automobile Workers Union. For example, ~n the plants of General Motors-- 
not the auto plants bu{ the plants where General ~otors manufactures 
Diesels~ frigidnires, and such products--both unions claim the right %o 
represent those people. There is going on all the time a competition. !~o 
has the bargaining right in those situations? 

The officers of the Un{ted ~ " " nlectrmca~ Radio and ~chine !~orkers Lhion 
would obviously commit pcrju~j,, or whatever the offense is--falsification 

' of an oath--if they wou!d sign a document nnd haw it duly notarized saying 
they are not Cormmunists. 

The result has been that in'these competitive situations--v:herethe 
United Antomqbile Workers Union, which has filed an affidavit, and the 
U~, which hasn't, are competitive--the UA~:V has been able to go to the 
National Labor Relations Bo:rd and get an election held among the people 
in those plants but the UE has not been on the ballot. This has been 
successful, in many instonces, in cutting dorm unions like the D~. 

But the trouble vith the non-Co.-mmunist affidavit provision of the 
Taft-Hart!ey Act is that its effect has been broader th~n simply to reach 
Communists. For instance, John L. Lewis, who has been accused of a great 
many things in his time but never accused of being a Communist, refuses 
to sign this non-Com~unist affidavit. Phil ~iurray also refuses to sign 
the non-Communist affidavit. They do so not because they are Com~munists 
but because they take the position that it is a piece of discriminatory 
legislation aimed hgainst the labor union people. 

And, gentlemen, let me poLnt out to you there is ver~y grave doubt as 
to its constitutionality. There is so grave a 'question of its constitu- 
tionality that Senator T.=~ o, whose handiworks for the most part, is the 
Taft-Hartley Act, is now preparing an amendment to the law which vJ%ll pro- 
vide that both employers and ~Lnions which want to use the }~.~_RB have to 
sign the non-Communist c.f~_d .... t because it is feared that the Supreme 
Court .vi]J~ hold that this is a ,oiccc of discriminatory legislation directed 

at only one group; that it is not uniforrJ~y applied. 
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Because such obviously non-Ccm.munist labor leaders as i e t , v : L s  an4 
~urray have taken this position against the affidavit, the Co~mmunists 
are protected~ so to speak, :'Ynen they don't sign the a£fidavit. It. other 
words, they say, "It isn't that v:e ere Co~zunists that v:e refuse to si~. 
Itts t~.t we take the same stand as Lev.~is and ~'urray. ?.e~re against this 
thing in principle because it is discriminatory and r:ntilabor," Therefore, 
the effectiveness of the non-Coz~munist affidavit requirement in the lavr 
has been limited. 

There:is a unanimous feeling, in so f~r as the feeling is officially 
expressed, by all wings of the labor movem,~nt--AFL, C!O, Indeoendent 
unions, Railroad Brotherhoods--that the non-Communist affidavit v:ill h~ve 
to be takenout, of the is:.v; or, if it remains it "{,ill have to apply to all 
parties in the labor relations equation. 

QL~STION: I thi~<, ik'. Pitzelc, we are all agreed that the teachers 
are grossly underpaid. But I am disturbed that in so educated a group 
communism has am.de such successful infiltr:~tion. Can you help me clear 
that up? 

~;~. PITZELE: First, let mrs dispose of the impression ~::nich I may 
inadvertently have left "aith yo~. I am not, for one moment, suggesting 
that the.teachers in our public schools arc C$mc:~nistso I am not suggest- 

. ~ - , , c ~ ,  ~ ~ of t h e m  "',:'~. ~ / , ' h a t  ing that ~ m~jority of them are, or that'a I,.o. oar~ 
I say, and I w?.nt to be precise.about it~ is that the teachers~ unions, 
-.~:hich bcvc the same kind of support characteristic, if you please, as 
other unions in" terms of the n~umber of people v:ho are members taking an 
active interest, in ~ny places ~re under tha influence of the Com._munists 
because Communists ~.re the '~ ÷~ ~. _.c ~v~ people. 

N~:." v:hy? Well, thcrt are the ~.-conomic reasons, which our questioner 
has granted. But, still, that isntt enough--to say, simply, that the 
teachers ~.re undcrps.id. !'~y, then, orenTt they good, militant, American 
trade-unionists rather than let their unions be taken'over by Communists? 
The anmver to thct question is one r;hich very quickly~ as vm try to ansv:er 
it, gets us into the profound business of, !'~.~.y does someone become a 
C o~.~tm~st ? 

If I had .the time, I should like to talk. v,.ith you about the social 
composition, if you please, of' t~.~ Communist Party, not only in this 

l~:<e to. point out country but in other countries of the ~,ror!d. I would ~' 
to you that despite the fact that the Co~nunist Party is the party of the 
working class, it is always, in all countries, led by Lntel!ectuals, of 
which Lenin himself v:as a classic example--an intellectual of a certain 
type. 

By "intel!ectual"--I am using the v~ord like Karl Marx used it--I do 
not mean an intelligent person. That is not -::hat I mean. I mean, by 
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"intellectual," an economic category; someone who makes his living in 
the field of teaching, in the field of journalism, in the field of law, 
and so on. A brai~vgrker , so to speak. I mean an economic class. 

There is a psychology of the intellectual ~vhich is important for any" 
one to understand v,-ho ~vants to understand :vhy the Communist Party is as 
successful as it is. 

Ours is a society--I am just going to touch on it briefly~-in an age 
of material values, in which popover--and, ef course, basically, %his whole 
thing starts from the will to po~ver in man and the ~ill to po~er in social 
institutions--is'held by people ~vho control ~eslth. That is our century. 
In a basic sense, it is not different from other centuries. The Lenin- 
type, the college-trained (overtrained, perhaps) individual, has no place 
in this ~orld. Lenin himself had a pbmase to describe himself and people 
of his type. It is a very revealing phrase: a d~class~ inteliectua~; an 
intellectual without a class. 

In Russia and America, to a certain extent, there is no place for the 
intellectualwith ~nbcunded ambition and an insat!cble ~ill to pov~er under 
a system where progress is made not in terms of ~rt¢~!ectuai values but 
in terms of material values. $o there is about t!e intel!ectual~ inevitabl 
the quality of brooding, if you please, or reflective discontent. He in- 
variably feels that he has qualities, talents, and skills which society is 
not sufficiently recognizing or rev~arding. He dreams of the kind of societ 
-.. ~ch those qualities viii be honored, re~,mrded, and accorded po~:er. 

If you are interested in this problem, I refcr you to some fascinating 
reading: The Report of the Royal Commission ~ Canada and the official 
inquiry of the Canadian spy trial% i.nvlcich a group of Ninisters of the 
Crovnn and members of the Canadian Bar found themscives face ~o face with 
%hls precise question: Here is a distinguished p~rsicist, a man with an 
international reputation, honored, accorded standi:ug in the academic world 
to the limit of what it can provide. Vv%at is he ~oing giving samples of 
U-235 to Russia? ~qat happens to a person l~ke that? 

Then here is a lady~'ho runs a bookstore in Toronto, ~vho prides herself 
on her sophistication in contemporary literature; an intellectual 3 a person 
of culture, v~ho buys season tickets to the Toronto Symphony, and so on; a 
very civilized person by any standard which can be applied. No~v~vhat is 
she doing in a Russian espionage ring? 

They took all these people, looked at them in those terms, then asked, 
"V~Tmt leads people of this kind into that kind of treasonable actiVity?" 
That is the same question you have vrith the teachers. The only way it 
can be answrered is in te~ns of the "lost" feeling w, hich the intellectual 
has in our modern society, which makes him susceptible to appeals to change 
the society; gives ~him some kind of conspiratorial rule v,~here he can feel 
himself important and influential~ and where he thinks history is on his 
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side and he is marching ~:~ith the s~,~reep of history. That is the kind of: 
treatment, if you please, that is the hind of psychology, ~:',-hic:h makes it 
possible for the Co~nunist Party to achieve spectacular successes in re- 
cruihing among these people. 

Nor, ~ I don't ~.ant to leave it at th?t point. Let me go on and say 
just one further thing: The most effective anti-Comm~ist in America are 
people r:ho have gone through this and a~,~'akened; people ~'~ho ha,ze been dis- 
illusioned~ ~'rho have had actually this experience of being seduced, if you 
please, being dra~;¢n into this thing, seeing .ho~;~ it ~:.'orks; and t~.~en realiz- 
ing that it isn't any more idealistic than a pair of shoelace's, and getting 
fed up with the ~'.~Nole business, coming to the conclusion that the important 
job to be done is to fight this thing, to exp,.osc it, to keep other people 
from being swindled the way they were s~;.'indled. It is that r~!atively 
small group of people who, I tell you, are the most effective anti-Communist: 
in America, and the most effective anti-Communists in the world. 

A man like Arthur Koestler, whose name should be familiar to you, who 
was a .ung~.rl,_,n journalist and -~ ~miter of books, is today pothers the 
most effective anti-Communist propagandist in the world in these intellec- 
tual circles. He has been through the -~hole business. He has been vmiting 
-~bout his experiences not only autobiographically but in terms of the 
intellectual values~ in the philosophic aspect of the thing; in terms which 
are meaningful to people ~~ho, like hJmr.~ at one time ~;,~ere seducible. A guy 
like that is worth 500 cb~racters who get up c~nd scream, "The Communists 
are bad. Let ls do away-,~.~ith them•" But a man ~.rho appro<zches the thing 
like a surgeon; exposing it~ laying it bare, pointing out the. s}u~4~rome of 
the ~;.,ho!e disease, is, as I say, the most effective anti-Co,w.-umist operat- 
ing in this field• 

Let me come b~:ck to the question and say this. The teacher, you see, 
' being an intellectual in the sense I am t~:.]/~ing about; doing, in effect, a 

very menial job, accorded no social st:~.tus, being" ~" p...,'~d miser~.biy: (even 
for a teacher), ~ould be~ other things being equa!, reasonably receptive 
to this philosophy. 

QD~STION: Sir, let's drop to the lower level intellectual, then. 
iTnat in the world gives these so-called Americans on the l~.~er level the 
"bug" to become Co~nunists? Do they receive money for it? Or do they 
get something else in the way of pr@stige? 

},~. PITZELE: ~:ell, of course, you must remember not ver[I many Americans 
.~as~ time J• Edgar Hoover, who should become Communists. Actually, the ~ f 

know, put a figur e out, I think~ last year, he said tl~ere were about 
I00,000 Communists in America. And'he said that maybe even that is a little 
large• Soj let's say there are IO0,000 members of the Communist Party 0 
Tb~t is an infinitesimal segment of "the population. But Hoover went onto 
add that for every member' of the Communist Party there are 20 people ~rho 
follow the Communist P~ro~ line 
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We can understand, I third, why there should be I00,000 people so 
discontent, so emotionally disturbed, perbeps so neurotic, so crazy--I 
mean, if you want to third: o£ it interms o£ social sanity, of'having some 
kind of an attachment to this thing, we can understand how I00,000 people 
out of a population of 140 million might be in a certain kind of group. 

But the phenomena which is important, and which I think you are really 
asking the question about is, V~at about these other 20 who arenTt members 
of the Communist Party but who are mobilizable~ so to speak, by the 
Communist Party? The answer to that is that they don~t know ~.,rhat it is 
all about, They are innocent~ The Communist Party will gc into Harlem, 
for example, in New York City, ~:hich is really a jtmgle. There is no 
question about it. The housing is just unspeakable. The ~chools are 
miserable. 

Now Ne~ York City sets off some streets for play areas. Were there 
are no playgrounds, or parks, they ~ill out up road-blocks at one end of 
the block and at the other end, and the kids can play fr@ely in the street. 

Well, there are precious fe¥: oarks or playgrounds uo in Harlem. So 
they have a nmmber of these streets set aside for the kids to play. This 
couldnlt happen aqv place except in Harlem. It couldnlt happen ann':here 
else in Nm,~ York. Because the area is so inadequately policed, and becaus~ 
life 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 to make in 
that general area, and commercial traffic which wanted to use that street, 
just simply put these blocks aside--they look like saw-horses--and opened 
up the street. A truck came along and killed two little girls. There was 
a squib in "The New York Herald Tribune." 

V~at happened ~as that the following day~ according to "The Tribune," 
200 negro mothers, with baby carriages, came out ahd barricaded that stree 
They pushed their baby carriages in there and said, "If the police of New 
York arenTt going to block off this street for the kids to play, as it had 
been set aside, any truck that ~rants to come through is going to have to 
run us doom first." 

~gno do you thi~[ rounded them up? I don't know anything about it 
except what I read in the paper; but I do kn~ you ddnTt get 200 people 
doing the same thing, at the same time, out of some kind of spontaneous 
gesture. Somebody rounds them up. Somebody says, "Hey ~ IsnTt this 
terrible? Let's do something about it. All right; ~rD~t will we'do? 
Wetll all get together. Bring your baby carriages out," and so on. 

I~iI lay you anything you r~nt to bet that the Communist Party in 
Harlem, where it is very active~ or one of the organizations through which 
it operates--the Harlem Tenants League, or the Harlem Co~ittee Against 
Discrim.,ination, it has 12 difi'erent operational masks--went to these women 
and got them out° 

14 

~:" ~Z". 1 t ~i ~ ~ " ,~ ', 



' , ' 5 .  ,: ",,:" "~' : ; " . ~ . . , ~ , k  ... I !  : i - > , ~  ' 

And what do we say about this? Do we say, "It's a terrible thing"? 
Uell, I know wlnat I say. I don~t knovr~vhether you will agree with me. 
I say it is a terrible thing that only the Communists are interested in 
doing something like this. There isn't any other group among us who can 
work with people on that level. 

You knovr ~,~inat the upshot of it will be. The upshot is very simple. 
The Police Department, which doesnTt like this kind o£ unfavorable 
publicity, will assign a cop to see that that street is kept closed o££ 
because they donlt ~ant this kind of trouble. The Columnist Party, or 
whichever organization i% ~::as, will then be able to say, "Look ~ Look at 
this demonstration o£ v'hat people can do ",'hen they "cork together. Look 
what "::e~ve done here." And those 200 mothers will have a very friendly 
feeling and a very kindly feeling for the Harlem Tenant Lea~ae (which is 
really a phony name for a Communist-Party operation), :::hich demonstrated 
so clearly that you can do something by this kind of activity. 

Z~en the day comes that Russian and American relations deteriorate 
to the point "~here there is a possibility of conflict~ and the Communist 
Party goes all oat to ~rndermine whatever stability there may be in the 
American soeiety~ you can be sure they are going to come back on these 
200 mothers and say, "Now look here ~ Look what we did for you. Do some- 
thing for us. Remember ~:hen we asserted our interest and ~e sho~,~ed the 
New York police force something and the police came t~urou~h ~<nd put a 
cop there and'closed off the street?" Youlre right they remember. Then 
they will say, "Do you want your sons killed in a war~ fighting against 
the Russians? It is an imperialistic w:r. The United States is attack- 
ing Russia." 

Oh, you genti~_-men kno':~ their line. You can be sure that it ~".'ill get 
a s2-mpathetic response from these mothc~rs. That is the way the Com~nunist 
Party enervates. That is why for each Communist there are these, and 
J. Edgar Hoover is being conservative; 20 people who are v:illing to go 
along ";.'ith them. They v,%li tell you they are good Americans, If you 
went to these people and you told them, "Uhy, they're Communists. The 
guy who told you to bring your baby buggy out there is ~ Commtunist," they 
v~-ould s~y~ "V,qqat if this guy is a Comr lthnist, hels'intcrcstod in 1.wj'kid. 
He showed us what to do in tills situation." They, quite nat~:'rally~ think 
he is a fine man. So there you are. 

COLONEL BEGGS: 1~,b. Pitzele, I thank you for having given us a really 
rousing finish to the Zanp~ver phase o£ the course. Thank you. 

(Ii April 1949-250)S. 
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