Nigust 14 th 1945

Dear Onm'

T will stert thik letter now and probably finish it after suppers The Japaness situation
hasg ratheér overshadowed the Biropean accomplishments of Potsdem and I appreciated the TIMES
reports very mich -~ aside far the Councll of Foreign Minie ters I was pretty much in the dark
as to 1ts resulbess It is cliear at the outset that Touman more Fhan held his ownh, am that
'\the leaders of the Big ¥ have found that the change in personallties has not affected the
wf o0 tivenss s of oupr unity - Trusan and @btlee carried on in peffect atylee ( Worifear of
getting off on another tangent i will not mention that I think that that is as brilliant a
tribute to the effectiveness of the foundations and relationships wnich Roogevel t ingpired
as one could ask.) The job of cleaning up Gennany and Hirope ig not very exciting and hardly
very pleasante First of all Rissia was granted her Hastern spheres of interest and they were
given priority; it is clear that Rissia has the power to enforce her will by force if sghe
80 degiresy In teturn the VWestern powers have a prior interest in the western areas of
Birope., Yet these arrangements are made in the spirit of agreenent and hamony - we are
working together and the fact that Bulgaria, Finland, et al., are primarily of Russian intere;
g7 geozraphicaJle does not mean that they will not be discussed by the Secretaries of all

the nationse*he point is that the superstructure has been erected over nationalism, the
gramevwork is proving that it is a workable basis in the Allied Control Councile. We have
infini vely more than a balance - we have a worki ng agreement; ‘the ppproach combines the ‘
realities of Hiropean requirements with the idealism of our walr aims, Whatever di fferences
arise, arise within a context of agreement; Yal ta has been cemented in the practical que s=
tions of conguered Buropes Uertainly the results of Potsdam must be encouraging to men of
good will all over the world; the possibility of eplitting the unity of the United ®ations
grows dimmer and dimmer - though that does not seem to keep the defe atists from tryinge

1 thought that the Times article on the home-front pressure on the Army was encouraging as
helle I don't doubt but that the Army is fouling up recomversion and that its wastefulness
and poor administration are becoming more obvious day by day; the end of the war must mean
the end of the Armfy's economy of waste - wagte of moneys, of equipment, of manjower = if
"what we see at this level is any indication, then the Mead Comnittee mist be wallowing in
wagte at the toy of the Army ladder; with the endpf the war, the military will cease to have
' its Lold over army policy and it is good to know that Congress is contemplating reforme. We
need a post-war Army, but it cannot be the same 4Army which we have now = the danger lies in
discredti ting the whole Army and in not#@alizing that the need is for reform and not denuding
our armed forces. -

The British elections contime to gain most of the columns; everyons from Mngland © Timbuect
seems 1o have adopted the policy of wait and see = certainly the hopefuls wuld seem to
outmmber the pessimists, David awrence and Paul Mallon notwithstanding, T hear the argu -
ments of Adam Smith and Johm Stuart Mill brought into the curment discussion as though the
theories of social economics which they wrote were meant do be wholesaley applied to the |
situations of todays day and age is a little amusing. We are in an age of new definitions and
somewha t new gocial values; we are in an age of a comparativhlly satueated economy; we are in
an age in which we have learned that the enterprise-profit system does not necessarily mean
the greatest good for the greatest mumber in terms of the Social nomms which we have found 1o
be essential for the general welfare,And I am sure that Mills and Snith would be among the
first to note this as progress, and good progress, not as the work of the devil.

That more or less brings me to the Hunt~Crumboch case; it seems to me that the isgue is
very cdlearly defined. On the one side by the Brandeis dictum that a union camot strike for
an unlawful purppse; the othery; the court decision that as long as there is no illegal
combination the union can decide to refuse to sekl thaix?labor" to an employer. I do not think

that Justice Foberts was correct in smyina that the cage was not within the immunity that
labor is tnot a commodity or article of comerce® which is granted under the Clayton Act,
These men refused to work for the employer because of Lie comnection with a adikke back in

L 11937; they consistently refused to supply the labor he needed and as a result e went out of
| "thsirzws:ytheir rovfu‘aair ig not whollypoogparabl@ to a strike ~ o that extent Justice ?bbarts

i



is righte In other words, they are not refusing to work becasse they don't get vacations
or because there aren't enough drinking fountains; they refuse to supply labor because of
ill will between the two contracting pai"ﬁibs. a grudge on the part of the Union, In this
particular case, { would say that the grudge is probably unjustified and no more than mere
vindic tive spite; however, that does not affect the basic problem involved, Ag long as
labor is not in an illiait congpiracy, there can be no reason for forcing the union to
a8ll its man hours any uore than there can be for foroing afmenufacturer to sell hig
prodict if he does not want to. If the majufacturer did notisell his comnodity to ksep

the price up @r to aid in some market sonspiracy, he would Phen be aubject d&)yyuni.ulumrx‘s
Unger the i «w, and the sfme should be true Labory Brandels ia‘
on 8 strike it should be Wound againel the union' if the stiike|is tll( ,d. But thig is

not a stml’e,lt is a refusal 113 work for no illegal reason, just mman nature, In some
ways this case is unique,| 8ince in ninety-nide cases oft of & hundred labor is looking for |
work and not refusing ite! Since the welfare of labor depends 0{11 the widest use of the

labor pool = whereas the profit motive sometimes calls for the rwtrlctlon of prodiction =~
it is harély likely that labor will sonspire against the mtlonal welfare, Noy, 1 thlnk

the majority decision was ‘the correct one,

@ll, here we go again - Ibmei has just annmounced that the Emparor will make a statement
and weryone seems to have gone wild again. fernhaps some thimg will have come through by the
time I return %o the tent again. If the Tokyo answer has any if's or and's or But's in it,
I think that an atomid bomb would be the most effectivé an swers 9 ‘
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Thanks for your review of the cottage doings, Molilker - I am glad that HB had the chance
“to reciprocate and invite her friends out to the Foreside with| her; the fact that she 18
getting some social balgnce is swell too, It is oo bad that &1l the tensants are not like
the Martins;I am sorpy thatwe are losing them - he mist have ¢gone very well, Wat ever
happened on my insurance policy anyway?? The 1nc'rdent of Don Dorsey and the sailboat 1s a
reminder that things haven't really changed at “enikoe = that \ras a standard evan’c in our
heyday. As for my mentioning the sailboat - I wouldn % know whiat to do with onel Let'
wait until I hit upon some thing I really want when IPget bac)c nind we will selsct 4 substi-
tute. Ia ' your eor unen’c on Ganne tt you did not mention who will {take over his little press
empire when and iffhe leaves the scene ~ his children? Doean't l.e have a son who is a 1%,
in Ordnance with the Air Corps in England? pPlease don % bera ty: your letters for not being|
werudi te" Mother] The longer and newsier and chattier they are, the better I like them.
you can leave the controversial stuff for Daddy - anyway, just| between you and me and the
lamppost, I think we would find that you and I bend to agm@ :us of ten as Deddy and I tend
to dlsag,,rae. : ey

il Al

I brought TIME down with me - I dld not bring the isale in Whlch JMrs Luce's plumping for
war with Rusgia wes dlscusaed but I think that her atti tude (| Lvub"lcmzed significantly
through the channels of the earst Press) may reflect the prlin \that dominates the column
8 of the Weekly Newsmagazines 1; seems to me obviocus than any critie who uses the line
that there is an unbridgable gdp betwsen the Anerican d@mocr@*'tlc Way d\@h@ Rissian
totali tarian way is doing nothing more than leading the way o | the 1n& itable conflict
idea, I dispute the theory that it is totali tarianism which we were fi; htl\bk qui te strongly,
we were fighting Fascisme The Luce approach can only be labeled as obstructionist and
non-sonstructive, TIME itgelf is less outspoken, but the threwd is the Jame. A good emaunpl e
is in the comment on the Qommnist move in ousting Browder and *ready to fight i‘or 1
Stalimism.* They say that the d@l&g&t@s"follomd their odders" - no dpubt & direct line
from the Kremline Now, I am not saying that the Anerican Communists do not feel a\ kinsidp
to the Russian experimentors, but TIME deliberately makes the unjustified point that these
‘beople are Russians firgt and Americans second. This type of bias ( /similar to that which
hits you in the face every time you open the Readers Digest) tends ffo color 'everything in
oneds critical appreciation of the magazines I probably am a Risso hile, but'I see no

cons tructive justification for such a tack - not even in terms of fthe most gelfish Americazi
interes te

OK for this time = ‘
All my loveg,

Regards to moris. W



