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THE MARCH IS ON!
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The achievements of the U.S.S.R. in the past year

. . . the fact that it opens up a new field for travel ex-
perience . . . have made it the goal for the intelligent
traveler to Europe. Fast train, boat and air connections
with more western Continental cities place Moscow, Lenin-
grad, Kharkov, Kiev and Odessa within easy reach. Your
travel agent will add the Soviet Union to a planned
European itinerary or book you directly for a trip through
Sovietland. Rates are moderate on Intourist’s plan for
payment in advance in dollars for all-inclusive tours
ranging from five to thirty-one days: $15 per day first
class, $8 tourist and $5 third. These include meals, hotels,
transportation on tour, sightseeing by car, the services of
trained guide-interpreters. Spend five days in Moscow and
get the feel of the new life in the U.S.S.R. or add time to
sail down the Volga, cross the Caucasus, cruise the Black
Sea and sojourn in Crimea. Intourist will be glad to send
you its 22" x 16” map of the Soviet Union and illustrated
Booklet No. NM-4.

THEATRE FESTIVAL

MOSCOW and LENINGRAD
September 1 to 10, 1936

Fourth annual theatre festival . . . staged by foremost
artists and directors such as Stanislavsky, Meyerhold,
Moskvin and others internationally famous. Prices are
moderate for the ten day stay. They include meals, hotel,
transportation between Moscow and Leningrad, sightsee-
ing, guide-interpreters and theatre tickets for 13 brilliant
presentations of drama, opera and ballet.
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APPLY TO YOUR TRAVEL AGENT

INTOU Rl OT, INC.

545 FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK
Monadnock Bldg., 681 Market St., San Francisco

TRAVEL IN THE U.S.S.R.

“We Ask Only
If YouWant To Live”

That is what Robert Forsythe asks in this pamphlet which
has stirred the country from coast to coast. He asks that
question after describing forcefully and with bitter irony
the war madness of today’s capitalist world. He also tells
what you can do to keep alive in the face of the furious
drive to wreck the world through a new war. He writes:

“We say that a Soviet world would be a world of
peace. . . . We speak to the people of the world. . . .
We don’t ask whether you are Christians or non-
Christians. We ask only if you want to live.

“If prayer could keep the world alive, I should have no
objection to prayer; but we have had 2,000 years of Chris-
tianity and there is no sane Christian wko even contends
that the power of the church is able to still the warlike
forces of the world.”

2 CENTS

Here is the exciting pamphlet of the Forsythe article, which
when first appearing in the NEw MAssEs, was greeted with
nation-wide enthusiasm. Acting on hundreds of requests,
we republished it. You may obtain it for 2 cents a copy
(postage extra). Buy it in quantities and use it as a mailing
piece. It is a fine word picture of today’s world’s war
madness and the way to combat it. Order from

NEW MASSES

31 East 27th Street, New York City

Write for special rates on bundles of 100 or more
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Message to Gomez

T HE Cuban pot is boiling. The

Supreme Court, for the first time
_since the fall of the Machado tyranny,
has censured the military dictatorship
of Batista—and, by implication, the ac-
tions of United States Ambassador
Caffery who supports this ghastly re-
gime of terror.

The visit of President-Elect Gomez
to the United States at this time repre-
sents an attempt to strengthen his per-
sonal position and that of his political
entourage, with President Roosevelt
and financial interests in this country.
This action, however, directed as it is
against Batista, furnishes American
friends of the Cuban people an oppor-
tunity to influence him toward a more
enlightened rule in Cuba. The Ameri-
can people must impress Gomez with
the necessity of promulgating the am-
nesty for political prisoners so long de-
layed by Batista.

Shipowners’ Conspiracy
HEN the S.S. Santa Rosa ar-

rived in SanFrancisco from New
York where seamen are on strike, long-
shoremen going to work were met by
a mass picket line. Upon considera-
tion, all marine unions agreed that the
longshoremen should unload the Santa
Rosa. Yet after this decision had been
made, after the picket line had been
removed, the shipowners proclaimed a
lockout on the pretext that longshore-
men refused to work the Santa Rosa.
A few days before, longshoremen in
San Pedro had refused to touch the
Santa Rosa’s cargo. The shipowners
took no action. Instead, they speeded
the ship to San Francisco where they
hoped the longshoremen would balk
at unloading it. When this did not
occur, they still went ahead with their
scheduled lockout. They demanded
the removal of local union leaders
elected through secret ballot by an
overwhelming majority. They would
not deal with the local I.L.A. or hire
through the union hall—both actions
being direct violations of the Arbitra-
tion Award.
When shipowners can dictate the re-
moval of militant union leaders (in
this case, Harry Bridges), they can
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also dictate who shall have these posi-
tions. With men selected by the em-
ployers holding union offices, the ship-

owners can rule these organizations.

Naturally they desire such an arrange-
ment: in reality, this company union-
ism would wipe out the gains made by
the workers in the 1934 strike. To
break one union means to break the

solidarity of the various marine unions

and to do away with the Maritime
Federation.

The shipowners, despite the support
of the Red-baiting press, despite the
boycott of San Francisco harbor (the
shipping companies refuse to run sched-
uled boats into the port), despite in-
timidation and cooperation from the

Robert Cronbach

government and from reactionary
union bureaucrats in the East, now find
themselves confronted by a powerful
unity among all the marine unions.
The longshoremen’s actions have re-
ceived the endorsement of the San
Francisco Central Trades and Labor
Council, the Seattle body, the whole of
West Coast organized labor. Even the
LLL.A. district president, William J.
Lewis, long a supporter of the Ryan
machine in New York which resents
Bridges’ militancy and popular support
by organized labor, must endorse
Bridges because of the solid mass back-
ing this militant leader has received.

While workers in the West fight the
shipowners and the vigilantes, the sea-
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men in the East continue in the fourth
week of their strike. Here, too, re-
action attempts to prevent militant or-
ganization. The small savings of un-
derpaid seamen are exhausted. Food,
clothing, shelter are their immediate
necessities. To answer this need, the
Citizens’ Committee for Striking Sea-
men, 21 Bank Street, New York, has
organized middle-class and liberal
groups to raise money, to obtain dona-
tions of food and clothing. Among
those sponsoring the Committee are
Eugene P. Connolly, of the Knicker-
bocker Democrats, Congressman Vito
Marcantonio, Heywood Broun and
Hoyt S. Haddock of the Radio Tele-
graphers.

East and West, the struggle inten-
sifies in the drive to combat the growth
of rank-and-file control of militant
unions. In New York, the alliance be-
tween workers and middle-class sup-
porters aids democratic, trade-union or-
ganization. On both Atlantic and Pa-
cific coasts the attack on the marine

unions is the vanguard of the offensive

by reaction.

Ethiopia at Bay
WHEN Italy first invaded Ethi-
opia, the world was shocked by
the ruthlessness of Italy’s aggression
against a peaceful people and amazed
by the courage and ability of this small,
independent state to resist a large, im-
perialist power. Ethiopia could count
on favorable results only so long as it
kept to guerrilla warfare. But the
Ethiopian command, overwhelmed by
its successes, decided to meet the Ital-
ian army in open warfare. This turned
out to be a costly tactical blunder.
Now, as the Italians attempt to force
Ethiopia to capitulate before the rap-
idly approaching rainy season invali-
dates a good part of their recent gains,
the Italian lines of communications be-
come elongated in the difficult terrain.
For long stretches they are subject to
raids of small detachments of defend-
ers. The Ethiopians may still rally
their forces, by no means crushed, and
cause the fascist army serious concern.
The African conflict has revealed the
inability of the League of Nations both
to halt hostilities and to deprive Italy
of the gains already made. Mussolini,
at first frankly concerned by the threat
of sanctions, now brazenly demands the
complete occupation of Ethiopia as pay-
ment for peace. The Italian army en-
croaches  into the l.ake Tana area
where the headwaters of the Blue Nile
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-have been considered by Great Britain

sufficient reason for regarding this re-
gion as a special sphere of British in-
fluence. Even after hostilities had be-
gun, Britain refused to urge sanctions;
as recently as the past few weeks it has
found excuses for postponing oil sanc-
tions and closing the Suez Canal to
Italian freighters and transports. Now
Britain warns Mussolini that if the
League fails to act decisively, Italy
may be forced to deal privately with
the British empire.

Disagreement between France and
England paralyzes any immediate defi-
nite action on the part of the League
against the aggressor. France looks on
Italy as a potential ally against Ger-
many and is therefore not anxious to
thwart Mussolini’'s African adventure.
The coming French elections are used
as a pretext for delaying further sanc-
tions at least until May 11. If the
League fails, Italy’s past actions will
have dealt League authority a stagger-
ing blow, in which case any aggressor
in the future may feel certain that con-
tradictions between imperialist nations
will aid “expansionist” adventures. Thus,
Italy’s ability to circumvent the League
directly encourages Hitler’s plans for
an attack on the Soviet Union; it also
strengthens the Japanese militarists in
China as they raid the borders of
Outer Mongolia and Siberia in prepara-
tion for the coming ‘“Great War”
against the U.S.S.R.
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Impartial?
THE Nation for April 15 contained

an editorial on “The Coming La-
bor Party” which for clarity and force-
fulness is entitled to the respect of
everyone seriously concerned with the
growth of a Farmer-Labor Party. The
work of the Communist Party in sup-
porting and building this movement is
by this time common knowledge. Nev-
ertheless The Nation of April 22 in a
long review of Earl Browder’s W hat
Is Communism? wonders if today we
“are not witnessing the. disintegration”
of the Communist Party.

One week The Nation editorially
approves of a great work in which
Communists are devotedly collaborating
and. the next week The Nation de-
plores the theoretical “line” of which
this work is an outgrowth. Is it a case
of the right hand not knowing what
the left hand does? It is strange to
find a journal of opinion which prides
itself on its “impartiality,” giving Earl
Browder’s book to a reviewer whose
political activities and writings have
for some time marked him as distinctly
hostile to the Communists. Could such
a reviewer conceivably furnish The
Nation with an “impartial” article?

The same issue (April 22) betrays
a number of other dubious editorial
assignments. The aftermath of the
EPIC movement in California is dis-
cussed by another writer equally prej-
udiced in political viewpoint. In this
case the anti-Communist malice creeps
in through innuendo.

There are other instances in the
same issue—a glaring instance is the
review of the Webbs’ classic study—
which make us wonder if The Nation
has abandoned its avowed impartiality.
What conclusion should one draw from
the fact that The Nation assigns im-
portant Communist writing for discus-
sion by bitter opponents of the Com-
munists? One is left with the suspicion
that perhaps The Nation is a house of
editors divided against itself, a house
in which the most contradictory ideas -
are voiced, and in which the total re-
sult is an unprecisely articulated con-
fusion.

Ambivalent Mr. Thomas

ORMAN THOMAS in The So-

cialist Call (April 18) obscures
the drive toward a Farmer-Labor Party
which gathers strength in the unions,
among farmers, unemployed and mid-
dle-class groups. His attitude not only
reflects his usual hesitancy and shifting
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position, but provides him with a con-
venient means of avoiding a clear com-
mitment on the Farmer-Labor Party
at the present time. Thomas narrows
the issue to the advisability of running
a candidate for president in the com-
ing election. And then, as if to negate
his former correct stand opposing
Roosevelt’s reelection, he lends passive
aid to the so-called “Labor’s Non-Par-
tisan League” which openly advocates
the return of Roosevelt to office.
“After that,” Thomas hedges, “may-
be the Non-Partisan League will or-
ganize a Labor Party”—thereby play-
ing into the hands of the Old-Guard
leadership. Furthermore, Thomas im-
pedes the growth of a true Farmer-
Labor Party by dismissing the present
drive toward state and local organiza-

tions. In warning workers not “to sup- -

port a little coalition of radicals who
consciously water down their program,”
he tacitly gives comfort to such reac-
tionaries within the Socialist Party as
Mayor Daniel Hoan of Milwaukee.
Experience should teach Thomas the
danger of wavering. Mayor Hoan at-
tacked the Communists and militant So-
cialists who attempted to build a pro-
gressive movement about him in the
Milwaukee elections. Though running
on what he called a Farmer-Labor Pro-

gressive Federation ticket, Hoan at-
tempted to dissociate himself from the
support of Mrs. Meta Berger, left-
wing Socialist. He indulged in Red-
baiting rivalling that of the Liberty
League opposition. Consequently, al-
though he managed to retain office by
a slim majority, Socialists lost their
positions in other civic offices.

Far different are the results in She-
boygan, Wis., where the Farmer-Labor

Progressive Federation represented a

militant United Front. Here Commu-
nist and left-wing Socialist support was
welcomed. Here the unions and other
progressive forces felt the strength of
the ticket and endorsed it. In conse-
quence, the Farmer-Labor ticket elected
eight of its ten candidates to the City
Council. Similarly, in Michigan, Mary
Zuk, leader of last year’s meat strike,
was elected to the City Council of
Hamtramck on a United Front ticket,
the first successful labor candidate in
Wayne County.

Thomas disregards the actions of
[llinois, Detroit, Akron, where labor
unions and their allies have endorsed
the building of state and local Farmer-
Labor Parties, he raises the Red scare
on the basis of ‘‘remembering the old
disruptive tactics of the Communists:”
This is William Green’s argument and
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Matthew Woll’'s. Norman Thomas
turns his back on the experiences of
the People’s Front in Spain and France.
Instead of being in the vanguard in the
fight to build such a People’s Front
against war and fascism in the United
States, Thomas hangs back, taking ref-
uge in outworn phrases to defend his
own ambivalence. If Thomas seriously
wishes to participate in the popular
struggle against war and fascism, he
must realize the need for a true Peo-
ple’s Front in this country. In political
terms, this can only mean a national
Farmer-Labor Party this year.

Dramatic Necessity

T WAS not exactly unexpected when

the drama-critics of the Right
greeted the Case of Clyde Griffiths
with ax in hand. After all, the Group
Theater was propagating an unequi-
vocally working-class analysis of Amer-
ica today; it could hardly be expected
that bourgeois critics would applaud
and by applauding recommend the play
to theater-goers. Once again many
people took comfort in the notion that
such an untimely death of a working-
class play would never have happened
if it had been given by a working-class
organization—by the Theater Union,
for example.

While few of us would argue with
this conclusion there is nevertheless a
danger in the logic: the danger of tak-
ing working-class theaters for granted.
Since the Theater Union’s first produc-
tion of Peace on Earth two years ago
most of us have cavalierly imagined
that at least one important working-
class theater was securely entrenched,
without realizing that every Theater
Union play has involved bitter difficul-
ties of all kinds, production and box-
office problems which could be solved
only by tireless labor and burning devo-
tion. ,

Today, the Theater Union has
mounted a play whose story is quite
new to American audiences: the life of
a farm-village under Italian fascism. It
is scarcely necessary to emphasize the
significance of such a theme; NEW
Masses readers realize this fact and
do not need to be urged to see Bitter
Stream. But their individual attendance
is not enough. Their support of this
anti-fascist theater production is an im-
mediate necessity if Bitter Stream is to
reach the vastly larger audiences to
whom its message can bring the mass-
clarification so important in these days
of fascist danger in America.
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Labor Spies and Jew-Baiters

HE Roosevelt administration,

under fire from the most reac-

tionary sections of the capitalist
class, requires popular support. It has
therefore initiated the greatest cam-
paign of official muckraking in the his-
tory of this country. Roosevelt wishes
to retain the “best” features of capital-
ism by exposing its worst. The Nye
Committee recently revealed some of
Wall Street’s war preparations against
foreign powers. Now the LaFollette
Committee has revealed what is tanta-
mount to permanent civil war in Amer-
ican industry. This is a revelation only
for the so-called general public. Both
the captains of industry and the trade
unions have known the truth for years.
Class rule is not an idle phrase. Big
Business has governed industry through
force, espionage, frame-ups and mur-
der.

Now the LaFollette investigation has
shown that American industrialists pay
$80,000,000 a year to a national spy
and munitions ring. There are over
200 labor-spy agencies in this country
with some 40,000 operatives. Three
detective agencies, Pinkerton, Burns
and Thiel, have recently employed
135,000 spies against American work-
ers. The labor spy is supplemented by
the armed thug, the “noble” who helps
the “fink” to break strikes. In their
war against organized labor, the textile
bosses framed the bombing in Burling-
ton, North Carolina, through private
detectives loaned from the Frick cor-
poration in Pennsylvania; and a plot
was laid to murder Francis J. Gor-
man, textile labor leader.

It is time the American people real-
ized that Big Business maintains its
power and profit by the vilest and most
sanguinary means. Not only do the
army and the police of the capitalist
state enforce the will of the bankers
and manufacturers upon those who pro-
duce this country’s wealth, but industry
has its own vast private army of assas-
sins and spies to crush labor’s demands
for better living conditions.

And the same capitalists who drag
us into foreign wars and dominate the
people at home through force and

fraud are now busy hatching fascist -

campaigns which bear a startling re-
semblance to those of the Nazis. This
the investigation headed by Senator
Black has abundantly shown. The Lib-

erty League, the Minute Men of To-
day, the Sentinels of the Republic, the
Crusaders, the Farmers Independence
Councils are spreading anti-semitism,
hatred of the Negro, demands for an
American Hitler. Alexander Lincoln,
Boston banker, president of the Senti-
nels. writes that the ‘“Jewish threat”
to the United States is “a real one.”
W. Cleveland Runyon, New Jersey
lawyer, writes to Lincoln about the
“Jewish brigade Roosevelt took to
Washington” and claims that “the old-
line Americans of $1,200 a year want
a Hitler.” Professor W. A. Wilson of
Yale proposes to the head of the Sen-
tinels the repeal of the ‘“‘due process”
clause in the Constitution. Not content
with dominating the courts, Big Busi-
ness wishes to deprive the American
people of every legal right still pos-
sible under capitalism. The reaction
has grown so bold that Congressman
Tom, Blanton of Texas actually has the
gall to publish an anti-Semitic tirade in
the Congressional Record in which he
referred to a Washington publisher as
a “kike.”

And who backs these fascist agita-
tors with money and political power?
The du Ponts, General Motors, Sun
Oil, Weirton Steel, Mr. Stotesbury of
J. P. Morgan and Company, John ].
Raskob.

The New York Post “prefers” to
take the view that these bankers and
industrialists “‘didn’t realize any of this
when they made their contributions.”
THE NeEw Masses differs with this
“liberal” preference. Like Germany,
the United States will have its noble

souls who will “prefer” to believe that
the fascists put one over on Big Busi-
ness as well as on the workers, farmers
and middle classes. But if Germany
has taught us anything it is that fas-
cism is the conscious instrument of
capitalism. The du Ponts, Sloans, Mor-
gans and Raskobs are no children.
They never hand out money blindly.
They know perfectly well what the Sen-
tinels of the Republic, the Liberty
League and the like are up to. Upon
Big Business directly lies the guilt for
war preparations, for industrial espion-
age and murder, for the deliberate
spread of anti-semitism, for the con-
scious agitation on. behalf of fascist
ideas and practices. The enemy of the
American people is American Big Busi-
ness. The revelations of the Commit-
tees headed by Senators Nye, LaFol-
lette and Black show that the danger
of fascism and war is real and imme-
diate. There is no use in appealing, as
some “liberals” do, to the “‘good sense”
of the American people. Good sense is
futile unless translated into action. Or-
ganized reaction must be met with or-
ganized progress. Against the Liberty
[eague and the Sentinels of Wall
Street, the American people -must build
the Farmer-Labor Party of workers,
farmers and professionals. This is all
the more necessary because Roosevelt’s
“liberalism” is only relative. He may
try to resist the Republican reaction-
aries, but fascist finance-capital bears
down upon him within his own party.
Against the parties of capital the
American people can contend only with
a party of their own.

Good Neighbor Wall Street

TTLE wonder that effusive peace
L talk surrounds preparations
for the coming Pan-American
Conference. As the fiasco of its neu-
trality policy becomes increasingly evi-
dent, the Roosevelt government finds it-
self sorely in need of something to pass
off to the electorate as an achievement
in the sphere of foreign policy.

The fact is that a genuine system of
collective security in the Americas would
be an important step toward the preven-
tion of such wars as the Chaco. This

could really be achieved by extending to
the western hemisphere the system of
collective security against war proposed
in Europe through the efforts of the So-
viet Union and intended to embrace all
nations which desire peace. But the State
Department is more deeply concerned
with furthering the aggressive ambitions
of finance capital than with furthering
the cause of peace. The Buenos Aires
Conference may be expected to follow
the general pattern of the Seventh
Pan-American Conference of 1933; it
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will seek to extend Wall Street’s domi-
nation in Latin America by further dis-
placing British influence. ~ Moreover,
this year “Pan-Americanism” will also
be directed against Japan, which has
been energetically working to secure a
commercial and a strategic foothold
among the Pacific Coast countries of
Carribbean and South America.
Explaining President Roosevelt's dis-
avowal of the right to single-handed
intervention in Latin America, The New
York Times wrote editorially, April 18:

This restatement of the Monroe Doc-
trine restored it to a simple declaration of
opposition by the United States to the ex-
tension of European influence in the West-
ern Hemisphere. Nothing was done, how-
ever, to “implement” this simple declara-
tion and steps should be taken in this
direction.

The Buenos Aires Conference, ac-
cording to The Times, faces the task
of “‘implementing” Roosevelt’s restate-
ment of the Monroe Doctrine. Our gov-
ernment, the Times adds, would “pre-
sumably welcome” the proposal put
forward by Jorge Ubico, Guatemalan
dictator of United Fruit Company
fame, to the effect that a Pan-American
League of Nations be established. The
New Deal diplomats will no doubt be
ready to entertain any scheme which
promises to diminish British influence
in Latin-American countries, particularly
in Argentina and Brazil. Though Roose-
velt’s initial message on the Pan-Amer-
ican Conference spoke of ‘“‘supplement-
ing” existing world-peace machinery, it
is not likely that American imperialism
would view with great dismay an ar-
rangement tending to divorce these
countries from the League of Nations.

Conference preparations are being
made under the aegis of the *‘‘good
neighbor” policy. Washington’s “good
neighborliness” may be gauged when it is
recalled that the present Assistant Sec-
retary of State, Sumner Welles, person-
ally directed the ousting of the Cuban
government of Dr. Grau San Martin
because of its leanings toward national
independence. Shielded by ‘“‘good neigh-
bor” talk, Washington will probably try
to utilize the Pan-American Conference
to facilitate future interventionist moves.
For obvious reasons, our imperialists
would prefer armed intervention which
has the appearance of collective action,
to intervention in the old-fashioned
Nicaraguan style. A deceptive mechan-
ism to provide “joint consent” may
therefore result from the Conference.
The discussions on how armed interven-

tion should be carried through will not
be based on abstract principle. The im-
petuous sweep of the People’s Anti-
Imperialist Front in Mexico, Chile, Bra-
zil and Cuba, proves disturbing to its
interests and may soon become a
pretext for direct interference by United
States imperialism. The same can be
said of the growing force of militant
labor and of the Communist Parties, so
strikingly revealed in the recent Pan-
American Labor Conference when a
revolutionary trade unionist officially
represented Chilean labor. Progressive
Americans should be on the alert to de-
fend these popular movements for na-
tional liberation from intervention in
any form.

From the economic viewpoint, the
reciprocal trade program of the “good
neighbor” policy is bound to have a de-
grading effect upon Latin American
countries. This is true despite recent
increases in the export of raw prod-
ucts from some of these countries to the

‘Blood in

ROFOUNDLY tragic is the news

this week from Palestine. San-

guinary conflict between Arabs and
Jews has taken a heavy toll of victims
on both sides. First, Arabs killed a
Jew; then two Arabian workers were
killed near Pesakh Tikvah. Violent
clashes followed in which, according
to official figures, 6 Jews were killed,
11 seriously wounded and 28 received
lighter injuries; while 2 Arabs were
killed, 1 seriously wounded and 14
received lighter injuries. These figures,
issued by the British High Commis-
sioner, show that the number of Jewish
victims was the greater and that the
Jewish population of Palestine is in
the gravest danger. Those who fled
from pogroms in Poland and Germany
to seek refuge in Palestine now find
themselves once more victims of a
bloody terror.

Who is to blame for Palestine’s
tragedy? Clearly, the guilt lies with
British imperialist policy based on the
maxim “divide and conquer.” Imperial
Britain provokes national and religious
clashes in its colonies. This enables
it to step in as the guardian of law
and order; it punishes both sides of
the conflict and keeps them both under
its imperial heel.

In Palestine, Britain’s policy of san-
guinary provocation is aided on the
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United States. The lowering of tariff
barriers on imports from the United
States spells destruction for their frag-
ile native industry. They are also cut
off from former markets in Europe in
retaliation for the unfavorable treat-
ment of European exports to the Latin-
American market. Their semi-colonial
dependence upon the colossus of the
north becomes ever more pronounced.

In his address on Pan-American Day,
Secretary of State Hull placed great
stress on the reciprocal trade program
as a factor contributing to the mainte-
nance of peace. He failed to indicate,
however, that the tariff advantages
granted to exports from this country to
Latin America are obtained at the ex-
pense of British and other imperialist
rivals. Official Pan-Americanism means
an intensified drive for domination of
the countries to the south and heightens
the clash of interests between the impe-
rialist powers. This is a strange way
indeed of promoting peace.

Palestine

one hand by Arab reactionaries, and
on the other hand by certain Zionist-
revisionist lackeys of British imperial-
ism who poison the political atmos-
phere by a provocative ‘‘race-politics”
against the poorer sections of the
Arab population. The rivalry between
Arab and Jewish tories leads to street-
battles in which innocent people are
slaughtered.

The most urgent task of the mo-
ment in Palestine is to halt the shed-
ding of blood. All who provoke and
propagate race hatred must be sharply
condemned, whether they be Jews or
Arabs. The next urgent task is to
alter those conditions which create con-
flict and bloodshed. The situation in
Palestine must .be drastically changed.
This can be done only if Jewish and
Arab workers and farmers organize
unions of their own in which there is
no racial discrimination of any kind.
There must be a strict prohibition of
the purchase of land without the
farmer’s consent. Race politics, which
plays directly into the hands of Nazis,
fascists and British imperialists, as well
as into the hands of Arab reactionaries
and Zionist-revisionist elements, must
be halted. Palestine’s tragedy can be
assuaged only when the Jewish and
Arabian masses form a united People’s
Front against British imperialism.
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Who Is in Danger?

JOHN STRACHEY

Lonpon.

HE QUESTION is, who is in
danger? Who is in the greatest

danger of a German attack, the Soviet
Union or the British Empire? In this coun-
try we have all been stressing, and rightly
stressing, the danger of a German attack
upon the Soviet Union, which has arisen
from the refusal of the British government
to support the collective peace system.

That the events of the past three weeks
have taken Hitler a long step down the road
to freeing his hands for aggression is unques-
tionable. Nor is there any doubt that the
British government firmly believes that that
aggression, when it comes, will be directed
against the Soviet Union.

And so, of course, it may be. The Soviet
Union is in acute danger of attack from Ger-
many and Japan: and it is of paramount im-
portance that the working-class movements of
the world should, realize this fact and should
drive their governments into support of the
Soviet Union’s peace policy. For such an at-
tack on the Soviet Union would be a frightful
thing. It would mean the diversion of almost
all her energies from the constructive, peaceful
purposes on which they are now employed to
self-defense. It is a thing to prevent which
we must use every ounce of our energies.

But I do not believe that the Soviet Union
is now in danger of defeat, as distinct from
attack. Even if the British government con-
tinues to support Hitler to the present degree,
he is not likely to get his hands free, or his
preparations complete for some time. His next
move will no doubt be southward upon Aus-
tria and Czechoslovakia. If the British gov-
ernment allows him to destroy these states, in
a year, or in two years, or in three years—
one cannot tell when—he will reach a position
in which he can attack either eastwards or
westwards,

Now Hitler and his backers are not moved
by the emotion of gratitude. As soon as they
feel that their time has come to make their
bid for world power or go under, they will
look round the world quite impartially to see
which of the major powers presents them
with the opportunity of the easiest victory.

Apparently it has never occurred to Lords
Monsell and Hailsham, and the other 100-per-
cent backers of Hitler in the British Cabinet,
that when that moment comes, the British
Empire may seem to Germany a richer prize
and a less formidable enemy than the Soviet
Union. .

The Soviet Union is, after all, a compact,
united people of nearly 170 millions. It will
soon possess a power of defense second to
none. Its steadfast peace policy and support
of the collective system is earning it the

trust and confidence of the menaced states
of Europe. It may well be that when the
decisive hour strikes, the Soviet Union will
find herself closely supported by the French
and Spanish peoples, who are both on the road
to forcing their governments to give this sup-
port.

But what will be the position of Britain
in that same hour if the present government
remains in power and continues to act as
Hitler’s broker? - With every week that
passes the policy of the present British gov-
ernment is making this country the most
hated and distrusted state in all Europe.
Already every other member of the League
knows that whoever else they can depend
on, they cannot depend on the good faith
of Britain. A year or so more of such a
policy and Britain will certainly have
achieved that isolation which Lord Beaver-
brook demands. But the consequences will
be extremely different from what his Lord-
ship expects.

It does not seem to me by any means a
fantastic speculation that in these circum-
stances Hitler will suddenly switch around
his whole foreign policy, will call a truce
in his struggle with the Soviet Union and
France, and will confront an isolated Britain
with demands that means surrender to him,
or a war in which Britain will stand alone.
Such a war would almost certainly mean
the destruction of the British Empire. It
may well be said that this is the affair of the
British governing class; that if their policy
wrecks their empire it is no concern of the
British workers, who would indeed achieve
their liberation by this very fact. That is
perfectly true, but at the same time we in
Britain cannot remain indifferent to the pres-
ent policy of our rulers. A German fascist
assault upon an isolated Britain would not
only wreck the British Empire; it would
also almost certainly lead to the destruction
of a large section of the British people.

It would lead to a world-wide war, at
the end of which workers’ states would
certainly arise in many parts of the world.
But during the course of that war many
millions of us would perish. Fortunately,
there is an incomparably better and less vio-
lent road to the spread of Socialism through-
out the world than this,

It is for the British people to force their
government into adherence to the collective
peace system, to adherence to the Franco-
Soviet Pact, or to the negotiation of a par-
allel peace pact of mutual assistance between
the Soviet Union and Britain. If this is
done, the way of fascist aggression will be
barred and peace will be maintained. Dur-
ing that peace the workers will get power
in much of Europe, including, we trust,
Germany herself. They cannot, of course,
overthrow the fascist regimes without vio-
lence, but that inner violence will be but a
drop in the ocean compared to the violence
of world war, to which it is the alternative.

This is the road along which the people
of Britain must force their government to
travel, as they value their lives. Already
the more far-seeing members of the British
governing class realize that support of Hitler,
even from their point of view, is a reckless
gamble in which they are almost certain to
be destroyed.

If the strength of the labor movement
is thrown in favor of a collective system, if
even at this late hour, the organs of Labor
and Liberal opinion such as The Daily Her-
ald and New Chronicle which has up till
now supported Hitler, recover their sanity,
and support the cause of peace, war can
be prevented.

As 1 write, the terms of the new French
proposals have not been published, but they
are said to amount to a return to the
scheme put forward in 1924 by the French
and the first British Labor government,
under the name of the Geneva protocol. In
the totally new circumstances today it may
be that this scheme would form a useful
basis for the building up of the collective
peace system. And it may yet be that the
combined forces of that section of the British
governing class which is not so intoxicated
by its fascist sympathies that it is willing to
endanger its whole existence for the sake
of Hitler, plus the popular forces, which are
determined to fight for peace, can force
the British government into a collective sys-
tem. Or again they may be able to drive this
already weakening government out of office.

One thing at any rate is certain; namely
that the present policy of the British govern-
ment is Hitler's own prop and stay, and that
it leads straight to world-wide catastrophe.
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Are Teachers Seditious?

Byron Scott, former Long Beach school
teacher, now member of ‘the House of Rep-
resentatives from the State of California,
has fought in Congress against attempts to
destroy civil rights—THE EDITORS.

WASHINGTON.

' ’ NTIL recently, it has been my policy
to ignore senseless attempts of jin-
goistic patriots to secure patriotism

by requiring an oath from school-teachers.

Obviously, the drive to make such oaths ob-

ligatory has been conducted by groups in-

terested in creating a Red scare during 1935

and 1936. But I have trusted in the good

sense of those in a position to do so to keep
such legislation off the floor of the House
of Representatives. So far, these men have
done so in a highly commendable manner.

The American people owe a debt of grati-

tude to those few men who have been in-

strumental in keeping the two best-known
and most objectionable bills, the Russell-

Kramer anti-sedition and the Tydings-Mc-

Cormack military disaffection bills, off the

floor of the House.

I should prefer to ignore proposed legis-
lation of this kind, so long as it seems to
be the senseless and futile antic of short-
sighted jingoes. But there are reasons why
such bills can no longer be ignored. They
have been approved by the Senate and now
a determined effort is being made to push
them through the House. They are no
longer, it seems to me, senseless gestures,
but rather very serious attempts by reaction-
ary groups to curtail the civil liberties of
the American people. The Tydings-McCor-
mack bill would make it a crime to- criticize
militarism; the Russell-Kramer bill, under
the guise of eliminating the alleged menace
of Communism, would penalize citizens who
expressed any opinion distasteful to the ex-
treme union-hating reaction.

The military disaffection bill was intro-
duced into the Senate by Senator Tydings
of Maryland at the request of the Navy
Department. Later, when Secretary of War
Dern stated that he was not “particularly in
favor of the bill,” Senator Tydings with-
drew his sponsorship.  Nevertheless, the
Tydings-McCormack bill stands officially ap-
proved by the Senate. In the House, half-a-
dozen Congressmen have sucteeded in knock-
ing the Russell-Kramer bill off the unani-
mous consent calendar.

These bills are apparently part of some
kind of general campaign for legislation of
this type. At the last session of Congress,
an anti-Communist rider was attached to
the District of Columbia appropriation bill.
At that time, 1,400 teachers and adminis-
trators in Washington’s public-school system
went on record as opposing the existing ban
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on all mention of Communism or Soviet
Russia in local schools. They adopted a
resolution which read, in part:

We believe the teacher must be left free to
consider all existing forms of government in
order properly to give to the American child an
understanding and love for our own. We feel,
therefore, that certain restrictions now being ad-
vocated dangerously encroach upon the rights of
free men and women guaranteed by our Consti-
tution. We believe the present oath of allegiance
to the Constitution of the United States is suffi-
cient to insure the above and provide an ade-
quate basis for prosecution in case of violation.

I do not blame those 1,400 teachers for
protesting against the restrictions imposed
upon them. I protest, too. That was why
I introduced an amendment to the Interior
Department bill prohibiting the teaching of
the legislative program of the American Lib-
erty League. I did that more or less in a
spirit of jest, but I was serious, too. I
wanted certain members of the House of
Representatives to realize how close they
come to making themselves ridiculous in
the eyes of intelligent people when they pass
legislation like the anti-Communist rider to
the District appropriation bill.

I have a profound and deep-seated respect
and admiration for the teaching profession,
of which I was a member until recently.
This woefully underpaid, overworked, much-
maligned group of men and women who
have suffered so much from the malicious
attacks of William Randolph Hearst and his
sycophants, both paid and unpaid, has done
more, to my way of thinking, to build up
the proper concepts of citizenship than the
pseudo-patriots will ever be able to tear
down. 1 have never seen a more loyal
group, a more patriotic group, a more Amer-
ican group in my life than the American
school teachers. I think we would do a
great deal better to praise the school teacher
than to pay lip service to him, or play di-
rectly into the hands of what I consider the
greatest menace to democracy and liberty in
this country — William Randolph Hearst.
Members of the House of Representatives
would do better to pay their respects and
gratitude to a loyal, law-abiding group like
the American school teachers than to play
into the hands of that fermenter of fetid
fiction, William Randolph Hearst. When-
ever a Congressman gets up on the floor of
the House and speaks in favor of repressive
legislation, he aids and abets that neo-fascist
champion. Hearst is the outstanding expo-
nent of all this restrictive legislation; his
papers are full of it all the time. Professor
Ross of the University of Wisconsin has
said that it might be a good idea to get a
committee together to investigate the activi-
ties of Mr. Hearst, to investigate his news-

papers and the purposes behind all his prop-
aganda. I think that is a very timely sug-
gestion.

The fact that the anti-Communist rider
to the District of Columbia appropriation
bill “got by” the House of Representatives
and the Senate must warn us that in the
future we must be eternally vigilant. I do
not intend to sit idly by and see a sixteenth-
century censorship placed upon the happen-
ings of the present day.

HE District of Columbia oath is not

the only sign of danger to freedom of
thought and expression. There is a move-
ment in many states to require teachers to
take an oath of allegiance to support the
Constitution. 1 took one when I started
to teach school ten years ago. The implica-
tions were not so serious then. But that
was, before Mr. Hearst started his Red
scare, 1935-36 edition. There is a different
motive behind the oath today than there
was when I took it. Then I think it was
a matter of form. Today it is an instru-
ment of reactionary persecution—persecution
of American citizens at the instigation of
William Randolph Hearst who never acted
under the stimulus of a decent motive in
his life.

Can you make a man a patriot by forc-
ing him to sign an oath? Can you assuage
the pains of an empty stomach by making
the sufferer salute the flag? Can you make
a school child understand why he does not
have any breakfast, why he has to be hun-
gry, why he has not decent clothes, why his
father has no job, why his mother cries
continually, why he is cold—can you do all
this by making the child salute and pledge
allegiance to a flag? Yet children have
actually been expelled from the schools be-
cause they have refused to salute or pledge
allegiance.

I wonder how many people realize how
far thi. legislation demanding oaths from
teachers can be carried. A teacher in' a
small North Carolina school had to sign
the following contract before she could get
a teaching job in that town:

I promise to take a vital interest in all phases
of Sunday-school work, donating all my time,
service, and money without stint for the benefit
and uplift of the community. I promise to ab-
stain from all dancing, immodest dressing, and
any other conduct unbecoming a teacher and a
lady. I promise not to go out with any young
man except in so far as it may be necessary to
stimulate Sunday-school work. I promise not to
fall in love, to become engaged, or secretly mar-
ried.

I promise to remain in the dormitory or on
the school grounds when not actively engaged in
school or church or elsewhere. I promise not
to encourage or tolerate the least familiarity on
the part of any of my boy pupils. I promise to
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sleep at least eight hours each night, to eat care-
fully, to take every precaution to keep in the
best of health and spirits in order that I may be
better able to render efficient service to my pupils.
1 promise to remember that I owe a duty to the
townspeople who are paying me my wages; that
1 owe respect to the school board and to thq
superintendent who hired me; and that I shall
consider- myself at all times the willing servant
of the school board and the townspeople and that
I shall cooperate with them to the limit of my
ability in any movement aimed at the better-
ment of the town, the pupils, or the school.

I was tempted recently to introduce this
teacher’s pledge as a rider the next time
the District of Columbia bill came up, so as
to make this kind of legislation utterly
ridiculous. How far can the jingoes go in
inspiring patriotism by forcing our teachers
to take oaths? This persecution. by oaths
must stop. This nascent Nazism must stop.
Congress must not become a party to it.
Almost every day, the Hearst papers carry
flaming editorials urging repressive legisla-
tion. When Hearst favors legislation of this
kind, every decent citizen of principle, every

Congressman, every Senator should be
against it.

But the Senate has already passed the
Tydings - McCormack “military disaffection
bill.” And the Hearst forces are making
the most strenuous efforts to push through
the Russell-Kramer “sedition” bill. Although
a handful of us in the House of Represen-
tatives have succeeded in knocking both
these bills off the consent calendar, we are
under no illusions as to what is needed to
prevent them from being enacted under
pressure from reactionary businessmen and
financiers. Only consistent and concerted
pressure from the home districts of the Sen-
ators and Congressmen will prevent Hearst,
the Chamber of Commerce, the National
Association of Manufacturers and the mili-
tary clique from getting special legislative
consideration for these bills, or from rush-
ing them through in the hasty confusion
which often attends the last days of a con-
gressional session.

I have received literally thousands of
cards, letters and telegrams urging me:
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please do not favor the Tydings-McCormack
bill; please do not favor the Russell-Kramer
bill. I know many of the signers of these
pleas personally. They are Americans, they
are patriots, and they are jealously protecting
their constitutional rights to free speech.
And I share their sentiments. I do not
favor the Tydings-McCormack bill; I do
not favor the Russell-Kramer bill. I do
not favor any legislation of this kind. Peo-
ple still suffer from the depression and no
one must deny them the right to say so,
publicly or privately; no one must deny
them their right to publish their complaints.
If we would improve conditions, such sharp
criticism would cease; but you cannot beat
or legislate discontent out of people. Put a
plug in the spout of a tea-kettle and it will
blow the top off. Is ours a good govern-
ment? If it is, it will not be changed by
the people. If it is not a good government,
we should make it so. Let us stop these
Tydings - McCormack and Russell-Kramer
bills and let us rather turn our attention to
improving living conditions in this country.

How Wilson Fought Lenin

W ASHINGTON.

ISTORY, Napoleon observed, is a
pack of lies generally agreed upon.

This is certainly true of the history
of the exploiting classes, to whom falsehood
is an indispensable political instrument. But
if you wait long enough, there comes that
now when it can be told; the governing class
itself, for one reason or another, reveals part
of the truth. ‘

Recently the Munitions Committee headed
by Senator Nye exposed the real nature of
the “neutrality” policy pursued by the Wil-
son administration from the beginning of the
World War. That policy, emanating from
J. P. Morgan and Company and carried out
by President Wilson and Secretary of State
Lansing, was to interpret “neutrality” wholly
in favor of American bankers and their
Allied customers. Now the State Depart-
ment reveals that during 1919 and 1920,
when the Wilson administration talked
loftily about non-intervention in Russian af-
fairs, it actually aided the White Guard
armies which were seeking to destroy the
newly-established Soviet regime.

The State Department has just released to
the public the third and final volume of
Foreign Relations for the year 1920. These
-diplomatic papers, now published for the first
time, reveal that the Wilson administration
was actively engaged in encouraging Admiral
Kolchak, General Denikin and General
Wrangel, military leaders of the counter-
revolution. The official documents leave no
doubt on this point. On November 19, 1919,
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for example, Secretary of State Lansing
wired to Ambassador Morris in Tokyo:

It is highly desirable that Kolchak remain as
head of the Siberian government. His presence
will give continuity to our policy. . . . I desire
you to discuss with the Japanese authorities the
grave situation which has arisen in Siberia, and
to make it clear to them that the United States
would welcome a solution by which Kolchak
would remain at the head of the Siberian gov-
ernment.

This policy of supporting Kolchak was
abandoned only when he had failed to crush
the Bolshevik revolution. From that point
on, the Japanese supported the monstrous
Semenov in Siberia. Here the State Depart-
ment documents just released wholly support
the revelation made by General Graves in his
autobiography. Kolchak’s failure, however,
did not dim the State Department’s hope in
the ultimate triumph of the counter-revolu-
tion. Its policy toward the Soviet regime
was outlined in a memorandum which Secre-
tary Lansing submitted to President Wilson
on December 3, 1919. Lansing opposed the
restoration of the feudal-czarist regime in
Russia, but he opposed even more strongly

the working-class state seeking to establish a

socialist society. Anxious to have Russia be-
come a bourgeois-capitalist state, Lansing re-
ported to the President that

it was impossible to attain the ends desired by
dealing with the so-called Bolshevik group. [He
was happy to add, however, that] written as-
surance was obtained through Admiral Kolchak
and his associates that the coordinated anti-
Bolshevik movement would direct their efforts,

if they succeeded in driving the Bolsheviki from
Moscow and Petrograd, to the democratic re-
habilitation of the Russian state.

Lansing’s memorandum shows that the aid
which the Wilson administration gave to the
counter-revolutionaries was of a practical
nature. American experts assisted in the
operation of the Trans-Siberian and Chinese
Eastern railways, cooperating with Japan;
9,000 United States troops were maintained
in Siberia; and Lansing worked out a scheme
for relief in the areas controlled by the
White Guards. The last measure was po-
litical in aim. ‘““The humanitarian appeal is
strong,” Lansing explained, “and it is felt
that relief of the popular distress would be
one of the surest ways of fostering domestic
peace and rational governmentl”

The Secretary’s prejudices in regard to
Russia emerge with striking clarity from his
memorandum. For the leaders of the counter-
revolution he had the greatest sympathy and
admiration. He lamented the ‘“difficulties
besetting the leaders of the anti-Bolshevik
forces”; he lauded “the courage and stead-
fastness with which these leaders have met
the obstacles in their path.” His hero- was
Admiral Kolchak; his villain, Lenin. Violent
hatred blinded the Secretary’s political vision.
“I am confident,” he assured Wilson, “that
the cynical and wunmoral opportunism of
Lenin and his followers will not in the end
prevail.”

History proved Lansing to be a poor

1 All italies in this article are mine—J, F.
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prophet, but his memo to Wilson rested not
upon faith alone. The Secretary of State
believed in works, too. He thought it lay
within the right, interest and duty of the
United States and other enlightened nations
of the earth “to encourage by all available
means the creation of a situation favorable
to the rapid movement of events . . . toward
the establishment of a Russian government
resting on the collective will of the Russian
people.”” The last pseudo-democratic phrase
meant a capitalist government,

But the Soviet regime was not easily to be
disposed of. Describing its strength, Lansing
said that “against this machine it may be
that only force will prevail.” But Bolshevism
was gaining in popularity and something
more than force was required to halt it.
Hence Lansing urged Wilson:

While recognizing the practical necessity, in
certain contingencies, of supporting with military
supplies the forces which seek to oust the Bolshe-
wtki from the seat of gowernment, 1 desire to
emphasize above all the vital need for relieving
as soon as possible the economic distress which
foments and perpetuates the popular state of
mind called Bolshevism.

The Secretary of State wanted to aid the
Russian people economically only to the ex-
tent that such aid would destroy the Soviet
Republic. He was operating on his principle
that Bolshevism was “preeminently an eco-
nomic and moral phenomenon against which
economic and moral remedies alone will pre-
vail.” He therefore proposed relief in dis-
tressed areas as a political weapon. But he
went even further and suggested more per-
manent economic activity for the purpose of
fighting the Soviet regime. The Bolsheviks,
he said,

. challenge us to the defense of our national
well-being and institutions, and I earnestly hope
that we will reply by carrying into their im-
mediate field of activity, in the greatest measure
practicable, a contest of economic reorganization.

On the same day on which he submitted
his memorandym on Russia to President Wil-
son—December 3, 1919—Secretary Lansing
cabled to Admiral McCully in Paris, ap-
pointing him a special agent of the State
Department and directing him to go to the
south of Russia. McCully was ordered “to
establish informal contact with General
Denikin and his associates.” He was to re-
port to the State Department on the “social
and political character of the anti-Bolshevik
movement headed by General Denikin” and
the likelihood “of its ever becoming a means
by which orderly constitutional government
may be established in Russia.” The Secre-
tary of State explained to Admiral McCully
the meaning of his mission. He wired:

Information on these points is of especial im-
portance since the defeat of Admiral Kolchak
in Siberia and the shifting of the center of
gravity of the non-Bolshevik elements from that
region to the south of Russia.

These diplomatic circumlocutions become
all the more significant when it is remem-
bered that in this period the State Depart-

ment refused to consider Soviet recognition
or to enter into discussions with Ludwig
Martens, official Soviet representative in the
United States. Martens was unceremoniously
deported from this country; but to south
Russia, then controlled by General Denikin,
the State Department sent Evan Young as
Consul General in Odessa with authority to
station vice-consuls in other sections of the
Denikin area. On December 19, 1919,
Lansing wired McCully that the “?#”ar De-
partment has sent two military observers to
South Russia, Colonels Castle and Cox.”
While these measures were being taken with
all the requisite diplomatic informality,
Lansing instructed the American embassy in
Paris to “make arrangements for McCully
and Sazonov to meet.”” Sazonov was
Director of Foreign Affairs for General
Denikin’s army. ‘

But General Denikin was no more success-
ful than Admiral Kolchak. From Constan-
tinople, the American High Commissioner
Bristol reported to the State Department on
January 2, 1920 that “opinion in responsible
quarters here forecasts ultimate triumph of
Bolsheviks and the powerful spread of their
ideas throughout the world.” But the inter-
ventionists did not abandon all hope. On
January 26, 1920, Admiral McCully cabled
the State Department:

There is at this moment a splendid oppor-
tunity for political regeneration of Denikin gov-
ernment and formation of nucleus anti-Bolshevik
government organization. . . . If the matter is
of sufficient importance to our Government, I
would suggest for 'its consideration that
representations be made to Denikin urging him
to make liberal concessions with a statement that
if such concessions were made they would be
regarded as sufficient grounds for the United
States Government seriously to consider recogni-
tion of his Government as de facto government
of Russia. ’

But by February General Denikin was out
of the picture. The Bolsheviks captured
Odessa, and the Red Commander, the

_twenty-year-old Uborevitch, asked the Amer-
“ican officer who interviewed him why the
British warships in the harbor had fired on
his troops. Admiral McCully then wired
the State Department that there had been
corruption in Denikin’s army; but “the Red
forces show restraint and a desire to main-
tain order.” Still the British and French
warships in the waters around Novorossisk
fired in the direction of the Bolshevik troops
enveloping the city.

From Kolchak, the State Department had
turned to Denikin. Now it turned to Gen-
eral Wrangel, who succeeded him as chief-
tain of the White armies in southern Russia.
Again the enemies of the workers’ state were
endowed with the loftiest qualities. On April
24, 1920, McCully wired the State Depart-
ment that Wrangel was “entitled to confi-
dence” and that “his purpose is sincere.” It
was Lenin who was “cynical and unmoral.”
Nevertheless, after observing the Bolsheviks
for several days in Odessa, McCully wired
on April 29:
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The Bolsheviks have also undoubtedly pro-
gressed. . . . Particularly their attention to edu-
cation and care of children indicate a spiritual
advancement not yet reached in their conserva-
tive opponents. They have also done much to
promote advance of individual political rights.

The Admiral objected to the alleged
methods by which the Bolsheviks accom-
plished these ends; but he realized that “for-
eign intervention in Russian affairs has ac-
complished nothing useful either for the Rus-
sian or for the Powers intervening.” He
warned the State Department that Russia
would “remain a great and formidable na-
tion not dominated by other powers what-
soever.” Russia would become a power, he
concluded, “whose good will will be inval-
uable and with whom it would be wise to
be friends.”” But Russian policy was being
shaped by the State Department, and the
new White hope was General Wrangel.
Admiral McCully therefore cabled on June
6, 1920 that Wrangel’s basic difficulties were
financial. If economic and financial condi-
tions could be ameliorated, “the Crimea
could be held indefinitely and form the point
from which a decisive blow could be struck
at Soviet rule.” Admiral McCully discussed

" the military features of his message “with

United States. military observer who is in
agreement.” '

The Russian policy of the Wilson admin-
istration during 1919-20 was thus based on
the definite aim of rendering economic, polit-
ical and military assistance to the counter-
revolution. This fact has been known in a
general way for some time, but this is the
first time that American state papers actually
substantiate it. We now learn officially that
State Department policy on Soviet recogni-
tion and the liberation of the oppressed na-
tionalities . was influenced by Bakhmetiev,
who continued to be recognized as represen-
tative of the defunct Kerensky regime. The
Whites, hoping for eventual victory, wanted
to keep most of the old empire intact, and
sought Allied aid to block the Soviet policy
of freeing the national minorities. This
monarchist and White Guard view was in-
corporated in the note of August 10, 1920,
which Secretary of State Bainbridge Colby
sent to the Italian embassy in Washington,
explaining the State Department’s Russian
policy. The note was so full of violent slan-
der of the Soviet regime, that Peter Struve,
once a “legal” Marxist, now Foreign Min-
ister for General Wrangel, cabled to the
State Department on August 21 that Wran-
gel and his White government “have learned
with great satisfaction of the views of the
United States Government relative to Rus-
sia.”

Through Ludwig Martens, the Soviet
Commissar of Foreign Affairs, Chicherin
wired on October 4, 1920 to the Italian em-
bassy here a detailed reply to Colby’s “mali-
cious accusations.”

The condition precedent for Mr. Colby's
friendship towards Russia is that her govern-
ment should not be a Soviet government. As a
matter of fact, any other Government at present
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would be a bourgeois or capitalist government,
which, in view of the present economic unity of
the world, would mean a government identified
with the interests of the world’s dominating
financial groups. The most powerful among the
latter, as a consequence of the world war, are
the North American financial groups. The con-
dition upon which Mr. Colby would extend
American friendship to Russia is therefore that
her regime should be such as to permit of the
domination of the American financial groups in
Russia.

On the question of Russia’s territorial in-
tegrity, Chicherin pointed out, there were
three major policies. The interests which
Colby represented wanted to maintain the in-
violability of czarist territory in order to
establish upon that territory the domination
of foreign financial interests. For this pur-
pose, Colby distinguished between Poland,
Finland and Armenia which he thought were
entitled to national liberation because they
had been annexed by force, and other na-
tional minorities which he thought belonged
to an inviolable Russia. Chicherin, ridiculing
this “discrimination,” pointed out that Geor-
gia, Azerbaidjan, Lithuania, Latvia, Esthonia
and the Ukraine had also been annexed by
force. The second policy, followed more suc-
cessfully by Britain, was to establish the
domination of foreign financial interests in
the new bourgeois border-states separated
from the former Russian empire. The third
policy was that of Soviet Russia, which
Chicherin formulated as follows in his note

of October 10:

—the policy of complete abolition of the exploi-
tation of the workers by the former owners of
the means of production, which is the basis of
the Soviet system. The Soviet Government un-
waveringly upholds the right of national self-
determination of the working-people of every
nationality, including the right of secession and
of forming separate states. This is the corner-
stone on which it wishes to establish friendly
relations with the new border states.

Chicherin then proceeded to demolish
Colby’s argument that the Soviet govern-
ment could not be recognized because it did
not keep its agreements with other nations,
and would therefore not keep any pledge to
abstain from propaganda. Even the Brest-
Litovsk Treaty, imposed upon Russia by vio-
lence, was faithfully observed by the Soviet
Government, Chicherin said.

If the Russian Government binds itself to
abstain from spreading Communist literature,
all its representatives abroad are enjoined scru-
pulously to observe this pledge. The Soviet
Government clearly understands that the revolu-
tionary movement of the working masses in every
country is their own affair. It holds to the
principle that communism cannot be imposed by
force but that the fight for communism in every
country must be carried on by its working
masses themselves. Seeing that in America and
in many other countries the workers have not
conquered the powers of government, and are
not even convinced of the necessity of their con-
quest, the Russian Soviet Government deems it
necessary to establish and faithfully to maintain
peaceable and friendly relations with the exist-
ing governments of those countries.

This message, sent by Chicherin sixteen
years ago, shows a continuity in Soviet for-

“Don’t be a softie, Thorndyke—c’est la guerre, you know.”

eign policy; it should destroy forever the
canard that former Soviet principles have
been abandoned in recent years. In Lenin’s
lifetime the Soviet Government announced a
position to which Maxim Litvinov adhered
in his negotiations for American recognition
in 1933, and which Stalin reiterated recently
in the interview with Roy Howard.

From the beginning, the Soviet govern-
ment has scrupulously kept all its pledges.
It has never interfered in the internal affairs
of other countries. But other countries have
interfered in its affairs; and the State De-
partment papers published for the first time
this week reveal that the intervention on be-
half of Kolchak, Denikin and Wrangel was
of the most active nature. This aid to the
counter-revolution was rendered up to the
last moment. As late as the fall of 1920,
when Wrangel was sustaining one military
defeat after another, Admiral McCully pro-
posed to the State Department an armistice
permitting the White chieftain to retain con-
trol of the territory then under his waning
control. And the State Department initiated
a long discussion with Wrangel which indi-
cated a desire to recognize him if politically
feasible. But Wrangel was finally smashed,
as were Kolchak and Denikin before him;
the Red Army, supported by the mass of
Russian workers and peasants, settled the
problem of intervention.

As one reads the state papers of that
period, one is impressed by the vision of the
Bolshevik leaders. Chicherin’s note of Octo-
ber 4 was directed against Bainbridge Colby.
Chicherin knew that in America there was a
profound division of opinion in regard to
Soviet Russia. He argued that the elemen-
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tary economic needs of the peoples of Russia
and other countries demanded a normal ex-
change of goods between them. The first
condition of such relations was “mutual good
faith and non-intervention on both parts.”
The Soviet Government was convinced that
not only the working masses “but also the
farsighted businessmen of the United States”
would repudiate the policy expressed in
Colby’s note, and that normal relations
would be established between the two coun-
tries.

Chicherin’s prediction came true in 1933.
The “farsighted businessmen” prevailed, and
the United States recognized the Soviet Gov-
ernment. But the interests represented by
Bainbridge Colby are not idle even today.
Colby himself is closely allied with William
Randolph Hearst; he is a frequent contribu-
tor to the Hearst papers which carry on a
persistent anti-Soviet campaign whose object
can only be a rupture of relations. How-
ever, the documents now published by the
State Department should contribute to a
better grasp of American-Soviet relations,
and strengthen those millions of Americans
who understand why the errors of Lansing
and Colby must not be repeated, above all
at this critical juncture in world affairs.

Time has vindicated the socialist republic
wholly. As the U.S.S.R. advances to un-
precedented achievements, it becomes certain
that no greater calamity could have befallen
Russia or the world than the triumph of
the Kolchaks, Denikins, Wrangels. Today
even greater danger lies in those sinister
forces, west and east, which, seeking to de-
stroy and dismember the Soviet Union,.
would plunge mankind into war.
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- Accent on Youth

HEN a man with the shrewd
political acumen of President
Roosevelt addresses his first cam-

paign speech to the young men and young
women of the nation, there must be a good
reason for it. Nor is that reason one of
mere sentimental concern for the welfare of
the younger generation.

The President delivered his address on
Monday evening. Tuesday morning, Post-
master-General Farley, with due slyness and
ceremony, announced the launching of a
“Roosevelt First Voters League, which aims
to win 5,000,000 of the 9,000,000 who, it
is estimated, have come to age since the last
Presidential election.” According to Mr.
Best, one leader of the new organization,
1,000 local chapters are planned throughout
the country, since “young people are bound
to do their bit for President Roosevelt in
November because of the many things he
has done for them.”

Not to be outdone by the New Deal
camp, the Republican Party is launching a
counter-offensive of its own. Hoover has
issued a statement to the Young Republicans
in answer to Roosevelt’s speech. Paul Block,
wealthy publisher, rushed into print with a
long editorial attack on Roosevelt, entitled,
“The Youth of America Will Decide Next
Election.”

Why this sudden accent on youth? It
cannot be explained exclusively by the large
number of first voters. There has been no
such shift in the age composition of the
nation as to warrant a belief that the per-
centage of eligible first voters this year will
be appreciably greater than in 1932. The
appeal to youth is due to something else:
For the first time in its history this country
is confronted with a youth problem of no
mean proportions and a militant youth
movement of growing import.

That Roosevelt understands the nature of
this problem is shown by his Baltimore ad-
dress. Speaking to youth, he said:

You have felt the rough hand of the depres-
sion. You have walked the streets looking for
jobs that never turned up. Out of this has come
physical hardship and, more serious, the scars
of disillusionment.

Roosevelt knows that, according to the
estimates of his own administration, from
five to eight million young people are out
of school and out of work. The youth
problem of today is the problem of a surplus
generation.

In 1932 there was also a large number
of young unemployed. But something has
changed since then. Three years ago the
country was in the throes of its worst eco-
nomic crisis. Production was still plunging
downward at headlong speed. The. plight

GIL GREEN

of youth was certainly great, but was looked
upon as a temporary one. With Roosevelt
would come recovery, with recovery would
come employment, and with employment
would come prosperity and renewed oppor-
tunity for youth. This is what a majority
of the people thought.

Today, industrial recovery is an estab-
lished fact. According to the latest Times
index of business activity, production stands
at 98.7 of the estimated normal. Yet, de-
spite this fact, unemployment is as great as
ever and unemployment among young people
greater than ever. ‘Thus, large masses of
youth are beginning to realize that their
problem is a special one of a permanent na-
ture, that so-called prosperity is not return-
ing and whatever little opportunity there
existed in the period of a rising and expand-
ing capitalism has completely vanished in
the period of decline.

This has resulted in the birth of a mili-
tant youth movement such as this country
has never before witnessed. The American
Youth Congress unites scores of important
youth organizations behind a progressive pro-
gram. The American Student Union has be-
come the organized expression of the pro-
gressive and radical student body. America’s
youth refuses to take it lying down.

Anxious to corral the growing discontent
of the youth back into New Deal channels,
Roosevelt in his Baltimore speech did his
best to play up to the youth and to their
militant sentiments. He said: :

The temper of our youth has become more rest-
less, more critical, more challenging. Flaming
youth has become a flaming question. And youth
comes to us wanting to know what we propose
to do about a society that hurts so many of them.

But that is not all. Roosevelt wants to
convey the impression that he sympathizes
with the restlessness of youth.

There is much to justify the inquiring attitude
of youth. You have a right to ask these ques-
tions—practical questions.

Here Roosevelt goes back to his old tricks.
With a few high-sounding phrases he places
himself on the side of inquiring youth. He
conveniently forgets that the “practical ques-
tions” which young people ask are first of
all directed to him and his administration.

“No man who seeks to evade or to avoid
deserves your confidence,” said Roosevelt,
and then proceeded to evade and avoid.
When speaking of raising the school-leaving
age, why did not Roosevelt say something
about the child-labor amendment which has
been buried all these years, especially in the
Southern states controlled by the Democratic
Party? When speaking of the responsibil-
ity of the federal government in aiding the

youth, why did he not speak about the in-
adequate National Youth Administration
program and of what he intends to do on
June 30 when the N.Y.A. expires? Why
did he not say something about the Ameri-
can Youth Act (Benson-Amlie Bill) which
is supported by the largest and most im-
portant organizations of American youth and
which alone aims at providing jobs and edu-
cational facilities for young people?

It is true that the Baltimore speech was
most vehemently attacked by the Liberty-
Leaguers. This, however, does not change
the character of the speech itself. Roosevelt’s
Right opponents fear that his beautiful,
alluring demagogy may become a double-
edged sword. Roosevelt tells youth they
should be critical, that the federal govern-
ment has a responsibility towards them, that
they should nurture their dreams of a more
just social order. Today these phrases may
temporarily sway masses of youth to Roose-
velt. But what of tomorrow? These same
young people will more and more insist upon
their birthright, will demand the realization
of their dreams.

Paul Block in his editorial attack on the
Roosevelt speech tells youth: “Every young
man and young woman coming out of school
or college, knows there can be no jobs un-
less business is making some profit.” In this
manner he tries to deny that which can be
proven by facts and figures, namely that
business profits have grown by leaps and
bounds and that in the past year, alone,
profits increased by 40 percent. He makes
a big issue over the need for balancing the
budget and attacks increased government ex-
penditures. But what Paul Block fails to
tell youth is that the budget can easily be
balanced by increased taxation of corpora-
tion wealth and profits.

The concerted drive of both capitalist
parties to win the youth represents more
than an election struggle between these
parties. American capitalism is becoming
alarmed over the growing movement of
youth. They fear that the seven to nine
million first voters may in large numbers
turn from the old parties and join forces
with labor in the creation of an anti-capital-
ist farmer-labor party. They realize that
this would only be a first step in the direc-
tion of revolutionary struggle for socialism.

Declining American capitalism cannot
show youth a way out of its blind alley.
Neither will the Democratic nor the Republi-
can Parties be able to stem the rapidly growing
movement of youth towards militant united
action, especially in behalf of the American
Youth Act. Roosevelt may try to dodge
the “practical questions” today, but they will
confront him at every turn, for the depression
generation has come of age.
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Satevepost and Revolution

New Escapes from the Soviets

NE feels a little silly posing as a

Paul Revere; and yet, ladies of the

D.A.R,, it is necessary to warn you
“that the Redcoats have again arrived to
ravage our coasts. They have captured The
Saturday Evening Post. Yes, I mean the
magazine published by George Horace Lori-
mer in Philadelphia. Examine the issue of
April 11 last and you will find a story, titled
“Escape From the Mine,” by Walter D.
Edmonds. In this story the hero is a Tory

and the villains are your saintly ancestors, »

the founding fathers.

It is a worse horror story than Tatiana’s
Escape from the Soviets, though strangely
resembling that famous fiction of today. Sixty
feet underground, in an old abandoned mine
where water drips down the rock and forms
in scummy pools, the revolutionary barbarians
have flung a group of “innocent” Tories.
Most of these Tories were poor men, says
the author, arrested not for any overt act,
but because of the widespread fear under
which the republic had been placed by dic-
tators like George Washington.

One prisoner was a minister who had
merely “preached for the maintenance of es-
tablished government and deplored the action
of such hotheaded people as General Wash-
ington.”

Another man was a New York farmer
“who had tried to protect his wife and
daughter from being molested by New Eng-
land militia,” revolutionary ruffians and
rapists, undoubtedly. John Wolff, hero of
the tale, had done nothing worse than to
give food to some hungry “refugee loyalists.”

The guards hate these prisoners, feed them
nothing and delight to curse and taunt them.
Once a founding father of a prison guard got
drunk and opened the trap door to fire his
musket again and again into the prisoners.
He killed one man, and had the others
flogged mercilessly. One prisoner was hung
by his heels for an hour and a half by
brutal “Bolshevik” soldiers of George Wash-
ington.

The hero finally escapes the madhouse and
after incredible hardships, makes his way to
Canada and freedom. But here he learns
that his little country store has been burned
down by the rebels and his wife probably
raped and kidnaped. So he joins a band of
outraged Tories being organized to fight the
rebels.

Ladies, I want to warn you that this is a
skilfully written piece of propaganda, worthy
of the White Guard emigré of today. It
makes one’s blood boil against the followers
of George Washington. Several million

MICHAEL GOLD

clerks, bond salesmen, rubber-goods mer-
chants and Liberty League magnates read
The Saturday Evening Post. Such writing,
if continued, may inflame them to the point
of an armed plot to return the United States
to Edward VIII. What will happen to you
then, O stately Daughters of the American
Revolution? These S.E.P. Tories will surely
have your gore, for ladies, you have made
yourselves notorious as agitators and “pa-
triots.”

Now it is true that many brutalities were
visited upon the Tories by the desperate and
ragged patriots of 1776. This was in the
first and more chaotic period of the revo-
lution, before the various state governments
had been organized to administer formal jus-
tice. But Mr. Edmonds does not give all
the reasons why the Tories were persecuted
by an alarmed population. Was not every

“Tory a scab, a spy and a potential armed

enemy of the weak young Republic? If
scabs and Tories multiply and are not
checked, the strike or the revolution is soon
lost. The patriots, however crudely, did
what needed to be done to establish a re-
public.

But why, at this late date, must one argue
all over again the justice or validity of the
American Revolution of 1776? A revolu-
tion is indivisible; you cannot have its fruits
unless you also accept its discomforts and
difficulties. Americans generally have been
proud of the revolution that permitted the
Eagle to spread its wings from the Atlantic
to the Pacific.

Does George Horace Lorimer choose this
moment to vilify George Washington because
he fears that a new revolution is in the air
and it is necessary to slander every variety of
revolution, even a bourgeois one like the up-
rising of '767?

Such distortion of the nation’s history has
long been a tactic of the fascist-royalists of
France. For several generations they have
been writing books and fiery manifestoes in
which Danton is named a common thief,
Robespierre a pathological murderer and the
great French Revolution of 1789 a plot by
a few thousand pirates against the true in-
terests of the nation. For them the revolu-
tion is a gigantic crime that must be rectified.

They delight in uncovering all the petty
filth that accompanies any great movement
of the masses and using it as an argument
against democracy.

But this is a new tactic for the United
States. In the past few years, for example,
we have had a number of books written by

serious intellectuals to glorify the southern

case for Negro slavery. So Red the Rose,
by that self-conscious “aristocrat” and ad-
mirer of Mussolini, Stark Young, is a popu-
lar example of this new yearning for a re-
turn to feudalism. I'll T'ake My Stand, a
symposium by a group of Southern intel-
lectuals, is another.

The Negro slaves were satisfied with their
happy lot; abolitionists were crude Bolshevik
fanatics; southern slave-owners were gentle,
courtly men who, until interrupted by the
Civil War, had developed the only culture
this country has ever known; John Brown
was a mercenary horse-thief who raided
Harper’s Ferry to take a little more spoil;
the reconstruction period was a time of
Negro vandalism and brutality, for which
the Ku Klux Klan was a noble and heroic
remedy; the North was wrong, the South
was right and the slaves should never have
been freed—these are the myths the neo-
feudalists preach.

The new viewpoint has even invaded
Hollywood and been sent forth again to cor-
rupt millions of young American minds, via
such pictures as the recent Prisoner of Shark
Island. ‘This story has much the same out-
line as the story in The Saturday Evening
Post; a kindly Southerner is arrested on a
baseless charge by frenzied Northern fan-
atics and persecuted with an incredible
ferocity (the same old pattern again, you
will note, as our modern Escape from the
Soviets).

Yes, King George should have won over
the American revolutionists; and Simon
Legree should have conquered the emanci-
pators of Uncle Tom. Such is the historic
viewpoint these intellectuals of an emerging
American fascism are now spreading, by
means not even subtle.

It is true that another group of fascists
like Hearst use the sacred names of Jeffer-
son and Lincoln as a cover for their own
anti-democratic maneuvers.

This latter form of demagogy will prob-
ably prove the more favored among the
American fascists, since it appeals more to
the democratic instincts of the masses.

Whichever tactic is used, we ought never
to allow fascists the right to distort the his-
tory of the American people. The fight for
the national tradition is one of the major
battlefields in our war against a world of
Hitlers and Mussolinis. America was built
by the people and belongs to the people; and
to hell with King George and all slave-
owners, past and present! Wake up, Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution! The Hes-
sian is at our gates!
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Sharecropper

Last year weevil, year before
Gully washin’ come and craps can’t grow.

Didn’t make, 'cept a bale or two;
Bossman take it all for his due.

This year no weevil, no washin’ rain.
y y
Cotton grow thicker’'n a hoss’s mane.

Presiden’ asayin’ too much cotton grow;
Got to plow under every third row.

Mule séy “huh”—whip say ‘“‘whack;”
Plow get shovin’ craps right back.

Guv'men’ apayin’ all what it cos’;
Man get the money ’cause he the boss.

Look ‘heah, Bossman, my share can’t be foun’;

Course not, nigger, you plow your share under-groun'.

* Good crap, bad crap—no dif’ren’ which one,

Til we start plowin’ under with gattlin’ gun.

LAWRENCE (GELLERT.

Reds of Szechuan

On the March: Retreat

Among the Mausers march the long T’ai-ping
Muskets which had been hoarded two men’s years—
Barrels bound to stock with wire and hempen string;
Farm-smithied swords march, too, and bamboo spears.
Ever our rolling eyeballs search the sky

For hostile aeroplanes of Chiang Kai-shek;

(So stoats turn on the hawk a reddened eye

And needle-fangs poised on a snaky neck.)

Long since our gun-butts shattered our own josses—
Each one, each incense-stick, each priest, a tool

Of our own landlords and the foreign bosses;

Our cult is for the great red star which tells
There is a country where the workers rule:

We brace our belts and count our rifle-shells.

In the Mountains: Waiting

Our cartridges are low; we haunt like goats

These crags—but down them boulders still can leap,
And sentries of the Kuomintang must sleep—

The better if a knife be through their throats.

We dig the root and strip the bark—our mullet
Suffices but for seasoning; of hairs

Outlawed from barbering we fashion snares

For crows and mountain-rats—not worth a bullet.
For we must live till to the plains below

Our scouts can creep and peasants whet their hooks and hoes

And march to burn the rental-books;

Till then we watch mouse-footprints in the snow.
And we shall be here when the last snow melts,
Girding lean loins with empty cartridge-belts.

KENNETH PORTER.
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Longshoreman’s Song

Hort blood dreams not of the year’s cold,
Young hands know they are stout for work.
Why must the skulking thought lurk:
What will I do when I'm old?

Fear rots the brain, slacks the hold,
Termite in sound wood: fear,
Fouling sleep, haunting love’s face with a sneer:

What will I do when I'm old?

Forget. Work, sweat in the sun; hold

Your girl in bed while you are young.
Forget. Work. Love your girl: you are young.
What will she do when I'm old?

Shrewd Morgan figuring up his gold,

John D. giving a poor kid a dime

In the camera-eye-march-of-time,

Don’t ask what they’ll do when they are old.

They’ve got you working for them, sold
Out to their future from the start.
Maybe they’ll help bust your heart
Twenty years before you are old.

- 'When you are strong, pulse beating bold,

When you have work, it’s a grand world.
Swing your load! It's a swell world.
What will I do when I'm old?

Heave high! Maybe you'll be paroled.
Heave! maybe you won’t get stung.
God loves workers, workers die young,
Maybe we won’t grow old.

“Get wise! Wake up and take ahold,”
My girl says. “Don’t wait till you die
“To look for your pie in the sky.
“Get your share before you are old.

“Is -it bankers’ sweat makes the corn gold?
“Whose guts are in the mortar of this townr
“Whose blood in the steel? Wake. Take your own,

“Big boy, before we grow old.”
ELsa GipLow.

Return

What can I say . . . now that I must return
hollow-mouthed, my fingers empty of bread,

. muscles rusted, arms loose in the chant of

no work, no work. .. ?

What can I say
with this heart, stark, relentless pendulum
pounding the hard crust of ribs,
stamping my footsteps into the pavements, monument ef
no work, no work. . . ?

What can I say
in the pain-deep dusk of a two-room flat?
O muted tongues of man and wife . . . too late
for words, O clench the fist, steel it
to strike, to smash.

MarTHA MIiLLET.
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ALFRED HIRSCH and ROGER BEAUCHAMP

HAT are the students of French

in American colleges and high

schools learning about the France
of toddy?

Until the War of 1914, most of the
French textbooks published in America, aside
from grammars and elementary readers, rep-
resented editions of the classics of the 17th
century—with an emasculated Voltaire and
an anodyne Rousseau, poems of the Romantic
movement and a few novels of Balzac. The
middle of the 19th century and later were
represented by a number of editions of Le

Voyage de Monsieur Perrichon—expurgated,

of course—and Alphonse Daudet’s Tartarin
de Tarascon, likewise purified, together with
his worst and most chauvinistic short story
La Derniére Classe, and such unbelievable
pap as Halévy’s L’Abbé Constantin, the sac-
charine tale of a benevolent American heiress
who subsidizes a French priest in his distri-
bution of charity. The names which we—
and the French—most highly esteem were
absent—Stendhal, Flaubert, except for his
Three Tales, Verlaine, Zola, save for a
short story or so. Anatole France barely got
through the sieve of purity—and with noth-
ing of importance. Almost no contemporary
material was then available in American-
edited French books.

But during and immediately after the
war, a few books dealing with it—not Bar-
busse’s Le Feu—appeared. They were fren-
zied pro-French documents recounting the
horrors allegedly committed by “les Boches”
and detailing the misery of French families
whose homes had been destroyed. Fortu-
nately, although to the regret of the American
publishers of these texts, the taste for them
was soon surfeited.

But interest in France was on the ascend-
ancy. So professors got busy editing—and
expurgating—contemporary texts. Publishing
houses which rarely have on their staffs any
specialist in this field were ignorant pur-
veyors of such books. No apparent attempt
was made to survey the field to find out
which writers really had something to offer
American young men and women. ~The se-
lection was haphazard and gave a picture
of France that resembled Temple Bailey’s
sharply realistic image of America.

Who then are these French writers who
were presented to the American student?
And do they represent French life today?

Since 1930, and more markedly so since
late 1933 and February 6, 1934, on which
day great demonstrations against the fascist
Croix de Feu and the policy of the French
government took place, there has been a dis-
tinct cleavage. Today France is not at all
one country. Class lines have divided it

sharply into two camps: on the one hand,
the gentlemen of the reaction, whether they
call themselves Republicans, Centrists, Fas-
cists or Royalists: on the other hand, the

People’s Front, embracing Communists, So-.

cialists and many Radical Socialists, with
its Red Belt surrounding Paris. This split
is of course apparent among French writers,
who, much more than American writers,
have always associated themselves closely with
the political groups of the day.

A recent sign of this division is indicated
in three proclamations, all dealing with the
invasion of Ethiopia. Several months ago,
a group of writers, soon to be known as
“the 64,” signed a statement in support of
Italy. The general tenets of the manifesto
entitled “For the Defense of the West,” are
all too familiar to those who have followed
the careers of Mussolini and Hitler. The
manifesto decries sanctions, claims that the
League of Nations, obedient to the will of
England, is “imperilling the future of civili-
zation.”

We, French intellectuals, want nothing to do
with these sanctions or this war. . . . They [the
European nations] do not hesitate to treat Italy
‘as a culprit, to point it out to the world as
the common enemy—under pretext of protecting
in Africa the independence of a hodge-podge of
uneducated tribes. . . . The undersigned therefore
believe it their duty to rise up against this mon-
strous cause of death, calculated to ruin defini-
tively the most precious country in our universe.
. . . This fratricidal conflict which would put
the security of our world at the mercy of a few
savage tribes . . . would not only be a crime
against peace, but an unforgivable attack upon
Occidental civilization, i.e., against the only
valid future which, today as yesterday, is open
to mankind. We intellectuals who must protect
culture . . . since we profit most from its benefits,
cannot let civilization choose against its own in-
terests. To prevent such a suicide, we appeal to
all the forces of the intellect.

This declaration, widely printed in the
Rightist press, was immediately answered by
two manifestoes: one, entitled “For Justice and
Peace,” signed by a large number of Catholic
writers and teachers, the other by several
hundred intellectuals who definitely took
sides with the People’s Front.

But we are particularly interested in the
identity of the signers of the first (fascist)
manifesto. Their place in and influence on
contemporary French literature has been on
the wane for decades, if indeed it ever ex-
isted at all. Yet these are the writers who
are presented to the American student as
representative of life and letters in contempo-
rary France. American editions of a score
of French texts written by individuals among
“the 64" reveal the predominant role played
in American schools and colleges by various
writers on the list of fascist signers.

Who are the writers we find when we
examine the composition of the fascist list?

Eleven of ‘“the 64,” André Bellessort,
Louis Bertrand, Abel Bonnard, Henry Bor-
deaux, André Chaumeix, Maurice Donnay,
Edouard Estaunié, Abel Hermant, Claude
Farrére, Louis Madelin, and Pierre de
Nolhac, are members of the French Academy,
that haven of the prolific French writer who
conforms, of high military commanders, rank-
ing members of the Catholic clergy and
others who have distinguished themselves
“pour la Patrie,” the so-called Immortals.
It is this same Academy, founded by Car-
dinal Richelieu in 1635, which failed to
elect to membership Moliére, Rousseau,
Diderot, Stendhal, Balzac, Baudelaire, Flau-
bert, Verlaine, de Maupassant, Zola and
Proust, i.e., those writers who: have given
France its true literary “immortality;” not
to speak of such present-day writers as
Romain Rolland, Jules Romains and. André
Gide. :

Among the other signers of the fascist
manifesto are Léon Daudet and Charles
Maurras, co-editors of the Royalist Action
Francaise and Henri Massis, author of the
manifesto. ‘

The contents of the books of a few of
these fascist Academicians and their = co-
signers are worthy of some analysis. It
would be well to begin with Henry Bor-
deaux, Academician since 1919, whose writ-
ings are by far the most widely edited among
contemporary French texts in America. This
is the same man of whom it is proverbially
said in France: “In case of incurable in-
somnia, when all other soporifics have failed,
one page of Henry Bordeaux will put the
patient to sleep in five minutes.” Besides
two volumes published by Nelson in 1910
and 1917 respectively, his offerings to Amer-
ican students appear in no less than seven
more recent books. These include three
novels: two editions of La Maison, one pub-
lished by Heath in 1923, the other by Ginn
in 1930; La Peur de Vivre, Holt, 1922;
and La Nouvelle Croisade des Enfants,
Allyn and Bacon. His stories are included
in a collection put out by Ginn, 1929, an-
other by Heath, 1929, and in a Holt selec-
tion of 33 stories. This last volume has had
a sale of over 2,700 copies in the colleges
alone with Duke University buying 310.
Columbia, William and Mary, Harvard,
Hamilton, Johns Hopkins, the University of
Illinois, the University of Michigan, the
University of Minnesota and the University
of Pennsylvania are among the 69 colleges
on the list which covers 30 states, the
District of Columbia and Canada.

The story of Bordeaux’ La Maison
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(which may be translated as Qur Home)
follows:

Locale: Provincial France. Date: in 1870’s. We
are in a middle-class home, grandfather, father,
mother and son. Grandfather takes his young
grandson to several meetings where such for-
bidden topics as republicanism and anti-clerical-
ism are discussed. Father learns of this and is
angry. He tells grandpap that “every family
has its own traditions; ours, until you came
along, were simple and fine: God and the King.”
The young son, forbidden by his father any
further association with his grandfather’s
wicked friends, comes to hate his father. But
when the latter dies, little Johnny returns to his
home, to the “dynasty,” like the Prince of Wales,
and does as his father had always wanted. “Like
a king,” he says, “I was responsible for the de-
cay or the prosperity of my kingdom, our home.”
Coupled with this return to sanity, in the form
of reaction, comes also his “rebirth” into the reli-
gion of his family as the book ends.

In the short-story collection put out by
Ginn in 1929, besides a war story of Bor-
deaux, we find a story by Gaston Chérau,
another of the signers, who also has a book
of short stories on the Holt list.

Our hero’s chief hobby is collecting butterflies.
A certain rare specimen has eluded him for years.
He comes to the momentous decision that he
must have one even though a trip to Africa is
necessary. He buys his ticket. As he is about to
take the boat in Marseilles, he discovers three of
the rare butterflies in a shop there. He buys
them but frees them because “reality was further
along . . . beyond . . . over the seas and for
that reason, more beautiful. . . . Whenever reality
is so beautiful,” he concludes, “it is in a place
where one is not.”

Edouard Estaunié, member of the French
Academy since 1923, whose name also graces
the fascist list, has been honored with two
American textbooks. The first L’ Appel de
la Route, appeared in 1926, Ginn, the second,
Tels qu'ils Furent, (As They Used to Be)
in 1929, Heath. First published in France
in 1927, the story covers the period 1867-
1891.

A comely young lady, Aurélie, returns home
from the convent where she has spent several
years. She marries a Protestant who, horror of
horrors, is also a Republican. [Remember that
this is during the reign of Napoleon III, whose
rule ended with the war of 1870-1871.] The
young matron is disowned. Meanwhile, added
disgrace, her uncle marries a domestic. After the
war [and the period of the Paris Commune
which is, of course, not mentioned], the business
firm of Aurélie’s husband is on the verge of
bankruptcy. Her mother and her uncle prepare
to save the family’s black sheep and they wire
her to come to them. As she departs from south-
ern France for Paris, her mother has a heart
attack and dies before her arrival. Aurélie’s
husband, meanwhile, has miraculously been able
to save himself from bankruptcy.

In L’Enfant de' la Victoire, (Child of
Victory), Macmillan, 1933, written by
Francois Duhourcau, still another fascist
signer, we gather:

Gérard, whose father was killed in the war,
and who is thereby forced to go to work, be-
comes, of all things, a taxi driver in Paris, much
te the disgust of his mother. “Has he lost his

mind?” she laments. She reproaches him: “Do
you think your father and I raised you for that?
Your pride, I still hope, will make you suffer in
this new occupation.” *But Gérard is obdurate.
“Not for long, I assure you,” he says. “The
memories which hurt me I shall tear from my
heart.”

Gérard falls under the influence of Monsieur
Lesrelle, who gives him the following advice:
“My child . . . you are suffering; you are one
of those whose hearth and future have been
wrecked by the storm of war. . . . Let those who
are stronger and better armed by fortune build
the dike in the shelter of which a nation lives
happy and free! Let us at least keep from de-
stroying the barrier which preserves us from bar-
barism. As for us little fellows—you, still weak,
and I, worn out with years—let us be content
with little. My lodging is wretched, almost a
garret, a Diogenes’ tub. But my window looks
out on one of the most beautiful places in the
world. I see Notre Dame, the colonnade of the
Louvre, the tower of St. Germain I’Auxerrois,
all memories of a magnificent history. . . . My
very poverty increases my happiness. Yes, I have
lost three quarters of my income and the high
cost of living condemns me more and more to
abstinence. Well, that makes me spiritual. This
evening, along the quays which make up my
domain, insensitive to the noise of busses and
taxis, I shall be intoxicated by the sunset reflected
by the Seine. I shall dream of the eternal Elysian
Fields to which age is bringing me ever closer.”

Strengthened, Gérard is able to withstand the
subversive Vilbour, a rough-and-tumble taxi-
driver, who “confided to him with a superior air
that Moscow was keeping in France delegates
provided with check books.”

“Then,” replied Gérard, “I am even less with
you. You are against France. Moscow is foreign
and the ally of Berlin.”

Thus virtue wins once more.

But enough. The other texts used in
America and written by various of “the 64”
are of the same genre, corpses from a land
where vital currents are making history day
by day.

Other fascist signers whose texts are used
in American colleges and schools include:
René Bizet, André Demaison, Claude Farrére
(whose real name is Frédéric-Charles-Pierre-
Edouard Bargone and who is represented in
four texts), and Maurice Constantin-Weyer
whose Un Homme se penche sur son Passé
(Man Scans His Past) has been bought
by 14 colleges, Smith alone taking 305 copies.
These texts are published by Holt, Appleton
Century, Cambridge University Press, Ox-
ford University Press and Harrap. A pro-
jected text by Abel Hermant is on the
Heath list.

A second source of information for the
American student is conventional histories.
Among these very “64” are historians whose
works have appeared here in English and
French and which are used as college refer-
ence books. Louis Madelin, a member of
the Academy, has an imposing number of
books in the Columbia University Library.
From 1916 to 1920 he wrote at least four
war books and his more recent translated
works include The Consulate and the
Empire, Putnam’s, 1934, and Figure.r of the
Revolution, Macaulay, 1929.

Bernard Fay, of the Collége de France,
has, on several occasions, been a guest pro-
fessor at Columbia, whose library contains a
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presentation copy of his L’Empire américain
et sa Démocratie, 1926. Considered an
authority on America in French academic
circles, his Roosevelt and his America was
published by Little Brown and Company in
1933, as was his Two Franklins, Fathers
of American Democracy. George W ashing-
ton, Gentilhomme appeared in America as
George W ashington, Republican Aristocrat,
an interesting little commentary on the desire
to conform to American ideals, Houghton
Mifflin, 1931.

Henri Béraud’s Twelve Portraits of the
French Revolution was published by Little
Brown and Company while The Stupid
Nineteenth Century by Léon Daudet ap-
peared in English in 1928, Harcourt Brace.

Certainly, history, as presented by these
signers of a fascist manifesto, and particu-
larly American history, (Fay), can hardly
give students that “objectivity” on which
our universities pride themselves.

From still a third source the American
student learns of contemporary France. The
teachers cannot afford to buy new books as
they appear direct from France, they cannot
even afford to subscribe for journals which
might give relatively objective criticisms of
modern books, and hence they are forced to
rely on an agency of selection, a book com-
mittee, ‘“‘Selections Sequana” (Latin for
Seine), whose point of view they have never
been able to investigate. As a result, in a
number of colleges, the only new French
books added to the library have been chosen
by this committee.

The Selections Sequana are more or less
equivalent to our various book clubs. Its
editors include four signers of the fascist
manifesto, Henri Massis, Henry Bordeaux,
André Chaumeix and Abel Bonnard. Six
members of the French Academy are on the
board including Paul Valéry, an ardent anti-
Dreyfusard thirty years ago. Jacques Bain-
ville, contributor to the Royalist Action
Frangaise until his death, was an editor.
Another of its editors is Fortunat Strowski,
professor at the Sorbonne. Monsieur Strow-
ski, who taught at Columbia during the
summer of 1929 and for two terms in 1930,
spoke to one of the writers of this article
about politics late in 1931. Full of confi-
dence in the future of capitalism, he stated:
“You and I do work of another nature: if
that keeps us busy, it is enough. After all,
what can we do to remedy the political and
economic situation of the world?” Shortly
after, in accepting the chair of French litera-
ture at the Sorbonne, he declaimed: “Nature
used to govern man. Today man governs
nature; therefore we must study, under-
stand, the man of today. This chair
will help foreign students to understand
France. It can aid the French students in
calming their restlessness.” (Our emphasis.)

It may be interesting to note that within
the past few weeks the Book of the Month
Club has become associated with the Société
Nouvelle Sequana in the promotion of a
French book club for American readers.
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It is not surprising that a survey of the
selections of this editorial board in the last
five years reveals a number of books resem-
bling those cited above. In addition to most
of the signers mentioned above, the follow-
ing have been included: Bedel, MacOrlan,
Bailly, Donnay, Fayard and Boulenger.

Must the American student accept these
offerings? No. If he refuses to make use
of these books and writes the publishers to
that effect, the latter, anxious to please and
to profit, will soon correct this abuse.

We believe that American professors
choose the texts they do because they are
unfamiliar with the vital and greater part
of contemporary French literature rather
than because they are deliberately fascist-
minded. A college teacher has certain stand-
ards of living, of dress, that he must main-
tain; often he must do a certain amount
of entertaining—particularly in campus col-
leges. He has a family, often unemployed
relatives dependent on him.  So, to add to

his low income, he turns to editing French
texts. He decides to edit another book by
some author who seems to be well repre-
sented already, e. g., Henry Bordeaux—
believing this to be an indication of future
sales.

What must be done to remedy this situa-
tion? Strong American Federation of Teach-
ers locals must be developed to demand an
increase in salaries, a lighter teaching load,
some form of tenure. With improved work-
ing conditions, the teacher would be able to
keep informed of what is happening in the
world as a whole, and in his specialized
field of literature, to travel, and to provide
more vital texts for his students.

In the meantime, we recommend immed-
iately the editing of more recent works of
Romain Rolland than the first and sixth
volumes of Jean-Christophe, which appeared
in English in 1910, of more serious works
of Jules Romains than his little farce Knock.
Certainly his Men of Good Will, so well
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received in America, contains ample material
for classroom use. André Gide’'s The
Counterfeiters, or the more recently trans-
lated If it Die, are replete with excellent
material as is Montherlant’s They Perish in
Their Pride, Jean-Richard Bloch’s 4nd
Company and André Chamson’s Road or
Mountain Tavern.

Finally, we wish to emphasize that it is
not our intention to condemn what is past
or to criticize unjustly either editors or pub-
lishers of these texts. However, since the
fascist tendency of the writers in question
has now become all too evident, we must
urge immediate recognition of that fact and
appropriate action to bring their influence
on American students to an end. France
today is not the country of 1914, nor is it
fascist. The student of contemporary French
literature should be provided with a picture
of France as it lives, breathes and struggles
against what Germany and Italy and its own
La Rocque stand for.

This Way, Lawyer!

N MY previous article (THE New
Massgs, April 14) I briefly described the
disastrous condition in which the over-

whelming majority of “average American law-
yers” now find themselves. In outlining the
underlying causes, there was mention of cer-
tain remedies—particularly, the proposal made
by William L. Ransom, president of the Amer-
ican Bar Association. Concretely, the A.B.A.
is now attempting to make membership in
its state associations obligatory to every
lawyer upon his admission to the bar, and
by means of a contemplated “House of Del-
egates,” to amalgamate lawyers into national
unity. This, of course, would bring all
lawyers under the direct control of the
A.B.A. But would such a result be desir-
able? Is the A.B.A., as now constituted,
capable of constructive leadership in the in-
terests of the “rank and file,” the over-
whelming majority of lawyers?

Now, the membership of the A.B.A. is
found chiefly in the largest cities; it there-
fore does not represent the nation’s bar as a
whole. Frequently, as everyone knows;
lawyers join the association for the supposed
prestige. Their contact with it is formal
and passive. At a recent incident in the
New York County Lawyers’ Association, in
the discussion of an important amendment to
the by-laws, a quorum of 150 was lacking
out of a total membership of 6,000 in this,
the second largest bar association in the
country!

In these lean years the annual $8 dues
have become a serious matter. The New
York County Lawyers' Association charges
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$20 ($12.50 for those practicing less than
ten years). The aristocratic Association of
the Bar of the City of New York requires
an initiation fee of $50 and $25 annual dues
from members practicing less than ten years;
$100 initiation and $75 annually from those
admitted more than ten years. The New
York State Bar Association requires $10
yearly dues. Annual dinners and other
functions (honoring newly-elected judges,
etc.) usually cost five dollars a head and are

. strictly formal affairs. This effectively keeps

the average lawyer at a distance. The result
is that those lawyers are brought together
who can generally afford these luxuries, with
an occasional penurious straggler who sacrifices
his hard-earned dollars in the hope that con-
tact with the “big shots” will somehow help
him simonize his shingle.

If the bar associations as now constituted
comprise a small percentage of “successful”
lawyers hardly representative of the great
body of their colleagues, there is no cause
for surprise at finding democratic control
within the associations entirely missing. Re-
strictions on growth of membership and in-
difference and inertia result in control being
vested. in the hands of a few. The President
and Board of Directors are usually all-
powerful. Nomination of officers is generally
controlled by committee selection. While
members may nominate officers, those nomi-
nees are ‘“‘considered” only if they are “safe.”
The machinery of control is self-perpetuat-
ing: one ruling group hands over the reins
to its successor and conservatism dominates.
Insulated against progress and innovation,

the bar associations have always been sup-
porters of the status quo. Naturally they do
not squarely face the economic problems of
the average lawyer as a member of society,
and his special professional problems, in these
days of economic breakdown.

We have alluded to a recent incident at
the New York County Lawyers’ Association.
After its Board of Directors had thrice re-
fused to recommend the creation of a Com-
mittee on Labor Law and Social Legislation,
it became necessary to bring the matter up
before the general membership. A quorum
of 150 was lacking. Coming on again
(barely 200 attended) and requiring a two-
thirds vote for adoption, the resolution was
defeated by a margin of three votes—i115 for
and 60 against. The need for such a com-
mittee was made abundantly clear, though
the president alone was to appoint its mem-
bers, who, under the rules, were responsible
to the Board of Directors which could ac-
cept or reject its findings. But these con-
siderations proved meaningless. A lawyers’
association simply must not concern itself
with things like measures of social welfare.
Such “radicals” as Judge Samuel Seabury
and Judge Gustave Hartman, Louis Wald-
man, Matthew Levy and others, might favor
the resolution, and yet the opposition of those
afraid to open a Pandora’s Box of intelligent
inquiry by one of our largest bar associa-
tions was sufficient to frustrate the over-
whelming desire of its members.

In the light of these considerations, the
proposal of the A.B.A. to “integrate” the
bar associations and set up a national House
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of Delegates of the legal profession stops
short. Let us have such integration, but let
us emphasize the absolute necessity of obtain-
ing within the bar associations and the pro-
posed House of Delegates genuine represen-
tation of the rank-and-file bar. This can
be achieved by the broadest democratization
of procedure within the bar associations, their
realistic considerations of the actual problems
and wants of the average lawyer. Basically,
the bar must consider and propose ways and

means of emancipating the lawyer from his

present condition. Otherwise, the movement
'may utilize the growing discontent among
lawyers, to entrench further the reactionaries
now controlling the bar associations and lead
the rank-and-file lawyer, looking for a way
out of his distress, down a blind alley of con-
fusion.

Six years of the depression, with no relief
in sight, have made increasing numbers of
lawyers realize that remedy for their eco-
nomic ills lies only in the recognition of the
social character of their profession and its
permanent removal from the insecurity of a
ferocious competitive struggle.

The practice of law is as social in char-
acter as the practice of medicine. There is
hardly a phase of our national life in which
law fails to play an important part. Yet its
practitioners are forced into anarchistic com-
petition, the unsocial consequences of which
have been recognized as the social function
of law practice has developed. Govern-
mental, salaried, legal staffs have increased.
Public Legal Aid Societies, defense organiza-
tions, such as the American Civil Liberties
Union and the International Labor Defense,
testify to growing public demand for legal
services. Rising popular unrest, bringing re-
pression of civil liberties, the right to or-
ganize, strike and picket, etc., has created de-
mands for legal assistance far beyond the
capacities of existing public agencies. The
indigence of the average small businessman,
professional and worker has largely deprived
thousands of them of needed legal advice.
And the situation threatens to become worse
unless means are found to prevent it.

This is the most effective answer to those
who contend that over-crowding in the pro-
fession is the cause of the lawyers’ ills.
There are not too many lawyers; there are
too few people given the opportunity to use
the services of lawyers. Is it not time for
society to recognize the social necessity, and
for the lawyers to take measures accordingly?

Any remedy, however, is based on the
promise that the lawyer is entitled to a de-
cent standard of living. Assuming, for in-
stance, that in New York a minimum income
of $50 weekly is essential, let us consider
how such a basic income would be related
to the several categories of lawyers.

In the first group, lawyers employed by law
firms, government and private business and
generally on a full-time basis, are concerned
primarily with wages, hours, working condi-
tions and a minimum scale of wages, which
can be obtained, as always, by organization.

To provide for the general practitioner
and unemployed lawyer and to meet the
public need the State will undertake to do
as follows:

(a) Enact into law a recognition of the social
nature of the lawyer’s services and of his right
therefore to a standard of living measured by a
minimum of $50 per week;

(b) Guarantee such income to each lawyer;

(¢) Create a number of legal bureaus to be set
up as permanent agencies for service to the pub-
lic at large; .

(d) Render legal aid to the public which shall
not be contingent except upon inability to pay
private lawyers; such service to be given freely
and irrespective of the client’s race, creed or
religion, previous criminal record, social or
economic beliefs or political affiliations.

The unit of work may be designated as a
client-hour. The practitioner who does not
now earn a minimum of $50 weekly will be
required to render services of a minimum
number of unit-hours per week—for his pres-
ent clients and those who seek him out.
Proof of such servicess can be made by
voucher, and the practitioner will be entitled
to receive the difference between his earnings
in private practice and the $50 guaranteed
by the State. If exigencies demand him to
render more than the prescribed number of
client-hours, he may be entitled to'a maxi-
mum of, say, $75 per week. The minimum
guarantee is not to be denied to the practi-
tioner honestly in practice when the law
takes effect, merely because he does not then
render to clients the minimum of client-
hours. Only after a specified period, if his
practice does not meet the minimum require-
ments, will he be required to enroll at a
legal bureau. Regardless of such enroll-
ment, he will be entitled to sufficient time
off to render outside services, the time and
fees of which shall be subtracted to meet
bureau requirements.

To obtain the benefits of the law all un-
employed lawyers will be required to enroll
at legal bureaus, where they will be classified
according to training and preferences. Since
most lawyers prefer the type of work they
are best suited for, this will cause little diffi-
culty. Individual practitioners and unem-
ployed lawyers may decline the State benefits
whenever they choose.

From measures such as we here broadly
suggest, the public will be the chief benefici-
ary. It can choose its own lawyer or go to
a legal bureau. No one will be denied legal
advice or services and as experts develop in
the various departments, legal services as a
whole will reach a new high level. The
employed lawyer will find his own standard
of living raised. The fact that he can ob-
tain State benefits will compel his employers
to raise his income to at least the fixed
standard. The law will, of course, specifically
prohibit state subsidies to employers in
order to raise the wages of his employes to
the required minimum. Hours and working
conditions to accord with the standards will
be required. The employed lawyer will thus
be the recipient of benefits which result from
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the standards set up for the entire profession.

At the beginning, there may be some con-
fusion. How, for instance, will it be pos-
sible to check on the time a lawyer devotes
to certain matters? Such a difficulty will be
solved as the work of the legal bureaus de-
velops and standards evolve in actual prac-
tice. We are not here concerned with the
details, but with the basic plan suggested
which we do not propose as definitive. The
final plan, of course, can evolve only from
considered discussion by the rank-and-file bar.

Until the final plan is formulated, specific
public projects can be established to employ
lawyers’ services, such as the assignment of
lawyers to hospitals, to defend financially-
pressed persons accused of crime, to police
stations to advise with arrested persons; the
establishment of regional law libraries and
the assignment of lawyers to take charge;
the preparation and publication by patent
attorneys of a complete index of patents
(such as Borden’s Index of Chemical Pat-
ents) ; the revision of public records, etc.

Needless to say, a program such as we
have outlined is not realized for the asking.
Excepting the small percentage of the priv-
ileged upper strata, all lawyers will have to
join in a common effort to achieve it. The
recognition of common problems, and com-
mon efforts to solve them will give the
average lawyer a sense of unity. with his
colleagues. It will do for lawyers what or-
ganization has done for others. Their com-
bined efforts, the realization that the good
of one is the good of all, can and will bring
a fruitful program into being.

In the course of their struggles to achieve
ends, lawyers will come to understand that
they cannot isolate themselves from the eco-
nomic struggles going on about them. Be-
cause our competitive society has reduced
them to the condition of millions of other
workers who have been cut off from the
sources of life, lawyers can now see that their
own fate is tied to that of the masses whom
they must serve. While seeking their own
salvation they will support the same struggle
on the part of others. They will learn to
value and protect the Bill of Rights which
they have sworn to defend. They will rec-
ognize that inherent in the defense of the
Bill of Rights is the truest expression of
their public duty—to oppose reactionary poli-
cies and unscrupulous attacks of Bourbons
who would sweep away the people’s rights of
free speech, free assemblage, freedom of or-
ganization and demonstration and equality.
They will no longer regard themselves as a
sort of privileged, superior caste.

In publishing Mr. Blinken’s article THE
NEew MASSES does not necessarily subscribe
to his proposals. Any program attempting a
solution through governmental agencies will
be menaced with dangers and difficulties.
However, as the first constructive program
for lawyers, this article is offered as a
stimulus to discussion. Letters from readers
are invited—THE EDITORS.
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Our Readers’ Forum

American “Bitter Stream”

In your last issue John L. Spivak reviewed an
Italian play on rural life. (The Theater Union’s
Bitter Stream.) He says we Americans would not
understand Mussolini’s policy of taking land from
the poor and adding it to the' big estates. He says
it doesn’t happen here.

Hasn’t Spivak heard of the suppressed Meyer’s
A.A.A. report in which she estimates about 300,000
croppers and tenants were driven from the land
under the A. A. A. and compares the situation with
“war-torn Belgium”?

Foreclosures have more than doubled in 1935 as
compared with 1934. The Federal Land Banks are
operating tremendous estates that are a combination
of many small farms. Tenancy in the north has
increased a great deal because the government is
foreclosing on debt-ridden farmers as well as the
banks.

In the south we are subjected to as great or
greater robbery and persecution as are the farming
people of Italy.

ToM BURKE, Secretary,

Birmingham, Ala. Sharecroppers’ Union.

"~ “World’s Greatest Bluffer”

To get the full flavor of Knox’s personality,
charm and success-qualities you have to have known
him. You have to have heard his fellow-townsmen
refer to him as “Fathead Frank” as he was strutting
up Hanover Street in Manchester on his way to
the offices of his Union Leader—and does the name
fit! You have to have heard at first hand the opin-
ion of his uncanny ability that those in New Hamp-
shire have who “knew him when.” You have to
have seen him in his role of big-frog-in-little-pond
to appreciate his remarkable resemblance to a com-
bination W. C. Fields-Major Hoople.

And it would help some to have lived in his
stronghold in the Granite Hills and to have read his
papers, morning and evening, year after year. Here
in New York it is difficult to realize the tremendous
power one man, through a newspaper monopoly,
can have over the minds and actions of practically
an entire state and how vicious this influence can be
when completely subservient to the interests of a
dominant industry, in this case the Amoskeag Tex-
tile Company.

At the time of the textile strike the Colonel’s papers
so misrepresented the strike and misled the strikers
that I heard men, exploited by the Amoskeag for
twenty and thirty years and more, quoting them to
their cronies to show how well off they were as
compared with employes of other mills and arguing
“Why should we fight their battles for them?” The
Manchester dailies ran full- and double-page-ads
of the Amoskeag appealing to the “citizens of Man-
chester” (of whom almost half were Amoskeag
employes) to witness the injustices the mills were
suffering and completely ignored the case for the
workers.

During the recent “referendum” in Manchester
on' the possibility of reopening the mills (they've
been closed since October, increasing the country’s
unemployed by 10,000), Knox’s hirelings gave un-
stinted approval to one of the most outrageous cases
of . human exploitation in the history of American
labor, whereby the workers, after being starved for
six months, were asked to vote yes on a pay-cut to
make possible the profitable operation of the mills,
and on a basis of technical improvement which
would keep hundreds of them still jobless.

It's even worse when you know that at a time
‘wvhen the “Amoskeag Manufacturing Co.” is in the
wed, the “Amoskeag Co.,” a controlling holding com-
ipany, has been for years sucking the profits from
the industry into the pockets of a group headed by
F. C. Dumaine, well-known financier.

SMASH THE
SEDITION BILLS!

The Tydings-McCormack bill would
make it a crime to criticize militarism;
the Russell-Kramer bill would prevent
anyone from expressing any opinion dis-
tasteful to America’s fascists. Help
smash these sedition bills. Send your
protests to THE NEwW MASSES and we
will forward them to W ashington.

Yes, it might be a help to workers in the coming
elections (if old Teddy’s “right-hand man” is nom-
inated) to know that in Col. Frank Knox they have
not only the world’s greatest bluffer and essential
ignoramus, but one of labor’s worst enemies, a man
so full of self-esteem and susceptible to flattery
that big business would have no difficulty in con-
vincing him that America could be saved only
through the organization of, say, “Col. Knox’s
Rough Riders of 1936.”

New York City. Tep HERrRICK.

From a “Desert Rat”

I am writing this that you may be spared the ex-
pense of stamps and stationery in your efforts to
increase circulation.

Much as I would like to help, my circumstances
prevent,

I am what is known colloquially as a “desert
rat,” that is, a gold prospector, 81 years old and I
am roosting up in the mountains on some gold
property which is expected to take care of me when
I get old. Eleven miles from S—— with a few
passersby and few contacts in S——, whose popu-
lation is predominantly Mormon, hard stuff to edu-
cate.

I have been in the fight 45 years, but these folks
are the limit.

However, all is not hopeless, for we have a small
squad working, who are utilizing every opportunity
and making some headway, though handicapped by
the fact that they are P.W.A, workers and a printed
warning is posted in the shop, in regard to talking
politics. I pass my New Masses along, with two
copies of Soviet Russia Today, Moscow Weekly
News, Sunday Worker, Farmer’s National Wéekly
and American Guardian.

Some little talk of the Farmer-Labor Party and
a good opening with someone to take the lead. I
find a general and increasing interest in Russia’s

progress and this seems to be the best aid as it fur-
nishes an object lesson.

I take much pride in our writers whose use of
the “King’s English,” in making every word con-
vey its part of a vital message, is in striking con-
trast to the bourgeois writers who string words te-
gether with more regard for euphonious arrange-
ment than for any message they convey. The news
that comes from all over in regard to acceleration
of the spirit of resistance to the status quo, should
hearten us all. May your shadows never grow less.

S , Arizona. W. R.

Marxian News

I have just finished reading Bruce Minton’s ar-
ticle, “They Call It ‘Mutiny’,” here in the office of
the strike headquarters and in my opinion and that
of the men in the headquarters it is excellent.

As a rule I don’t make comments on articles, but
your story merits much credit and I am breaking
myself in on congratulating writers of real Marx-
ian news articles.

One thing I can say that you have really covered
the story as I never saw it covered before; but one
main thing you forgot to stress, that is the fact of
how the officials maintain themselves in power
through terroristic means (you touched on this in
the case of Ivan Hunter) ; right now there are two
of the strikers here in the office that are all cut up
from knife wounds by these so-called “union men”
of the officials.

NorMAN DuNcCAN.

“Spain, 1931-1936”

Drawings entitled “Spain, 1931-1936,” by Helios
Gomez, in the March 31 issue, are masterpieces.
Each drawing is vivid, strong, glowing with vital-
ity. The bold, clear, artistic strokes stand out and
show the marks of genius. Every detail and ex-
pression brings out the emotions behind the indi-
viduals and groups that are depicted.

I would like to see more of Helios Gomez’ draw-
ings. I have framed this group and hung it on the
wall.

Sierre Madre, Calif.

What About Capone?

Can you furnish more information regarding the
quotation from Al Capone in the March 24 issue?
I am anxious to know if Mr. Capone said any more.
Did he go on and rail against “government inter-
ference with private enterprise” or “regimentation”
from both of which we must acknowledge he is
suffering? Did he denounce Tugwell?

Do you expect this to go further? Do you think
the 1936 Republican platform will provide for
amnesty to Al as a political prisoner? Or do you
think the Liberty League will carry placards de-
manding freedom for one of their sympathizers who
has been persecuted because the government did not
approve of his “rugged individualism”?

JouN ALDEN.

HARRY LAMPERT.
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REVIEW AND COMMENT

The New Civilization

EORGE SOULE, reviewing the
Webbs’ book?! in The New Repub-
lic, wrote: “Those who believe that

the Soviet Union is a great new civilization
should not be surprised that Sidney and Bea-
trice Webb have so portrayed it, as any good
scientist will, if the belief is well grounded.”

That should be the case, but how often
have visitors to the Soviet Union come back
with all their pictures photographed on the
film of their prejudices. This has, of course,
been less true of scientists, trained in accu-
rate observation, than of literary men, indul-
gent to their finicky senses, accustomed to
isolation and obviously feeling timid and out
of place in a milieu where the masses dom-
inate. In fact, scientists have proved to be
in this science-guided land the most trust-
worthy reporters; and economists like George
Soule himself, geneticists like Muller, med-
ical men like Kingsbury and Frankwood
Williams, and agronomists, engineers, biolo-
gists, et al, have been most successful in
communicating the reality of the new civili-
zation in the Soviet Union.

Nevertheless, the appearance of the Webbs’
book is an historic event; of that the rage
of the reactionaries is as good a testimony
as the enthusiasm of radicals. In some re-
spects its appearance is comparable to the ad-
dress made by the great scientist, Ivan Pavlov,
who, publicly critical of the Soviet regime
since its inception, finally last year at the
Physiological Congress in Leningrad turned
to praise the Soviet regime, characterizing its
work as the greatest scientific experiment
ever undertaken on earth. There Pavlov the
scientist paid his respects to the scientists
Marx, Engels, Lenin and their continuers.
Here, as Socialists as well as scientists, the
Webbs, after years of critical questioning,
acknowledge the Socialist authenticity of the
Soviet State.

The Soviet Union is making the business of
living in a territory it occupies, a realization
of the claim that Socialism is science. What is
science? It is the continuous expansion and
systematized arrangement of verified human
knowledge. When man depends upon science
he depends upon himself. The Soviet sys-
tem is, therefore, socially the most self-reliant
system yet to enter human affairs. It de-
pends neither upon providence nor upon
mystic virtues of human personality.

The Webbs’ great book is a scientific in-
vestigation of a field that can best be pre-
sented scientifically. In thoroughness, system
and objectivity it is beyond question the
finest book on the Soviet Union yet pub-

18Soviet Communism: A New Civilization?
by Beatrice and Sidney Webb. 2 vols.,, boxed.
Charles Scribner’s Sons. $7.50.

lished, the best of its predecessors having at-
tempted only partial coverage by comparison.
They deal with man in the Soviet Union as
citizen, as producer, as consumer; they cover
the new culture, the new social relationships,
the conscious undertaking to remake man,
deformed by previous social systems. The
enumeration of the mere subject material
would fill the page. In their study they
have left nothing to unsupported impression;
they have proceeded by a strict examination
of evidence.

The theme of their book may be stated by
the subtitle, 4 New Civilization? It is put
there as a question, but long before the last
page the question has been answered. The
answer is “yes.” The shift of ownership of
the means of production from an exploiting
class to the masses, the shift of political
power to the same hands, the change of mo-
tives for human action from that of individ-
ual gain to that of social gain, these have
produced a society startlingly different from
any the world has known before.

Our conception of civilization has been
influenced by the study of dead cultures with
their broken temples, statuary, literature and
other artistic remains. Our criteria for civil-
ization have therefore been chiefly cultural
and have led to admiration for societies that,
though they maintained themselves by slavery
and other forms of human exploitation, pro-
duced good art; this, in some cases, leading
to the vicious theory that human exploitation
by a privileged class is a precondition of
civilization.

In the new civilization of Soviet Com-
munism, however, the criterion is maximum
self-fulfillment for all and comfort, leisure,
security and happiness for all. That maximum
has certainly not yet been realized, however
high the masses have risen above their status
under czarism. They are not now enjoying
the comforts of the upper levels of employed
workers in the more advanced capitalist
countries. But they all have jobs and the
stimulating prospect of a constantly rising
standard of living; they are secure against
humanly preventable misfortune; they have
a sense of direct participation in the life of
the community with all that that adds to
alertness and human dignity, and the tal-
ented among them get a break. From fac-
tories and fields as well as from the schools
they are sent into training or directly into
places in their fields.

In capitalist countries with their ingrained
individualism the judgment of culture is
scarcely more than a census of names. No
account is taken as to whether what the
named artists produce are reﬁnen}ents of de-
generacy or gestures of despair; or whether

they have audience or influence. From a
broader point of view, taking the effects of
art and the response of audience into con-
sideration, it becomes clear at once that in
comparison with capitalist civilization, Soviet
civilization is more universal and healthier.

Whether contemporary Soviet writers,
painters, sculptors, architects, composers and
so on are of classical rank does not matter
so much. (Taken as a whole, considering
the generally acknowledged masterpieces in
the theater, ballet and the cinema, Soviet art
production, even by absolute standards, is
extraordinary.) What is more important is
that, for the first time in recorded history,
all the cultural resources of the people are
utilized ; the best art is accessible to all and
the response of the masses is vigorous. There
is no demand for the stinking spew served- to
the masses as a people’s art by the Hearsts,
Beaverbrooks and Cotys in capitalist coun-
tries. Soviet mass culture is as a lofty
plateau compared to the sublevel Dead Sea
of capitalism.

The Webbs have made the mass character
of Soviet civilization clear. It is one of the
achievements of their book. Superficial ob-
servers who see an Ogpu detective in every
inquisitive passerby, who don’'t feel in-
formed until they interview an official and
then conclude that the officialdom is supreme,
do not see it. The Webbs, however, analyz-
ing every political and economic process, fol-
lowing the streams of authority flowing from
the countless factory and agricultural Soviets,
the shop meetings, the comradely courts in
apartment houses and elsewhere, find it
where it exists. It is for this reason that
they speak with so much enthusiasm of the
actual, functioning democracy of the Soviets.

We, in capitalist democracies, have become
accustomed to thinking of democracy as
something latent. About once a year we vote.
The act has so little reality that it takes an
exceptional issue to bring out a majority of
the electorate. The assumption is that when
things get too thick the people will do some-
thing about it. It turns out that when they
go beyond the casting of ballots in the exer-
cise of civil liberties they have to explain it
to the judge. Politics long ago ceased being
a civic activity. It has become a profession,
but a profession without professional stand-
ards, training or ethics; with the key posts
of political power reserved for members of
the exploiting class.

As the Webbs point out, the Soviet citizen
does infinitely more than vote. To the out-
sider meetings seem incessant. They are in-
cessant, but through those meetings the mass
will is expressed, given shape in debate, the
process continuing until it makes its way to
the executive organs of government for ful-
fillment. Considering alse functions on shop
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and neighborhood committees and work in
voluntary organizations it is a rare Soviet
citizen who is not, in some way, voluntarily
but responsibly carrying on important items
in the official and unofficial administration of
the community. Foreigners are sometimes
amused by the ‘proprietary feeling of Soviet
citizens toward public works. Citizen Ivan
says ‘“‘our” or even ‘“my subway” and the
foreign visitor secretly smiles. But Ivan has
good reason to claim ownership. His share
in it is secured by legal guarantees and by
practical use; and he has earned it often by
the special claim of having invested his vol-
untary labor in it.

' One thing the Webbs return to until it
has an almost symphonic resonance in the
book is the multiformity of Soviet life. The
common criticism of socialist society is that
it must reduce humanity to the monotony of
the ant heap. Individuality must wither
away, life becoming uniform and the indi-
vidual fastened into his place in the social
machine as immovably as a rivet.

Marxist thinkers have polemicized endlessly
against this caricature of socialist order.
They have patiently explained over and over
again that socialism is designed above all to
end the chaining of the individual who, ex-
cept for the members of the privileged
classes under capitalism, is kept from self-
fulfillment by the de-individualizing nature
of his work and the frustrations of poverty.

In showing how the liberation of the indi-

vidual actually occurs, not for a few but for
all in the first functioning socialist society,
the Webbs have done a remarkable service
equal in importance to their conclusive dem-
onstration of the mass character of the Soviet
system. They point out first that there is no
fixed political constitution. Soviet institutions
are probably the most fluid in the world,
altering constantly to meet the demands of a
society in continuous growth.
i In the field of production where tenden-
cies toward uniformity might be anticipated,
new forms occur. There are craftsmen and
professionals working independently; there
are independent producers organized into co-
operatives. Some factories grow their own
food on surrounding farmland; others handle
their own distribution; while some distribut-
ing cooperatives carry on part of their own
goods production. This multiformity is
equally to be seen in the political and the
cultural process. The variety to be seen
when any section of Soviet life is analyzed
s bewildering.

The Webbs shrewdly and justifiably throw
the charge back at the accusers. They say:
look at the masses in capitalist democracies.
Can they form or express an opinion? In-
deed, the average man is so voiceless that in
America the demagogue, calling him the
“forgotten man,” has to remind him of his
political existence, By the limitations of pur-
chasing power he is reduced to a choiceless
existence almost as effectively as slaves who
lived as their masters arranged. In company
towns the parallel is quite complete. He has

actually no choice of career, residence, furni-
ture, food, entertainment. He takes what his
marginal income limits him to. Among the
masses only individuals with phenomenal
talent! energy and will can hope to fight
through to self-fulfillment, and usually . bear
physical or psychological wounds from the
struggle. It is significant that the greatest
amount of suicide, insanity and tragic death
in the arts and sciences occurs among the
men risen from the masses, a dramatic indi-
cation of the cruel and wasteful hardship
accompanying their struggle to emerge. In
the Soviet Union talent is given its oppor-
tunity ; specialized work is specially rewarded ;
the range of choice in personal life has al-
ready been enlarged for the average man,
with a prospect of continuous expansion.

One could go on indefinitely with approv-
ing comment on the Webbs’ book. It is im-
possible in a review to give any conception
of its scope or of the power of its dispassion-
ate presentation. It has been received in the
bourgeois press with howls of rage and fear.
It has naturally been enthusiastically hailed
by all friends of human progress.

What makes the Webbs’ achievement all
the more extraordinary is that they have for
the greater part of their lives been ideolog-
ically hostile to Cgmmunism. They were
among the founders and intellectual direc-
tors of Fabian Socialism. They were com-
mitted to the theory that cautious progress
would avoid the “accident” of revolution;
and that capitalist society, through education
and piecemeal reform, could evolve peaceably
into Socialism. They became important fig-
ures in the British Labor Party, Sidney
Webb holding posts in its two cabinets.
They were also leading figures in the Second
International.

The two labor governments in which they
participated and the activity of some of the
parties affiliated with the Second Interna-
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tional must have shaken their confidence in
the theory of a peaceful transformation of
society. Nevertheless, there is evidence in
the book that they approached their study of
Soviet Communism with the usual conserva-
tive Laborite prejudices, some of which sur-
vive.

These come out chiefly in their discussion
of the Civil Wars, of the Comintern and of
the prospects of similar social revolutions in
other nations. They conclude their wonder-
ful survey of the new Soviet civilization with
the question, will it spread? Their answer
is affirmative but there is the suggestion in
the tone of the statement that it ought to
spread by the mere power of good example.
The revolutionary intent of the Comintern
still offends them and they understate its
importance and its effectiveness. They would
substitute for it an international of party
and labor-union functionaries with activities
limited to interchange of data and coopera-
tive sociological investigation. They still in-
sist upon national individuality in revolution
and write deprecatingly of the Marxist revo-

lutionary movements outside the Soviet
Union.
In other words, the concluded revolu-

tion with its books balanced and showing
surpluses is one thing; but the revolution in
process, with its anxieties and risks and men-
aces of violence, is not so attractive. But
this does not seriously detract from what is
unquestionably the best book yet written on
the Soviet Union.
ISIDOR SCHNEIDER.
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The first complete, docu-
mented study of American

finance capital . . . .

Professor Colston E. Warne, of Amherst College, in
Federated Press: “In ‘Rulers of America,” Anna
Rochester has brilliantly shown the forces that con-
trol 130 million Americans and the manner in which
they go about their systematic work of collecting
profits and completing their control.”

Dr. Harry Elmer Barnes, in the World-Telegram :
“a searching and scorching study of finance capi-
talism.”
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Revaluation of the Drama

THEORY AND TECHNIQUE OF
PLAYWRITING, by John Howard
Lawson. G. P. Putnam’s Sons. $2.75.

ERE is a “must” book. Whether you

like it or not, agree with it or don't,
understand or are confused by it, you can’t
ignore it. If you are a playwright, you may
say you don’t need it; if you are a critic you
may contest the validity of its conclusions;
but if the theater means anything at all to
you, your thought and feeling about the sub-
ject are bound to be affected by it, sooner or
later; so you may just as well start studying
it now.

There are certain facts about the book that
are beyond dispute and the first of these is
that Theory and Technique of Playwriting
is the first work in which the history, theory,
philosophy, psychology, sociology and politics
of the drama have ever been treated as a
whole, in which drama has been envisaged
as a product of the mind and heart of man
as well as the result of his nationality, race
and time. Lawson is of course not the first
writer to consider art as the result of social
forces, but he is the first to combine a treat-
ment of that subject with several other sub-
jects that just can’t be treated singly, as
though they existed apart from the rest of
life.

Precisely as life itself is not a conglomera-
tion of isolated study subjects, so a play—
insofar as it reflects life—is not an entity
existing in vacuo. It is, as Lawson says, “‘a
living thing, in which all . . . elements have
been fused.” In attempting to get at the
fundamentals of the art and craft of writing
plays, he soon realized that it was as impos-
sible to describe the process without establish-
ing a historical and philosophical background
for his discussion, as it would be to describe
a human being—his why and wherefore—
without going back into the history of the
world of which he is a product.

This would seem to be a logical way of
going about the job of writing such a treatise,
but no one else has even tried to do it. Law-
son sees clearly that criticism of drama is
really a criticism of life and I believe that
one of the reasons why he wrote this book
was his growing dissatisfaction with our
modern drama on the grounds that, for all
the skill and ingenuity that have gone into
the making of it, it remains too aloof from
‘life. In other words, the greater part of it
comes into being and ekes out its tenuous
existence as though its writers were hardly
aware of what was going on in the world.

Now it is not enough, and this Lawson
knows, merely to urge playwrights to ignore
the actual or seeming trivialities of bourgeois
life, attend Left meetings and read a couple
of books on Russia; Left plays are not neces-
sarily important merely because they are
based on certain political assumptions. Their
merit, where it exists, consists in the fact
that, compared with the great majority of

our modern plays, their authors are aware
of other compulsions and streams of thought
than those most commonly treated in our
theater.

In order to reach this conclusion, which I
have so briefly outlined, Lawson realized that
he would have to go back and begin at the
beginning. “In order to understand a play,”
he says, “we must understand its psychology
and anatomy—what it s, as well as the way
it looks.” 'This means that he had to dig
down to the roots. In that section of the
work called “History of Dramatic Thought”
he has managed to digest and brilliantly ex-
pose an immense amount of dramatic theory,
from Aristotle to Ibsen and at the same time
to interpret, comment upon and dissect some
of the most subtle passages that have puzzled
critics for the past 2,500 years. This section
is followed by Part II, “The Theater To-
day,” in which he applies, usually with un-
answerable logic, his clear mind to an analy-
sis of the shortcomings of our modern play-
wrights, chief among which is an inability
to root their ideas (and hence their charac-
ters) very firmly in life. It is the why that
interests him, rather than the what, the
deeper motive that motivates thought and
action.

The last two parts are long sections on
“Dynamics of Construction” and ‘“Mechanics
of Construction.” It is in these parts that we
come to the more “practical” sections of the
book. I can’t imagine that any playwright
reading and pondering these pages could fail
to learn something. He could not, I imagine,
pick up pointers on how to write smash hits,
because Lawson is not concerned with any-
thing of that kind; he is trying to get down
to bed rock, to analyze the process that en-
ables a playwright to perceive life and com-
press it into a work that shall move us.
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To say that Theory and Technique of
Playwrighting is a learned book, carefully

- thought out and admirably documented, i¢

after all to say only what is true of thou-
sands of doctoral dissertations; to declare
that it reveals a2 mind that is alert, a taste
on the whole extremely catholic, is to say
something that can’t be said of many books
on the subject. It is, as well, a preachment.
a criticism of life, a practical treatise and 2
plea.

Being a plea, and to a certain extent a
criticism of playwrights most of whom are
only partly, if at all, conscious of the broader
aspects of a new and powerful manifestation
of political thought affecting our modern life.
Lawson is inclined, I think, to overemphasize
the importance of the use of this background
in plays. Being an artist as well as a thinker.
he doesn’t actually insist that every goed
play must be based on or inspired by the
Marxian philosophy, but I think it only fair
to say that I infer this throughout his book.
After all, in my opinion, it is the play-
wright’s business not to lead, but to follow;
it is the artist’s function to reflect, to inter-
pret and not primarily to reason. The true
revolutionary, the reformer, the martyr, is
concerned with action. I don’t know if
Lenin ever wrote a play, but if he did 1]
imagine it was a poor one; his field lay else.
where.

But John Howard Lawson’s book, take it
for all in all, is a monument and a land-
mark, a mental stimulant, a work that
changes one's attitude, causes one to question
again the conclusions that once seemed final,
to go back to the comfortable maxims one
used to consider unassailable; a work that by
its intellectual moderation will cause even the
most unregenerate conservative writer (if he
reads it) to ask himself whether indeed he is
doing his job, when he limits his horizon te
that tiny segment of the universe he calls
his waorld. BARRETT CLARK.

Social Insurance

SOCIAL SECURITY IN THE
UNITED STATES: An Analysis and
Appraisal of the Federal Social Security
Act, by Paul H. Douglas. W hittlesey
House. $3.

AGE BEFORE BOOTY: An Explanation
of the Townsend Plan, by Morgan J.
Dorman. G. P. Putnam’s Sons. $1.

‘'THE TOWNSEND PLAN: Taxing for
Sixty, by Nicholas Roosevelt. Doubleday,
Doran. 50 cents.

THE TOWNSEND PLAN: What It Is
and What It Isn’t, by Alex Bittelman.
Workers Library Publishers. 5 cents.

AKE no mistake about it: Townsend-
ites, advocates of the Frazier-Lundeen
Bill, and many spokesmen for the Federal
Social Security Act have much in common
in their battle for social insurance. On some

fundamental issues the differences among

them are not unbridgeable. It is encourag
ing that out of the factional dispute which
has clouded the issues of social security,
there are emerging basic points of virtual
agreement; and in view of the reactionary
forces whose opposition jeopardizes all kinds
of social insurance, they cannot be too
strongly emphasized.

Paul H. Douglas, long regarded as a pro-
ponent of ‘‘conservative”’ social legislation.
in his new book subjects the Federal Social
Security Act to an exhaustive and damaging
analysis. “The Social Security Act,” Deug
las writes, “should not be regarded as the
triumphant and perfect conclusion to the
struggle to obtain greater security. It is op
the contrary full of weaknesses and is strik-
ingly incomplete. If we are to progress,
the act should be regarded as merely a first
step which must soon be followed by others.”

‘The achievement of the steps envisioned
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by Douglas would all but scrap the existing
act. Douglas opposes the state-system of
unemployment insurance and sees the wis-
dom of a nation-wide system. He condemns
the failure of the act to establish minimum
old-age pensions; recognizing that the states
will misuse their freedom, he demands that
outright federal funds be granted to make
the pensions adequate. He cites Germany
to show the folly of excluding the self-
employed from unemployment insurance ben-
efits; if the self-employed are not to be
driven into fascist ranks, Douglas insists,
they must be included in the insurance sys-
tem. He foresees that the control of the
act will be vested in politicians unless work-
ers are represented on administrative bodies.

Douglas’s most vital criticism of the act,
however, centers about the question—Who
will pay for it? As an advocate of higher
wages, as a firm believer in the efficacy of
increased purchasing power to mitigate de-
pressions, Douglas is compelled to reject the
financial methods provided in the act. He
particularly warns against the dangers latent
in the compulsory old-age insurance provision
which in effect levies a six-percent income
tax on workers, and will create huge an-
nuity reserves,

The accumulation of these reserves [Douglas
points out] will beyond doubt greatly decrease
the amount of purchasing power which other-
wise would be spent upon consumers’ goods. . . .
Since our society seems to have suffered during
the twenties from too large a proportion of the
national income being reinvested and too small
a proportion being used for consumers’ goods,
the withdrawal of such huge amounts from cur-
‘rent consumption may well help to create a fur-
ther state of unbalance in the future.

The viciousness of compelling workers to
pay for social .insurance is now recognized
in all progressive quarters. A recent edi-
torial in The Nation speaks bitterly of “. . .
the enormous pay-roll levies imposed by the

Social Security Act . . . A more effective
method of forcing the poor to shoulder the
burdens of capitalist insecurity could scarcely
have been devised . . . the final outcome of
the Social Security Act will be to relieve
taxation on the wealthy and to accentuate
the maldistribution of wealth which lies at
the root of economic instability.” Accord-
ingly, Douglas calls for a . . . lifting of a
portion of the costs of social insurance from
the backs of workers and consumers and
for their assumption by the federal govern-
ment. Nothing will be gained, however, if
these funds are then derived from taxes on
consumption. In order that these costs may
be borne with the least sacrifice, they should
be met from taxes on excess profits and on
the upper brackets of personal incomes.”

Far in advance of the usual social re-
former, Douglas is troubled by the broader
problems involved in social security. At the
outset, he makes this striking declaration:

In its larger aspects, the law is in the tradition
which the Western European nations established
during a period of expanding capitalism. Whether
our newly established system can survive in its
present form will depend not only upon the
Supreme Court but also upon whether or not
capitalism itself will continue in a substantially
healthy state. - If unemployment should maintain
its present level for a long period, then it is
quite clear that we shall have to use methods
very different from those laid down in the pres-
ent act.

Where is Douglas going? Point by point,
the criticisms he levels against the Federal
Social Security Act are so nearly identical
with those raised by the proponents of the
Frazier-Lundeen Bill that he can be regard-
ed only as an ally. Beyond question, he
shows himself to be much closer in spirit to
the Frazier Bill than to the existing legisla-
tion. While he nowhere states that he favors
the bill, he seems unwilling to pronounce
against it. He evades taking a stand by
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citing the criticisms brought by others,
“which to them made the proposal [the
Lundeen Bill] highly impracticable.”

Douglas has written a significant book—
far more significant, in fact, than he himself
may realize. He exemplifies that large and
influential group—Abraham Epstein and Dr.
Rubinow, for example, would be included—
which is growing increasingly hostile to the
shadow-boxing of the administration. They
belong with us rather than with the adminis-
tration wheelhorses who are using social
security for political ends.

Fortunately, the American people did not
wait for Douglas to expose the Social Se-
curity Act. The ever-growing Townsend
movement testifies to their recognition of
its glaring inadequacies. Readers of THE
NEeEw Masses are familiar by now with the
defects in the Townsend Old Age Revolving
Pension plan. They know that any insur-
ance scheme which depends for funds upon
a glorified sales tax must militate against
the interests of the working population. The
confusion attending the Townsend Plan can
be attributed in large part to the hazy,
amateurish economics of both its champions
and its enemies. Typically, Morgan J. Dor-
man mistakes a vivid portrayal of the evils
in our profit society for sufficient proof of
the correctness of Dr. Townsend’s proposal ;
equally erroneous is the presumption of
Nicholas Roosevelt that the manifest weak-
nesses in the plan imply vindication of our
existing social order, faults and all.

While it is unlikely that the objective of
the Plan will materialize, the Townsend
movement will not stop. For the first time
in decades, large sections of the population
are organizing outside of the traditional
parties. The consequences of this awakening,
already expressed in mass petitions to the
government and in the application of direct
pressure upon public officials, cannot be
over-estimated. For a penetrating appraisal
of these consequences, for an evaluation of
the broader issues raised by the Townsend
movement, Alex Bittelman’s pamphlet is in-
dispensable. 'Where Dorman is content to
panegyrize, where Nicholas Roosevelt does
nothing but decry, Bittelman carefully ex-
amines the movement’s potentialities for both
good and evil. The Townsendites are bound
to be disillusioned with the old parties.
However, the movement will succeed in
channelling popular thinking toward the
need for independent political action. Herein
lies its important role.

And, it must be borne in mind, the
Townsendites are not the only group con-
templating such action. ‘Throughout the
country, local movements for a Farmer-
Labor party are being initiated. These
movements, still scattered and isolated, are
rapidly consolidating. Eventually they should
include most of the Townsend forces. The
combined strength of all these groups will
give an invincible impetus to the realization
of a comprehensive system of old age, unem-
ployment and social insurance.

MorT and E. A. GILBERT.
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The Theater

The Government in Show Businéss

FTER an inglorious beginning marked
A by the suppression of the first “Living
Newspaper” and malodorous bicker-
ings in high administrative places, the New
York division of the W.P.A. Theater Project
has been speeding on with magnificent vitality.
Three productions, scheduled for three-week
runs, have been held over by public enthusiasm
and box-office prosperity. One, Triple 4
Plowed Under, is already accepted as an ex-
periment of solid importance; another, Mur-
der in the Cathedral, has exploded the Broad-
way myth that poetic drama has no public
appeal—more than 25,000 people have already
seen it; a third, experiment of the Negro The-
ater, has reopened the controversy of “revis-
ing Shakespeare” with a challenging adapta-
tion of Macbeth; a fourth, Chalk Dust, makes
pertinent dramatic investigations into the me-
tropolitan public-school systems.

The project is proving again what Com-
munists have always insisted: if the talents
paralyzed by the profit system could be set
free, the result would be an enormous cultural
enrichment of the whole people. It would
permit experiment, as necessary to the artist
as to the scientist; it would be a testing
ground for the axioms which the profit-system,
with its gift for nonsensical intuitions, has
strapped on the back of the theater. The
W.P.A. Theater Project is by no means a
liberation of art from the profit system, but it
has allowed 6,000 people the right to make a
living in the field for which they were trained.

Certain forces in Washington have been
waiting to pounce on the project, but if they
strike now they face not only the militant re-
sistarice of 6,000 W.P.A. theater employes,
but a thundering opposition from scores of
thousands whose theater-needs the W.P.A.
has helped to create and fulfill.

Triple A Plowed Under (Biltmore The-
ater) has already been reported here; it re-
mains to urge people who haven’t seen it to
go while there’s still time. Tracing the
farmer’s situation from the war period (when
he was exhorted to increase production),
through the deflation, milk strikes, crop de-
struction, foreclosures, etc., the twenty speedy
scenes make a primer of first-rate importance.
And the resourceful, ingenious way in which
the Living Newspaper dramatizes these ap-
parently complex but basically simple eco-
nomic tangles, makes absorbing and highly
entertaining spectacle. It borrows generously
from any techniques that contribute to its ef-
fectiveness — the most sensible eclecticism—
and adds a few nimble devices of its own.
Here is a “learning play,” if you will, but one
which “teaches” in a most compelling way.
By its intensive factual accuracy, it enriches
the sense of one hypothesis long proclaimed by
the Left: that truth itself is enough to make
startling and important art.

The Lafayette Theater in Harlem has been
turning hundreds away since it opened with
Orson Welles’ adaptation of Macbeth. People
who expect a field-day of voodooism are likely
to miss the point, particularly if they are bored
in advance by any serious creative adventure.
Welles works a free hand on Shakespeare’s
text, cutting, transposing, accenting, produc-
ing. The resulting Macbeth, laid in some
West Indian landscape, at first distracts with
its novelty, but by Act II spectators are able
to get down to the serious business of under-
standing the adaptation. There was beautiful
restraint in the scene in which Lady Macbeth
washes the bloodstains from her hands; a rare
intensity in the banquet scene tormented by
Banquo’s ghost. Welles has remade Macbeth
beyond recognition, but with a creative pur-
pose in mind. The material almost always
merely suggested in Shakespeare productions
has been brought to violent life and dressed
up in the colors of terror.

Chalk Dust, on the other hand, hardly goes
afield for its effects; in fact, nothing that hap-

pens in the life of a metropolitan high school

escapes some search for significance. Harold
Clarke and Maxwell Nurnberg’s play (Ex-
perimental Theater) studies “the conflict be-
tween a teacher’s professional integrity and
the public school system.” That its story is
true can be attested by anyone who has gone
to a New York high school; that the public
wants to get close to such material is proved
by the extension of the run to six weeks.
There are some good characterizations in the
play and it’s all solid and convincing except
for the villain, the principal, who is as trans-
parently evil as the old movie viper of silky
words and slick moustache. If the play could
be generously cut and the tempo sped, it would
make an excellent long one-acter. As it is,
sincerity and a vital scepticism give pertinence
and strength to the lines.

Triple A Plowed Under may turn to cur-
rent news for inspiration, but of course no-
body would expect T. S. Eliot’s interests to
be so vulgarly contemporary. Ever since his
first incursions into the past when his ad-
mirers desperately tried to keep pace with him,
Eliot has managed to be at least fifty years
ahead—or behind. While they were hurrying
into his metaphysical period, he was already
rediscovering Bishop Lancelot Andrewes; and
now when they have been awaiting an Eliot
dramatic millennium somewhere in the Eliz-
abethan mode, Eliot has fooled them by diving
into the Middle Ages. His Murder in the
Cathedral (Majestic Theater) asks: Was
Thomas Becket a true martyr or was he not?
Preposterous as this theme may strike people
to whom Eliot has been retailed as the
“leader” of modern poetry, there is actually
no ground for surprise. Several years ago
D. S. Mirsky observed that Eliot was seeking
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“a definite exit from life” into “a land which
does not exist . . . an existence which would
have no contact with life . . . free from all
vitalism, mystic, rigorously intellectual.”

In his ecstatic preoccupation with the
church history of 1170 A.D., Eliot has happily
found his destination. And he humbly reveals
his findings in a work whose interest for living
mortals is necessarily restricted to matters of
literary technic. As such his play was worth
producing, although chiefly for what it should
help poetic dramatists to avoid. Less of a
play than a pageant, it is peopled with sym-
bols of a special kind: not those concentra-
tions of character which expand richly in.the
mind of the spectator, but abstractions that
narrow into tight allegorical moralities. Eliot
introduces choruses, but as the course of Eng-
lish-speaking drama has shown so often, more
is lost than gained by such a device. One
might say the same of the rimes which orna-
ment a number of the speeches; too often they
are snags on which the ear of the listener trips
and catches.

While there are passages of fragmentary
brilliance, the bulk of the poetry derives its
“marvelousness” from a synthetic medievalism
which builds heavily on supernatural minutiae
painted in mystic “folk” imageries. But this

.work, be it remembered, is Eliot’s implicit

manifesto on a subject he has long brooded:
the restoration of poetic drama. As such it
carries much of the same arrogance with which
so much of Eliot’s writing has descended on
modern culture: an arrogance appealingly
dressed in the rags of pain and humility. But
beneath the humility is a coarseness of spirit;
beneath the pain, socially fatal values. Eliot
is no more of a guide to dramatists than he
was to poets; and the example of disaster in
his new work can have therapeutic value for
the many poets, Left, Right and Middle, who
have been paralyzed in their worship of him.

STANLEY BURNSHAW.
Muss nthe
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Art

Ishigaki’s Two Traditions

has spent the major part of his life
in the United States, and has become
an American painter working in the tradi-
tions of the West. At the same time, he
is a revolutionary painter. This conjunction
of forces brings sharply to the fore the rela-
tion of the revolutionary painter to his na-
tive racial tradition. Ishigaki has solved this
problem in his own way. In many respects
it is the reverse solution chosen by William
Gropper in his painting. Yet both are revo-
lutionary artists; they belong to the same
generation; they . were born between two
centuries; they experienced the World War
during the formative period of adolescence.
Nevertheless, they approach their problems
from opposite directions. They have had,
however, two major experiences in common—
becoming American and becoming revolu-
tionary, c
Ishigaki’s rebellion against the bourgeois
social order has taken the form of repudiat-
ing his native racial tradition. He has sought
to take root in the western tradition of art.
Gropper has signified his rebellion by repu-
diating that tradition and finding inspiration
in the forms and feeling of eastern art;

l E: ITARO ISHIGAKI, born in Japan,

Gropper works in the very tradition against’

which Ishigaki rebels.

Each artist in his own way has dramatized
the first forms of rebellion—against one’s
family, one’s nation, one’s culture. This is
the initial revolt of every individual in bour-
geois society, who seeks to grow and de-
velop. From this adolescent revolt against
the parents, the individual seeks to find his
way to maturity. Critical evaluation of
one’s own social background is the first move
of the artist toward revolutionary activity.

Ishigaki is the son of a worker, hence he
never was deeply affected by the culture
of the Japanese ruling classes. His father,
a boat builder, emigrated to the United
States when Ishigaki was sixteen years old.
Despite the cruel fact of racial discrimination,
a superior technical civilization and a demo-
cratic tradition provide the worker with
more benefits than a half-feudal society.
Hence the youth Ishigaki sought to become
an American in habit, thought and art.
Doubtless in the beginning he shared the
faith in democratic shibboleths.

But why had his repudiated cultural tra-
dition nothing to offer him, when it had so
happily fertilized nineteenth century French
painting?  (Manet, Gauguin, Van Gogh.)
A study of the Japanese prints of the eigh-
teenth and nineteenth centuries now on ex-
hibition at the N. Y. Public Library provides
an answer; they represent the popular art of
wood block prints in color, made and sold
by the thousands in Japan. They were
probably the first art which Ishigaki came

in contact with and they demonstrate how
an aristocratic tradition of sufficient vigor
finally permeates down into the masses of
the people and shapes their tastes. Most
representative, perhaps, of this popular art
are the prints of Utamaro, whose favorite
subject was the geisha. The impulse that
beats through his fragile and perishable
prints stamped with gold and scarlet, grey
and smoke green, is erotic. They reveal a
rococo art of great refinement and sensi-
tivity—rich in subtle color nuances, com-
posed in line of precise and perfect defini-
tion. Beautiful as this art is, to a poor
worker’s son, it could offer nothing except
a tantalizing vision of a paradise never in-
tended for his enjoyment. The young artist
who experiences the full impact of the class
struggle must find such a static paradise
cloying and repugnant, just because it lulls
to an opium dream, awakening from which
makes reality doubly painful. Hence Ishigaki
had to seek his models elsewhere.

Marxism, as well as democracy, grew out
of the western tradition. Both are built
on the western culture of action whose cen-
tral core is the deed, whose symbol in art
is the human body in three dimensions. Such
a pictorial tradition must have been eagerly
absorbed by a youth interested in the class
struggle and desirous of repudiating the ac-
tionless Nirvana of feudal eastern culture,
which offers no method for the worker to
extricate himself from a serf-like position.

Ishigaki took up the western tradition at
a point where the first proletarian art de-
veloped—the romantic revolutionary period
of 1848. His main theme in all pictures is
the world-wide contemporary class struggle.
He paints it in the romantic style of Dela-
croix, thus grafting new subject matter onto
the typical western tradition derived from
the Renaissance and the classic art.

Yet while Ishigaki has worked in the
most characteristic vein of western painting,
his work preserves some traces of eastern
art—in the manner in which he paints the
eyes, and in his preference for circular pat-
terns of composition. This circular motif
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is best realized in the landscape called “Up-
rising” with a white inspector on horseback
between advancing imperialist troops and
native workers. Here the brilliant color and
the converging figures in motion are rein-
forced by circular rhythms in earth and sky,
giving a sense of a wider cosmic movement.

Ishigaki’s present style is the result of
several different phases of development. In
the small canvas “Traffic Problem” he offers
the comic motif of a fat lady mounting a
bus done in the manner of the Japanese
print—using his own tradition for satire
much as Quirt does when he makes Renais-
sance motifs into symbols of derision. Ishi-
gaki has also made his experiments in
cubism. “The Whip” wuses the motif of
horse and rider with the whip in an ab-
stract form; here the horse’s flank and the

_curve of the lash complete an S composition

of terrific intensity. In its sombre greys and
browns, “The Whip” combines Cubist form
with expressionist feeling; in this it reflects
the clash of modern life—the contradiction
in terms of class struggle and the tumbling
towers of the background suggest the indus-
trial milieu out of which this fight emerges.
Much of Ishigaki’s recent work has a
mural quality and he has a predilection for
over-life sized forms—for example his mas-
sive portrait of an ARM holding a hammer.
He is now at work on a mural for the
Harlem Courthouse—sponsored by the Fed-
eral Art Project of the W.P.A.—and it
will be interesting to see how his large forms
appear on an actual wall. In choosing for
his mural the liberation of the slaves by the
Civil War, Ishigaki has found a sympathetic
theme. Discrimination against the Negro in
the U.S.A. has affected him deeply and
such pictures as “South USA” and “Lynch-
ing” are among his most dramatic and mov-
ing works. - Uncompromisingly sincere, Ishi-
gaki is a painter who will not stand still
and the course of his further development
is of vital interest for revolutionary art.
CHARMION VoN WIEGAND.
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The Screen

“Mr. Deeds Goes to Town”’

and writer Robert Riskin make the

slickest team in Hollywood; Lady for
a Day and It Happened One Night are
eminent testimonials. In their physical make-
up and construction (the lighting, photog-
raphy, etc.) these films are typical Holly-
wood products. The improvements derive
from Capra’s ability to inject a warm human
quality into his characters, his sense of hu-
mor, his occasional brilliant cutting. Riskin
working in close association with Capra
writes warmly and with great ease. It is a
joy to report that their newest film, Mr.
Deeds Goes to Town (Music Hall) is the
first real surprise to come from Mecca since
The Informer. Behind its sugar-coated senti-
mentality and verbal and physical gags Mr.
Deeds approaches the social film.

Other films have dealt with “social prob-
lems,” some have even suggested that there
is unemployment in the United States.
(Chaplin of course broached the subject, but
Chaplin is independent of the industry—of
the “furniture makers,” as Capra refers to
Hollywood producers.) But when in the
middle of the eighth reel of a regular mill
product an unemployed farmer says: “I just
wanted to see what a man looked like that
can spend thousands of dollars on a party
while people around him are hungry. . . .
Did you ever stop to think how many fam-
ilies could have been fed on the money you
pay out to get on the front pages?’—that’s
NEWS!

Capra presents a witty fable of a young
rural lad who inherits $20,000,000. He is
brought to New York by crooked lawyers
who hope to get control over the fortune.
Almost all of the regular “vultures” try to
cash in, but this simple country boy (Gary
Cooper) doesn’t let anyone get away with
anything. There’s a girl—a sob sister (Jean
Arthur) who for a raise sets out to make a
monkey out of Mr. Deeds. And so she
does. He falls for her and she falls for
him and stops writing nasty stories. But too
late, because Mr. Deeds has found out that
his only true friend in this superficial city
of New York has betrayed him. Just as he
is about to leave and get back to New
Hampshire among “real people” the unem-
ployed farmer breaks in.

From that point on the film acquires new
meaning. Mr. Deeds’ eyes open. He sees
that this man who threatened him with a
gun was not another “moocher” but a hu-
man being who wants a chance to feed a
wife and kids. “I’m a farmer. A job,
that’s all I want.” So Mr. Deeds in his
liberal way decides to get rid of his fortune
by providing several thousand dispossessed
farmers with land and tools. The lawyers
of course proceed to frame Mr. Deeds on an

IT IS no secret that director Frank Capra

insanity charge. The trial is a brilliant bit
of film. Naturally, Mr. Deeds’ plan involves
a political issue and the lawyer takes on a
Liberty League-Hearstian characterization:

. . . with the country incapacitated by economic
ailments and endangered with an undercurrent
‘of social unrest, promulgation of such a weird,
fantastic plan as contemplated by the defendant
is capable of fomenting a disturbance from which
the country may not soon recover. It is our duty
to stop it.

Step by step the prosecution (aided by a
bribed psychiatrist) puts Mr. Deeds closer
to the straitjacket—but suddenly he breaks
down all the charges with ease, grace, hu-
mor {and a beautiful sock at the crooked
lawyer’s jaw.

The film is consistent with Mr. Deed’s
philosophy. He wins the trial not because
of his girl, but because he is determined to
keep his promise to the farmers (the court-
room audience). It isn’t often that we get
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an American film with such a “favorable”
attitude toward the unemployed man. Cer-
tainly no other Hollywood film has ever
had an unemployed speak his mind with as
much warmth and passion as does the far-
mer of this film. PeTEr ELLIs.

Current Films

Soviet Russia Today: Julien Bryan's films of
Soviet Russia are the best yet. Although he was
limited in his showing at Carnegie Hall the film
gives one a good view of every-day Soviet life. These
films will be shown once more this season at the
New School for Social Research on Thursday, April
30th; tickets 60 cents.

I Married a Doctor (Warner Bros.): An un-
inspired and traditional version of Sinclair Lewis’
Main Street.

The Great Ziegfeld (M-G-M - Astor) : It might
have been a swell story. about the famous but little
known showman, but the movie Ziegfeld is too glori-
fied; it might have been an interesting film of the
period, of show business—but the plot’s too thin; it
might have been shorter; it runs for three solid
hours—a supersupersuper colossal vaudeville film.
Of course in the twenty reels you will find spots
where Myrna Loy is charming, William Powell in-
gratiating, Frank Morgan likeable, etc., etc. Person-
ally, I liked the W. C. Fields sequences, but the
producer didn’t include them because he thought the
film was getting “a trifle long.” P. E.

Music

HE New York Musicians Union, Local

802, has succeeded in making great
headway in its drive to unionize the ar-
rangers, proofreaders, copyists and pianists
employed by the local music publishers.
Twenty-eight out of some .eighty firms have
already signed up and there are excellent
prospects for the capitulation of the leading
publishers by the end of the week, because
of the united front which has been exhibited
by the orchestra leaders in refusing to plug
or broadcast the tunes of certain important
concerns.

In the past the plight of arrangers and
other workers in these houses has been a dis-
grace to the industry. Lack of organization
has kept them at the mercy of the publish-
ers, who were able to lay them off at will
and pay the lowest of competitive piece-work
rates. Nor were these the only workers ex-
ploited by the industry, for the printing of
popular songs is still being done by under-
paid, non-union labor.

One of the reasons for the bitter fight be-
ing waged by the three biggest publishing
houses is the realization that a victory by
Local 802 means the inevitable unionization
of the industry, from printers to composers.

The same union is now waging a fight
against one of the most powerful booking
agents, the firm of Rockwell-O’Keefe, for
putting Claude Hopkins’ orchestra into the
Cotton Club for a price said to be consid-
erably less than scale. These charges by one

of the members of the band have already
resulted in a preliminary recommendation- by
the trial board that the concern be placed on
the unfair list of the American Federation of
Musicians, which—if confirmed—would mean
that the orchestras of Ray Noble, Jimmy
Dorsey, Glen Gray, and Bob Crosby would
have to find new managers. Rockwell-
O’Keefe are heavy advertisers in trade papers
and it is interesting to note that The Bill-
board carried the story in full, whereas
Variety gave it not so much as a line.

New Recordings

The new lists of the phonograph com-
panies are filled with items that must seri-
ously tempt even the most meagre musical
purses. Scheduled for immediate release on
Columbia are the second volume of Bach
“Brandenburg Concertos,” containing num-
bers five and six, played by the superb cham-
ber orchestra led by Adolf Busch; the Vitali
“Chaconne” and the Vivaldi “Sonata in
D Major,” recorded by the excellent violin-
ist Nathan Milstein and a new recording of
the Schubert “Quartet in A Minor” by the
Kolisch String Quartet. Victor offers Schna-
bel in a new recording of the Brahms
“B Flat Major Piano Concerto,” Stokowsky
in a re-recording of the Brahms “First Sym-
phony”; Horowitz and Piatigorsky in as-
sorted trifles. All of these new records will
be reviewed in detail in my next column.

In the meantime there is the excellent
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news that Toscanini has been persuaded to
record with the New York Philharmonic be-
fore his threatened retirement on April 29.
Victor has already made masters of the
Beethoven “Seventh” and numerous excerpts
from Wagner, usmg Carnegle Hall as the
studio.

Victor is also uniting the excellent Pro
Arte String Quartet and the clarinetist
Benny Goodman in the Mozart “Clarinet
Quintet,” with the recording to take place in
Chicago the first week in May. And finally,
the same company is releasing some new
Marian Anderson recordings of Sibelius and
Finnish folk songs, the latter arranged by her
accompanist, Kosti Vehanen.

HENRY JOHNSON.

Swing Records

ALBERT AMMONS’ RHYTHM KINGS. A
small Chicago Negro band, whose leader is prob-
ably the finest boogie-woogie blues pianist in the
country. This new version of Boogie-Woogie even
surpasses the old standard one bx- Pinetop Smith.
Decca has succeeded in capturing some of the swing
the band exhibits in real life both on Boogie-Woogie
and the other side, Nagasacki. (Decca 749)

STUFF SMITH AND HIS ORCHESTRA. Par-
ticalarly recommended are After You've Gone and
You'se a Viper (Vocalion 3200), although Stuff
Smith and Jonah Jones play almost equally well in
Ain’t No Use and I Don’t Want to Make History
(3201). The recording and balance are far better
than on Stuff Smith’s first records.

GENE KRUPA’S SWING BAND. Benny Good-
man is at his very best in both The Swing Is Here
and Gabriel (Victor 25276). Roy Eldridge’s trum-
pet playing is a bit wild, as it might well be with
such a rhythm section behind him. No vocals, and
recommended, with one or two reservations.

H.].

YPEWRITERS

including FOREIGN LANGUAGES
Rentals latest models, immediate delivery, special rate
TYTELL TYPEWRITER CO., 206 B'way, N. Y. CO 7-9665

NEW MASSES

Between QOurselves

VER since the authorities removed the

ban from THE NEw Masses in Can-
ada, our circulation in Canada has reflected
a widespread interest in NEW MASSEs ar-
ticles and NEw MAssES activities. Canadian
readers may subscribe directly through our
Canadian agencies: in Montreal, Central
Distribution Agency, 1170 St. Catherine
Street; in Toronto, Central Distribution
Agency, 514 Dundas Street West; in Van-
couver, Vancouver News Agency, 533 Ho-
mer Street; in Winnipeg, M. S. Gesmund,
D-Gladstone Apartments.

In connection with the publication of
Granville Hicks’ Jokn Reed: The Making
of a Revolutionary, the Workers and Peoples
Bookshops have arranged a symposium. The
speakers are Granville Hicks, Joseph Free-
man, Corliss Lamont and Alexander Trach-
tenberg. Time: May 8, 8.15 P. M., at
Irving Plaza Hall, N. Y. Tickets are on
sale at the sponsoring bookshops.

The newly established Vanguard Gallery,
at 3520 Franklin Avenue, St. Louis, Mo.,
is showing original drawings of NEw
Masses cartoons (daily, 10 A. M. to 6
P. M., through May 2.) There is no ad-

mission charge.

Among the contributors to this issue: S.
M. Blinken is chairman of the Law and
Legislation Committees of the Association of
Knickerbocker Democrats of New York City,
Inc. Blinken’s article in this issue supple-
ments his discussion of two weeks ago, en-
titled “Which Way, Lawyer?”

Barrett H. Clark, who reviews John How-
ard Lawson’s new book in this issue, is the
author of numerous books on the drama,
among them 4 Study of the Modern Drama,

MAURICE WERTHEIM says:

THE OUTSTANDING
RUSSIAN TOUR
OF 1936

For a few serious students .

Round-trip with $850
Tourist Passage

“My trip to the Soviet Union was under Louis Fischer’s
guidance, without which I am sure it would not have
been half as delightful or informative.”

under leadership of

LOUIS FISCHER

Moscow correspondent of The Nation, who has spent 13 years in Soviet Russia

. 5 weeks of travel and observation in
the Soviet Union, illuminated by informal meetings with leaders and
rank and file workers. An unusually comprehensive survey of activities
in city and country. High standards of comfort. Sailing July 7.

Other group tours (at least a month in the
U. S. S. R.) with round-trip passage from $372

Or you may travel on your own. Booklet on request.

2\ THE OPEN ROAD

Russian Travel Department
8 WEST 40th STREET
Cooperating with Intourist

THIRD
SOVIET UNION
TRAVEL SEMINAR

NEW YORK CITY

Contemporary French Dramatists, European
Theories of the Drama, World Drama, etc.

Gil Green is the National Secretary of
the Young Communist League of the United
States.

NEw Masses readers will be particularly
interested in hearing that John L. Spivak’s
forthcoming book, Europe Under the Terror,
has been chosen as the Book Union selection
for May.

The judges of THE NEw Massgs Prize
Title Contest are busy ‘“picking the win-
ners.” They expect to be able to announce
their selections within the next fortnight.
There are altogether fifty-two cash prizes—
first prize of $1,000, second prize of $250
and fifty prizes of $5 each.

Altogether 700 petitions protesting against
the Tydings-McCormack and Russell-Kra-
mer bills have been sent to us in response
to our request that NEw MASSES readers
join in a campaign to smash these sedition
bills. During the last few days we have
received, among others, petitions of protest
signed by 40 residents of Montana: eigh-
teen of Crow Agency, nineteen of Hardin,
1 of Billings, 1 of Corinth, 1 of St. Xavier,
and 1 of Sheridan, Wyoming. A petition
signed by 61 people sent to us from Wash-
ington, D. C,, carries the signatures of res-
idents of Maryland, Virginia, Massachusetts.

JULIAN BRYAN will show his films
DR. FRANKWOOD WILLIAMS will speak
on

“EDUCATION IN THE SOVIET UNION"

THURS., APRIL 30th, 8:30 P. M.
New School for ‘Social Research, 66 W. 12th Street
Tickets can be gotten at Cooperative Scheol, 69 Bond Street
Subscription, 60c.

NOW RENTING—SEASON CABINS

Rare vacation locale . .. All sports .. .
Excellent tennis . . . Hotel or season
cabin arrangements . . . Many sport-

lovers commute all summer.

BLUE MOUNTAIN LODGE

PEEKSKILL, N. Y. « PHONE 1403
o o OPEN ALL YEAR o o

To the Highest Bidder

THE CHILD

Which Society Offers the Most
to Its Children?

Italy—DR. H. R. MARRARO

of Columbia University

U.S.A—DR. GOODWIN WATSON
of Teacher’s College
U.S.S.R—DR. FRANKWOOD E.
WILLIAMS  Peychiatrist

AT PYTHIAN TEMPLE
185 W. 70th Street, New York

Friday, April 24, 8:30 P. M.

ARTHUR GARFIELD HAYS, Chairman
[ ]

Tickets on sale at Federation of Children’s Organizations,
175 Fifth Ave.; Columbia Bookshop, 2060 Broadway: Rand
Book Store, 7 E. 15th St.; New York University Bookshop,

Wuhlngton 8q.; Chelsea Book Shop, 58 W. 8th 8t,;

Bookshop, 50 E. 18th 8t., and all other People’s Bookshops.




REBECCA SILVER Invites You te

FORES HOUSE

at INTERLAKEN

on Lake Mahopac
mest picturesque spot in Putnam County. Excellent cuisine. All out-
door sports. 50 miles from N. Y. Moderate rates. Open all year.

LAKE MAHOPAGC, N. Y. Mahopac, 688 or 977

SUNDAY NIGHT, APRIL 26
DORIS HUMPHREY--CHARLES WEIDMAN

AND GROUPS
DANCE RECITAL including “Atavisms”
YMHA, Lexington Avenue, at 92nd Street
Single Admission: $1.00

The American
Russian Institute

presents the

SOVIET THEATRE

A Symposium at the
NEW SCHOOL FOR SOCIAL RESEARCH
66 West 12th St. New York City
Tuesday, MAY 5 at 8:30 p. m.

Speakers
PROF. H. W. L. DANA

Outstanding authority on the Seviet theatre
(who will speak with slides).

NORRIS HOUGHTON

Author of ‘“Moscow Rehearsals.’”
LEE SIMONSON
A director of the Theatre Guild
Admission 50c and 75¢, tax included

Advance sale by

THE AMERICAN RUSSIAN INSTITUTE, INC.
56 W. 45th St., N. Y. Tel.: MUrray Hill 2-0313

Available Immediately:
CAFE-RESTAURANT MANAGER

30. Fifteen years’ experience; thorough knowledge
wines, liquors; also music and entertainment.
Hxtensive New York following. Interested
in New York or resort proposition within
100 miles. Salary nominal plus percentage.

NEW MASSES, Box 1368

MOSSOLOV  SHOSTAKOVITCH

BACH

Subseription $.75

The Friends of the NEW MASSES |

Present

LUCY BROWN, rianist

in a program of

BEETHOVEN

ISIDOR SCHNEIDER

The Economic Basis of Culture

Mass Singing of 1st United May Day Song
Wed. April 29th, 8:30 P. M.

sow—

PROKOFIEFF  HAROLD BROWN
COUPERIN

Steinway Hall
113 W. 57th St., Room 503

APRIL 29%th at 8:45

JoHN BOVINGDON

-~ MONO-DRAMA IN THE DANCE ~
TOWN HALL, 43rd Street, East of Broadway

55 — .83 — $1.10 — $1.65 — $2.20

TICKETS SOLD AT: Town Hall, 113 West 43rd Street ; New Dance League, 56 West 45th Street ;
‘Workers Bookshop, 50 East 13th Street

RECITAL OF

CLASSIFIED ADS—30 cents a line

3 LINES MINIMUM
6 WORDS IN A LINE

RESORTS

BUNGALOWS FOR RENT OR SALE.

THEATRE BENEFIT

A DELIGHTFUL HIDEAWAY in the mountains, in-
viting people of better taste. Library, open fireplaces,
musicals, -roller skating, other seasonal sports, excel-
lent table. Added comforts and other attractions for

Haster Week. Advise early reservations. Bus rates -

still reduced to $2 return trip inducive for week-ends.

CHESTER’ ZUNBARG
Woodbourne, N. Y. Phone Falsburgh 2 F 22

A Cozy Retreat in the Pines
MILLARD'’S .
Offers Choice Accommodations. Delicious Meals
Jewish-American Cuisine — Moderate Rates
01 Clifton Avenue, Lakewood, New Jersey
Phone: Lakewood 216-W

CHILDREN’S CAMP

JACK & JILL CAMP offers to a limited group of
children (ages 3-13) ideal camp life, 200 acres land,
3 buildings (latest improvements), bathing on prem-
iges, excellent well-balanced diet, experienced coun-
sellors, individual care. City tel., Raymond 9-6351.

APARTMENT TO RENT
MODERN, 3% ROOM apartment to rent. Knicker-

bocker YVillage. Splendid view, downtown skyline.
Nominal rent. Write box.1344, New Masses.

APARTMENT TO SHARE

BEAUTIFUL SUNNY, elevated apartment to share
with couple—rent reasonable. 1320 51st St., Brooklyn,
WI 6-6958. Apt. 3E.

YOUNG MAN will sublet share in furnished two-room

apartment. Very reasonable. Saltsman, 224 West
10th Street, top rear.

HOUSE TO RENT

SUMMER PROBLEM SOLVED! Stonybrook in West-
port, Conn. Attractive Bungalow Colony. Open fire-
places, modern conveniences, tennis, swimming,
counsellors for children, gold and beach nearby, con-
venient commutation—Bungalows for rent or sale.
Room 813, 1457 Broadway, WI 7-4149.

RUSSIAN TAUGHT

MODERN RUSSIAN TAUGHT

New Rules and Usages.

Course. MISS ISA WILGA, 457 West 57th Street ,New
York City. COlumbus 5-8450.

Tourist Conversational .

Theatre Benefit, BURY THE DEAD, Monday, May 4,
Ethel Barrymore Theatre, 55c¢ to $2.75, at National
Committee Defense Political Prisoners, 156 Fifth
Avenue. WAtkins 9-0420.

AFFAIRS

GRANVILLE HICKS, CORLISS LAMONT, JOE

FREEMAN and ALEXANDER TRACHTENBERG

will speak on “John Reed—The Making of a Revolu-

tionary” on Friday, May 8, at Irving Plaza Hall.

glilckets and auspices—Workers and Peoples Beok
ops.

PLAY TABLE-TENNIS

PLAY TABLE-TENNIS (Ping-Pong) at the Broad-
way Table-Tennis Courts, 1721 Broadway, bet. 54th-
55th Sts, N. Y. C. One flight up. Expert instruction;
open from noon until 1 A, M. Tel CO 5-9088.

MULTIGRAPHING

MULTIGRAPHING—500 Facsimile typewritten letters
(20 lines)—$2.00. Also mimeographing and printing.
Quality work at low prices. Mailers Advertising
Service, v21 West 42nd Street, N. Y. BRyant 9-5053.

ELECTROLYSIS

DANCING to a good Negro orchestra on Saturday,
April 25th, at The Peoples Educational Center, top
floor, 122 2nd Ave. Usual refreshments. Donation, 35c.

AMPLIFIERS TO RENT OR FOR SALE

FOR MEETINGS, DANCES or Symphonic Concerts.
High Fidelity equipment, records and microphene.
7 per evening. White. SU 7-0207.

PORTABLE FOLDING PLATFORM

RENT THE “PORTOFOLD” FOR $2.50 FOR YOUR
NEXT OUTDOOR MEETING.—Apply this amount
against purchase price if satisfied. Pertable Platform
Co., 507 5th Ave., N, Y. C. VAnderbilt 3-8673.

MEN AND WOMEN, superfluous hair on face and

other parts of the body permanently removed by
electrolysis. Personal service. Quick results guar-
anteed. My method endorsed by prominent physicians.
Treatment to unemployed free every Friday, 1 to 4
Charles Landis, 171 W. 7ist St., at B'way. En 2-9150.

STAMPS WANTED

ATTRACTIVE 5-room house, garage, 13 acres of
land. Nyack. Summer or winter. Hammond, 353 B.
72nd Street, New York City.

U. 8. ACCUMULATIONS, collections, mint and used—
also airmail. Jubilees. Best prices. Dr. Karen, 1100
Grand Concourse, N. Y.

A GOOD STEADY INCOME

CAN BE YOURS BY TAKING SUBSCRIPTIONS
AND BUILDING A ROUTE FOR

NEW MASSES

TOGETHER WITH OTHER WIDEAWAKE
GROWING PERIODICALS

Men and women everywhere in small communities
and large cities
HERE'S YOUR CHANCE—Write:
C. D. A, Inc., 52 W. 15th 8t., N. X. Q.




Only Three Weeks More to Get These Important Books
And Pamphlets and NEW MASSES at These Low Prices

You've seen these special combinations offered in New Masses over a period of
months. You've even intended to order one of them. Now you better hurry or
you'll be too late. All these Special Offers will be discontinued on May 14. Don't
miss this last chance at these greatly reduced prices. Don't wait until May 14—
you may forget—mail the Coupon NOW!

“FREE’’ OFFERS “SPECIAL PRICE” OFFERS

'l WHAT IS COMMUNISM? 5 CAPITAL
By EARL BROWDER %}}Il KI?RL MARX
Gives all the answers—clearly, concisely e basic Marxist book

FREE with 6 mos. subscription to $7.50 With 1 yrs. subscr. to New Masses 54.75
New Masses .....ccccocevuererrienereenenrennnns 2‘

6 THE CRISIS OF THE MIDDLE

2 DIALECTICAL MATERIALISM CLASS
By ADORATSKY By LEWIS COREY
Excellent introduction to Marx and Lenin What’s happened; where lies its future?
FREE with 1 yrs. subscription to $ 4 50 With 1 yrs. subscr. to New Masses 55.25
New Masses ........cccoeeeveeuiieeinenennnns *

3 FOUNDATIONS OF LENINISM 7 PROLETARIAN LITERATURE IN
By STALIN THE U S.—An Anthology
Summarizes the teachings of Lenin 20? contributors; 200,000 words g
WHY COMMUNISM? With 1 yrs. subscr. to New Masses 5-00
By M. J. OLGIN ‘ 8 STUDS LONIGAN—A Trilogy
Introduction to Communism By JAMES T. FARRELL
SOCIALIST PLANNING IN THE Three novels in one; 1,100 pages

U.S.S.R. With 1 yrs. subscr. to New Masses '55-50
By CORLISS LAMONT
Primer on Socialism in the U.S.S.R. 9 SEEDS OF TOMORROW

By MIKHAIL SHOLOKHOV
An epic of collectivization

With 1 yrs. subscr. to New Masses $5-00

THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO
By MARX and ENGELS

The fundamental program of Communism

ALL FREE with 6 mos. subscr. to $7.50 STALIN
New Masses .......coccoeeevvvveeereeeernennn, 2 ]o By HENRI BARBUSSE
4 STATE AND REVOLUTION An epic of Soviet Russia

By LENIN With 6 mos. subscr. to New Masses $3 25

Great classic
THE TEACHINGS OF KARL MARX TI gﬁg?ﬁ%ﬁﬁg I;Ll}/ll{?qlSIXISM

By LENIN A brilliant compendium of Marxian Theory

With bibliography of Marxism With 1 yrs. subscr. to New Masses $5-00
THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO
By MARX and ENGELS "2 MARCHING! MARCHING!

Y an ; . By CLARA WEATHERWAX
The fundamental program of Communism Prize novel of singing workers on the march
ALL FREE with 3 mos. subscr. to

New Masses ........cccoovvevvevueeeeeenenannn, $1'25 With 1 yrs. subscr. to New Masses $5'00

) your choice, mail coupon on or before May 14!

l NEW MASSES, 31 East 27th Street, New York, N. Y.
% Please send me NEW MASSES on SPECIAL OFFER NO. ......... as indicated above.
QO I enclose $.rrnns in full payment, in accordance with this advertisement.
£ | NAME
i ADDRESS
CITY STATE

OCCUPATION
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